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2School of Physics and Astronomy, Shanghai Jiao Tong University,
800 Dongchuan Road, Minhang, Shanghai 200240, PRC.

3Shanghai Frontiers Science Center of Gravitational Wave Detection,
800 Dongchuan Road, Minhang, Shanghai 200240, People’s Republic of China

4Institute of Fundamental and Applied Research,
National Research University TIIAME, Kori Niyoziy 39, Tashkent 100000, Uzbekistan.

5Akfa University, Kichik Halqa Yuli Street 17, Tashkent 100095, Uzbekistan.
6National University of Uzbekistan, Tashkent 100174, Uzbekistan.

7Tashkent State Technical University, Tashkent 100095, Uzbekistan.
8School of Mathematics and Natural Sciences, New Uzbekistan University,

Mustaqillik Ave. 54, Tashkent 100007, Uzbekistan.
9Ulugh Beg Astronomical Institute, Astronomy St. 33, Tashkent 100052, Uzbekistan.

10Institute of Nuclear Physics, Ulugbek 1, Tashkent 100214, Uzbekistan.
(Dated: May 25, 2023)

In the present work, we aimed to investigate the dynamics of spinning charged and magnetized
test particles around both electrically and magnetically charged quantum-improved black holes. We
derive the equations of motion for charged spinning test particles using the Mathisson-Papapetrou-
Dixon equations with the Lorentz coupling term. The radius of innermost stable circular orbits
(ISCOs), specific angular momentum, and energy for charged spinless, uncharged spinning, and
charged spinning test particles around the charged and non-charged quantum-improved black holes
are analyzed separately. We found that the quantum parameter increases the maximum spin value,
smax, which leads to the nonphysical motion (superluminal motion) of the charged spinning test
particle, whereas the black hole charge decreases its value. We also found that, in contrast to the
Reissner Nordström black hole, spinning charged test particles in the quantum-improved charged
black hole have higher smax; moreover, positively charged spinning particles can have higher values
of smax near the extreme black hole cases when compared with uncharged spinning particles. Finally,
we investigate the magnetized test particle’s dynamics around a quantum-improved magnetically
charged black hole in Quantum Einstein Gravity using the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. We show that
the presence of ω increases the maximum value of the effective potential and decreases the minimum
energy and angular momentum of magnetized particles at their circular orbits. We found an upper
constraint in the black hole charge at the ISCO.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity, GR, predicts the formation of singu-
larities after the collapse of massive stars into black holes.
However, from the physical point of view, the existence
of singularities means that GR breaks down; therefore, a
completely new theory of gravity is required to describe
the spacetime near them. Nowadays, the scientific com-
munity agrees that the quantum effects of gravity play a
crucial role in the near region of a singularity, and the-
orists have deployed a lot of effort into the quest for a
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quantum theory of gravity, such as the M-theory, string
theory, loop quantum gravity, etc. [1–12]
In traditional approaches to quantum gravity, it is

well-known that the Einstein-Hilbert term has been con-
sidered a fundamental action [13–17]. Nevertheless, in
contrast with the field theories in flat space (like quan-
tum electrodynamics QED), the Einstein-Hilbert action
is non-renormalizable, and a meaningful perturbative
analysis becomes difficult [13]. On the other hand, if
one assumes that GR is a theory resulting from quantiz-
ing a more fundamental theory of gravity, the Einstein-
Hilbert term should not be quantized because it becomes
an effective action analogous to the Heisenberg-Euler ac-
tion in QED and, therefore, one should not compare it
to the action of electrodynamics [13]. Hence, accord-
ing to M. Reuter, it is plausible to assume that GR is
an effective theory arising from a fundamental one by a
“partial quantization”, which means that Einstein’s the-
ory is valid near a non-zero momentum scale k, making
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possible the introduction of a scale-dependent effective
action for gravity, from which it is possible to obtain an
exact non-perturbative evolution equation governing its
renormalization [13].

In the last decades, there has been an increasing inter-
est in exploring the non-perturbative behavior of quan-
tum gravity [13, 18–27], and references therein. As men-
tioned before, in Ref. [13], the authors proposed a general
framework for the treatment of quantum gravity by in-
troducing a scale-dependent action and deriving an exact
renormalization group equation; this equation, when ap-
plied to the so-called Einstein-Hilbert truncation, allows
a non-perturbative approximation to the renormalization
group flow of the Newton and cosmological constants.
In Refs. [18, 23–25], the authors considered the influ-
ence of matter fields. One of the most powerful aspects
of the non-perturbative approach of quantum gravity is
the existence of a non-Gaussian fixed point for its renor-
malization group flow. This non-Gaussian fixed point
makes quantum gravity a non-perturbatively renormaliz-
able theory, and it plays a fundamental role in the asymp-
totic safety scenario [28, 29].

Theoretically, the exact renormalization group flow
equation is a powerful tool for finding quantum correc-
tions to solutions of GR, the Quantum Einstein Grav-
ity, or QEG [30–38]. In the case of quantum improve-
ment of classical black hole solutions, for example, the
Schwarzschild black hole was considered in Ref. [30],
where the authors investigated the quantum effects in
spherically symmetric spacetimes, obtaining the effec-
tive quantum spacetime felt by a point-like test mass.
The solution is similar to the Reissner Nordström (RN)
black hole, and its conformal structure also depends on
its ADM-mass. By computing the Hawking temperature,
specific heat capacity, and entropy, the authors conclude
that evaporation of the black hole stops when it reaches a
critical mass value, Mcr. Furthermore, due to the quan-
tum effects, the quantum spacetime has a smooth de-
Sitter core which could be under the cosmic censorship
hypothesis [30]. Hence, the classical singularity r = 0
can be removed, or it is much milder.

Reference [31] considers the quantum improvement of
a rotating black hole, where the horizon structure, the
ergo region, the static limit surfaces, and the Penrose pro-
cess are studied. According to the authors, the quantum
corrections become appreciable for lighter black holes.
Moreover, in the case of black hole thermodynamics, they
found that the first law is modified, and the Bekenstein-
Hawking temperature is no longer proportional to the
surface gravity. On the other hand, regarding the Pen-
rose process, The authors showed that there exists a min-
imum mass for the extraction of energy in the improved
Kerr spacetime, in contrast with classical black holes,
where it is possible to extract energy for arbitrary small
mass and angular momentum.

In Ref. [32], the authors considered quantum correc-
tions to the spherically symmetric Schwarzschild Anti-de
Sitter black holes, finding that the cosmological constant

play a key role in determining the short-distance struc-
ture of quantum-improved black holes. In the asymptotic
UV, the solution is universal and similar to the classical
Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole. Therefore, asymp-
totically safe black holes evaporate completely, and no
formation of Planck-size remnants exists.

In Ref [38], O. Ruiz and E. Tuiran investigate the quan-
tum effect in spherically symmetric charged black holes.
They found that the horizons are stable except in the ex-
tremal case. Moreover, the authors showed the existence
of a new extremal condition at the Planck scale that could
give clues about the final stage after the evaporation pro-
cess of the black hole. In contrast to previous results con-
sidering axially symmetric spacetimes with null charge,
the authors obtained a formula that describes the state
function as the sum of the area of the classical event
horizon and a quantum correction.

Recently, several works have considered the quantum
improvement black hole solutions to investigate their
properties [39–45]. For example, in Ref. [39], the authors
investigated the geodesic equation for time-like and null-
like particles near an improved Schwarzschild black hole.
Reference [40] analyzes the dynamics of neutral, electri-
cally charged, and magnetized particles around a renor-
malized group improved Schwarzschild black hole in the
presence of an external asymptotically uniform magnetic
field. On the other hand, F. Zuluaga and L. Sánchez
investigated the quantum effects in the accretion disk
around a renormalization group improved Schwarzschild
black hole in Ref. [41] and the quantum effects on the
black hole shadow and deflection angle in the presence of
plasma were studied by F. Atamurotov et al. in Ref. [42]
and Ref. [43] investigates its observational features.

J. M. Ladino and E. A. Larrañaga study the motion of
spinning test particles around an improved rotating black
hole [45], where using the Mathisson–Papapetrou–Dixon
(MPD) equations and the Tulczyjew spin supplementary
condition, the authors investigated the equatorial circu-
lar orbits, finding that the event horizon and the radius
of the Innermost Stable Circular Orbit (ISCO) for the
quantum-improved rotating black hole are smaller than
Schwarzschild and Kerr classical solutions. The dynam-
ics of spinning test particles have called the attention
of the community, and several works consider different
spacetime backgrounds [45–62]. In this manuscript, we
consider the motion of charged spinning test particle mo-
tion around quantum-improved charged black holes; we
also study the dynamics of magnetized test particles. We
organize our paper as follows: in Sec. II, we discuss the
characteristics of the quantum-improved charged black
hole spacetime. Then, in Sec. III, we introduce the theo-
retical background to investigate the motion of a charged
spinning test particle, which involves the introduction of
the modified MPD equations including the force due to
the gauge field. In the same section, we also obtain the
analytical expression for the effective potential (Sec.III B)
used in Sec. IV to investigate ISCO, where we consider
three cases: charged spinless test particles, uncharged
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spinning test particles, and charged spinning test par-
ticles. Then in Sec. V, we include the case of spin-
less magnetized particles around a quantum-improved
magnetically charged black hole. Finally, in Sec. VI,
we discuss the results and the most important conclu-
sions. Along the manuscript, we use geometrical units
with G0 = c = 1 and dimensionless variables.

II. THE QUANTUM-IMPROVED CHARGED
BLACK HOLE

In 2000, Bonanno and Reuter presented a new spher-
ically symmetric black hole solution [63] obtained by
considering that GR is an effective theory appearing as
the low energy limit of a fundamental scheme known
as the QEG [64–66]. This black hole is similar to the
Schwarzschild solution; however, it is characterized by a
running gravitational constant, G(k), depending on the
energy scale of the theory k. Later, a rotating version of
this quantum-improved black hole was presented in [67–
69] and more recently, a spherically symmetric charged
black hole obtained within the framework of the Einstein-
Hilbert truncation in QEG was reported in [38]. This
quantum-improved charged black hole will be the object
of study in this paper, and its metric is given by

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2 (1)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 and the lapse function is

f(r) = 1− 2G(r)M

r
+

G(r)Q2

r2
=

∆(r)

r2
, (2)

with M and Q the mass and electric charge of the black
hole. The running gravitational constant can be written,
in the limit of long distances related to the Planck length,

r ≫ lp =
√

ℏG0

c3 , as [38]

G(r) =
G0r

2

r2 + ωG0
(3)

where G0 is Newton’s gravitational constant and ω is a
parameter, arising from the non-perturbative renormal-
ization group, that measures the quantum effects. In
fact, by taking ω → 0, the line element recovers the
RN solution. Although some studies have restricted the
value of this parameter by comparison with the standard
perturbative quantization of GR, in this paper, we will
consider it as a free positive parameter to describe the
general properties of the ISCO for test particles around
this black hole.

The gauge field present in this metric represents a radi-
ally symmetric electric field described by the tensor [38]

F = dA (4)

with the gauge potential

A = −Q

r
dt. (5)

The quantum corrected horizons are obtained from the
equation

∆(r±) = r2± − 2G(r±)Mr± +G(r±)Q
2 = 0, (6)

from which one obtains the radii

r± = G0M ±
√
(G0M)2 −G0ω −G0Q2. (7)

It is straightforward to show that ω = 0 gives the hori-
zons of the RN solution while taking Q = 0 gives the
horizons of the quantum-improved Schwarzschild black
hole [63, 69].

Additionally, the extreme case of the quantum-
improved charged black hole can be easily identified from
the discriminant of Eq. (7), this happens when

Mext = M =

√
ω +Q2

G0
. (8)

This condition of extremality M = Mext is discussed in
[38, 63]. The previous expression accurately reproduces
the extreme black holes contained within it as partic-
ular cases. Specifically, taking G0 = 1, we obtain the
extreme RN solution when Mext = M = Q, while the ex-
treme quantum-improved Schwarzschild solution is gen-
erated when Mext = M =

√
ω. In any case, for the

quantum-improved charged black hole, when M > Mext,
the solutions with two horizons described by Eq. (7) are
obtained. Taking G0 = M = 1 and since M > Mext, ω
takes values in the range 0 < ω ≤ 1−Q2.

When Q → 1, the parameter ω → 0, this shows that
the parameter ω must satisfy certain conditions for the
space-time to be globally hyperbolic. On the other hand,
when M < Mext, the space-time contains a naked singu-
larity. This violates the conditions for a globally hyper-
bolic space-time and is therefore not considered in our
analysis. In Fig. 1, the relation between ω, and Q is
visualized. It is possible to see two regions. The gray re-
gion represents the allowable parameter values, and the
white one corresponds to values that make the black hole
a naked singularity.

To help facilitate comparison, we have compiled a
list of the ISCO parameters, the radius rISCO, the en-
ergy eISCO and the orbital angular momentum lISCO, for
an uncharged and spinless particle in Table I, including
quantum-improved black holes, as well as their particular
and extreme cases.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR A
CHARGED SPINNING TEST PARTICLE

The equations of motion for a charged spinning test
particle around a charged black hole are given by a mod-
ification of the MPD equations including the force due to
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TABLE I: ISCO parameters for an unmagnetized, uncharged and spinless particle (G0 = M = 1).

ω,Q Type of black hole rISCO jISCO eISCO

ω = 0, Q = 0 Schwarzschild 6 3.4641 0.9428
ω = 1, Q = 0 Extreme Improved Schwarzschild 4.6458 3.1765 0.9294

0 < ω < 1, Q = 0 Improved Schwarzschild (4.6458, 6) (3.1765, 3.4641) (0.9294, 0.9428)
ω = 0, Q = 1 Extreme RN 4 2.8284 0.9186

ω = 0, 0 < Q < 1 RN (4, 6) (2.8284, 3.4641) (0.9186, 0.9428)
ω +Q2 = 1 Extreme Improved RN 4.0736 2.8676 0.9199

0 < ω +Q2 < 1 Improved RN (4.0736, 6) (2.8676, 3.4641) (0.9199, 0.9428)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Q

ω

Black Hole

No Black Hole

FIG. 1: Relation between Q and ω parameters of the black
hole.

the gauge field. Then, the system reads

Dpµ

dλ
=− 1

2
Rµ

νρσv
νSρσ −mqFµ

ν v
ν (9)

DSµν

dλ
=pµvν − vµpν , (10)

where the velocity vector of the test particle is repre-
sented by vµ, its momentum by pµ, its electric charge is
q and m corresponds to the dynamical rest mass defined
by

m2 = −pµp
µ. (11)

In the MPD equations, we also have the Riemann
tensor of the spacetime, Rµ

νρσ, the absolute derivative
D
dλ = uµ∇µ, the electromagnetic field tensor, Fµν , de-
fined in Eq. (4) and the spin tensor, Sµν = −Sνµ, which
defines the particle’s spin as

s2 =
1

2
SµνS

µν . (12)

In order to solve this system of equations, it is possible
to include a constraint involving the spin tensor. In this
work, we consider the well-known Tulczyjew spin supple-
mentary condition, which reads

pµS
µν = 0. (13)

A. Conserved Quantities

Along the motion of the charged spinning test particle,
we can identify a conserved quantity Ck related to the
existence of a Killing vector field k as

Ck = pµkµ +
1

2
Sµν∆µkν +mqkµAµ. (14)

The quantum-improved black hole spacetime (1) admits
the existence of two Killing vectors. The first one, ξ = ∂

∂t ,
is related to the conservation of energy per unit mass,

e = −uµkµ − 1

2m
Sµν∇µξν − qΦ, (15)

where we introduce the normalized momentum uµ =
pµ/m and use the non-vanishing component of Aµ, which
is identified with the scalar potential Φ = −Q/r. The
second Killing vector, φ = ∂

∂ϕ , is related to the conserva-

tion of the angular momentum per unit mass,

j = −uµφµ − 1

2m
Sµν∇µφν . (16)

In order to calculate these quantities, we introduce a
local orthonormal tetrad field and its inverse,

e(t)µ dxµ =

√
∆

r
dt; eµ(t)∂µ =

r√
∆
∂t (17)

e(r)µ dxµ =
r√
∆
dr; eµ(r)∂µ =

√
∆

r
∂r (18)

e(θ)µ dxµ =rdθ; eµ(θ)∂µ =
1

r
∂θ (19)

e(ϕ)µ dxµ =r sin θdϕ; eµ(ϕ)∂µ =
1

r sin θ
∂ϕ. (20)

Since we focus our work on equatorial circular motion,
we set θ = π

2 and we can simplify the analysis by as-
suming that, in the tetrad frame, the only non-vanishing
component of the spin vector is s(θ) = −s. Similarly, the
momentum vector will have

p(θ) = 0 (21)

and from the relation between the spin vector and the
spin tensor,

S(α)(β) = ϵ
(α)(β)

(ρ)(σ)p
(ρ)s(σ), (22)



5

FIG. 2: Radial dependence of the effective potential for different values of ω, s and ℓ; left, center and right panels, respectively.

we obtain the non-zero components

S(t)(r) =− sp(ϕ) (23)

S(t)(ϕ) =sp(r) (24)

S(r)(ϕ) =sp(t). (25)

Using these results, the conserved quantities are ex-
pressed in the tetrad frame as

e =

√
∆

r
u(t) +

G0[r(Mr −Q2)−MωG0]

(r2 + ωG0)2
su(ϕ) +

qQ

r
(26)

j =ru(ϕ) +

√
∆

r
su(t). (27)

Hence, with the previous results, we can now calculate
the momentum components governing the motion of the
charged spinning test particles.

B. The Effective Potential

To define the effective potential for charged spinning
test particles moving in the equatorial plane, we first use
Eqs. (26) and (27) to obtain the components of the nor-
malized momentum in the tetrad frame,

u(t) =
rX√
∆Z

(28)

u(ϕ) =
Y

Z
(29)

where

X =W1(re− qQ) +W2j (30)

Y =W1

(
−se+ j +

qQ

r
s

)
(31)

Z =W1r +W2s (32)

W1 =(r2 + ωG0)
2 (33)

W2 =−G0[r(Mr −Q2)−MωG0]s. (34)

The remaining component is obtaining using the normal-
ization condition u(α)u

(α) = −1, giving by

u(r) = ±
√
R√
∆Z

, (35)

with

R = r2X2 − Y 2∆− Z2∆. (36)

The signs in Eq. (35) represent radially outgoing (+) or
ingoing (−) particles. Then, with the help of the inverse
tetrad, it is possible to write the components of the nor-
malized momentum in the general frame as

ut =
r2X

∆Z
(37)

ur =±
√
R

rZ
(38)

uϕ =
Y

rZ
. (39)

The condition for circular motion may be imposed as
(ur)2 = 0, which evidently implies that

R = Ae2 +B + C

= A

(
e− −B +

√
B2 − 4AC

2A

)

×

(
e+

−B +
√
B2 − 4AC

2A

)
= 0, (40)
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where we have defined

A =W 2
1

(
r4 −∆s2

)
(41)

B =2W1(W2j −W1qQ)r3 + 2W 2
1∆

(
j +

qQ

r
s

)
s (42)

C =(W2j −W1qQ)2r2 −W 2
1∆

(
j +

qQ

r
s

)2

− Z2∆.

(43)

The roots of Eq. (40) define the effective potential as

Veff(r) =
−B +

√
B2 − 4AC

2A
. (44)

Figure 2 shows the radial dependence of the effective
potential for different values of ω, s, and ℓ of the particle
while keeping its charge, q, and the black hole’s charge,
Q, fixed. The figure consists of three panels. First, we
explore the effect of the parameter ω on the effective
potential in the left panel, where it is possible to see
that an increment in ω increases the effective potential.
In the figure, we set Q and q to 0.5, the particle’s spin
is s = 0.3, and its orbital angular momentum is ℓ =
3.2. In the middle panel, we study the effect of s on
the effective potential. From the figure, it is possible to
see a similar trend as in the previous case ω, namely, an
increment in the particle spin causes an increment in Veff.
The charge, orbital angular momentum, and ω were not
changed, with ω set to 0.5. Finally, the right panel shows
the effect of ℓ on Veff. Here, as with the other parameters,
an increase in the orbital angular momentum leads to an
increment in the effective potential.

Figure 3 shows the radial dependence of the effective
potential with some ISCO points. In the top panel, the
spin of the particle varies, with s = 0, ℓISCO = 2.76
(black), s = 0.3, ℓISCO = 2.54 (red), s = 0.6, ℓISCO =
2.25 (blue), s = 0.9, ℓISCO = 1.87 (orange). It can be
seen that an increment in s produces a decrease in the
ISCO radius and the orbital angular momentum at that
radius. Therefore, spinning test particles can move closer
to the black hole’s center. A similar trend can be seen in
the bottom panel, where ω changes: ω = 0, ℓISCO = 2.72
(black), ω = 0.2, ℓISCO = 2.66 (red), ω = 0.6, ℓISCO =
2.49 (blue), ω = 0.8, ℓISCO = 2.37 (orange).

Additionally, it is worth noting that when s is too large,
the four-velocity vµ may not be timelike. To address this
issue, a superluminal constraint is imposed, as was done
in [71]. This constraint for equatorial circular motion is
represented by

vµvµ
(vt)2

= −f(r) +
ṙ2

f(r)
+ r2ϕ̇2 < 0, (45)

which limits the values of spin s that lead to the nonphys-
ical motion of the charged spinning test particle. This su-
perluminal constraint defines a minimum and maximum
value for s; in this paper, we focus on the superluminal
bound denoted as smax.

FIG. 3: Radial dependence of the effective potential with
ISCO points for the different values of s spin of the parti-
cle (top panel), and ω parameter (bottom panel).

We can also introduce the orbital angular momentum
ℓ, with the total angular momentum defined as j = ℓ+s.
Therefore, we can determine the ISCO parameters by
numerically solving a system of equations involving the
conditions

Veff = e
dVeff

dr
= 0,

d2Veff

dr2
= 0. (46)

Solving this system of three equations, we can obtain the
ISCO parameters rISCO, eISCO and ℓISCO for different
values of s, q Q and ω. In Table I, we share the simplest
results, where the possible values for the ISCO parame-
ters for uncharged (q = 0) and spinless (s = 0) particles
are shown.
In the next section, we investigate test particles with

electric charge q, spin s, and with both parameters con-
sidered simultaneously.
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FIG. 4: ISCO parameters as a function of the electric charge q of a spinless test particle. All plots use G0 = M = 1.

IV. ISCO PARAMETERS OF CHARGED
SPINNING TEST PARTICLES

A. ISCO of charged spinless test particles

If we assume the simple case of motion of charged spin-
less (s = 0) test particles, we can only study the dynamic
effects produced on the ISCO parameters by the electric

charge q of the test particle. Taking s = 0, the effective
potential of Eq. (44) reduces to

Veff(r) =
qQ

r
+

√
∆(j2 + r2)

r2
. (47)

In Fig. 4, we present the behavior of the ISCO param-
eters as a function of the electric charge q for a spin-
less test particle orbiting different black hole solutions.
Note that the black curve corresponds to the RN space-



8

FIG. 5: ISCO parameters as a function of the spin s of an uncharged test particle moving in some particular cases: the
Schwarzschild spacetime (up/left), the quantum-improved Schwarzschild background with ω = 0.5 (up/right), the RN solution
(down/left) and the quantum-improved charged black hole background with ω = 0.5. The shaded region indicates nonphysical
motion according to the superluminal condition. (45). All plots use G0 = M = 1.

time (ω = 0.0), while the red and blue curves to the
quantum-improved charged black hole solutions; ω = 0.3
and ω = 0.5, respectively. In the figure, the behavior
for Q = 0.1 is depicted in the left panels, and the right
panels show the behavior when Q = 0.5. Here we have
excluded the Schwarzschild and the quantum-improved
Schwarzschild metric cases, as there is no interaction be-
tween q and the geometric backgrounds of these solutions.

In Fig. 4 is evident that as the quantum param-
eter ω increases, the values of the ISCO parameters
rISCO, eISCO, and ℓISCO decrease, regardless of the elec-
tric charge q. Also, when ω = 0, rISCO exhibits a
parabolic behavior in response to q and Q. As ω in-
creases, the decreasing trend of rISCO as a function of q
becomes more prominent, especially for small values of
Q. Hence, we can conclude that the quantum correction,
represented by ω, alters the parabolic behavior of rISCO

with respect to q (a characteristic of the RN metric)
and instead causes it to exhibit a decreasing monotonic
trend. Furthermore, for a given increase in Q, rISCO,

ℓISCO and eISCO becomes smaller. Generally, larger val-
ues of q lead to smaller values of ℓISCO and larger values
of eISCO. These corrections on the ISCO parameters due
to q and Q agree with the results reported in [72, 73]
for charged spinless test particles around RN and Kerr-
Newman spacetimes.

B. ISCO of uncharged spinning test particles

Setting q = 0, we can reduce the general description of
the effective potential of Eq. (44) to analyze the behav-
ior of the ISCO parameters of uncharged spinning test
particles.

In Fig. 5, we show the behavior of the ISCO param-
eters as a function of the spin s of an uncharged test
particle moving around the quantum-improved charged
black hole background and their particular cases. The
effects resulting from the spin s are typical and well-
known [45–50, 71]. It is clear from the figure that
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FIG. 6: ISCO parameters as a function of the spin s of an electrically charged test particle moving around the quantum-
improved charged black hole. Note the dependence on the charge of the test particle, q, and on the parameter ω. The shaded
region indicates nonphysical motion according to the superluminal condition. (45). All plots use G0 = M = 1.

the ISCO parameters for the quantum-improved charged
black hole are smaller than those of their respective par-
ticular cases. Although the corrections resulting from the
electric charge Q and the quantum parameter ω are sim-
ilar, the former is less perceptible. Therefore, we can
conclude that the ISCO parameters for the quantum-
improved Schwarzschild black hole are smaller than those
for the RN black hole. However, the largest ISCO prop-
erties are obtained for the Schwarzschild black hole.

In Fig. 5, we compare the superluminal motion re-
sulting from the spin s for the different metrics under
study. The figure clearly shows that test particles orbit-
ing the quantum-improved charged black hole reach the
nonphysical motion at larger spin values. Interestingly,
for the parameter values chosen, we see that spinning test
particles around the RN black hole reach the superlumi-
nal bound faster than those around the Schwarzschild
black hole, followed by the quantum-improved black hole
cases. Therefore, the quantum parameter ω increases the
maximum spin smax, while the electric chargeQ decreases
it. When considering both parameters simultaneously,

smax becomes much smaller than the case in which only
ω is taken into account.

C. ISCO of charged spinning test particles

We now consider the general case of circular equatorial
motion of charged spinning test particles around metrics
backgrounds with electric charge Q, namely the RN black
hole (with ω = 0) and the quantum-improved charged
black hole (with ω ̸= 0). To achieve this, we will use the
effective potential derived in Eq. (44) while taking into
account both q ̸= 0 and s ̸= 0 simultaneously.

In Figs. 6 and 7, we illustrate how the ISCO param-
eters vary with the spin s of a charged spinning test
particle orbiting around the RN and quantum-improved
charged black holes. Figure 6 illustrates the typical be-
havior of the ISCO parameters as a function of the spin s.
Here, we observe that irrespective of the electric charge
q of the test particle, the ISCO parameters decrease with
an increase in s until the shaded region is reached, in-
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FIG. 7: The radius of the ISCO as a function of the spin s of
a charged test particle moving around the quantum-improved
charged black hole. The figure shows the behavior for different
values of the electric charge of the test particle. All plots use
G0 = M = 1.

dicating the limit beyond which particles attain super-
luminal speeds. Furthermore, we note that an increase
in the quantum parameter ω leads to a decrease in the
ISCO parameters rISCO, ℓISCO, and eISCO, regardless of
the value of q. Additionally, independent of the value of
spin s, it can be seen that higher values of electric charge
q lead to lower values of ℓISCO and higher values of eISCO.

The impact of the particle’s charge q on its ISCO radius
rISCO is somewhat intricate to analyze, as its effect varies
depending on the spin s. Nevertheless, Fig. 7 provides
a clear illustration of this behavior. There, we show the
corrections resulting from positive and negative values
of q, indicating that simultaneous changes in the parti-
cle’s charge and spin do not produce monotonic effects
on the ISCO. For a fixed q, rISCO decreases monoton-
ically with s, but for a given value of s, this is not the

FIG. 8: Maximum spin smax allowed by the superluminal
condition (45) for a charged test particle moving at the ISCO
as a function of the charge ratio q/Q. All plots use G0 =
M = 1.

case always. Nonetheless, the plot reinforces the fact that
rISCO is smaller for a charged spinning test particle or-
biting around the quantum-improved charged black hole
than around the RN black hole, regardless of the values of
q and s. These modifications made to the ISCO param-
eters for charged spinning particles, when taking q and s
simultaneously, are consistent with the results reported
in [72] for RN black holes.
Figure. 7 also shows that variations in the electric

charge q of the test particle significantly affect the max-
imum spin smax that delimits the region of superlumi-
nal motion. The impact of q on smax varies for each
black hole solution. Nevertheless, the quantum-improved
charged black hole yields a higher maximum spin value
smax than the RN spacetime, regardless of the value of q.
Furthermore, smax can attain larger values as q increases,
so corrections due to negative q values reduce smax.
The corrections due to the electric charge q on the

maximum spin smax can be better understood by exam-
ining Fig. 8, which illustrates the behavior of smax al-
lowed by the superluminal condition as a function of the
charge ratio q/Q. Here, we confirm that higher values of
the quantum parameter ω correspond to higher values of
smax. Moreover, larger values of q result in higher val-
ues of smax. Thus, a charged spinning test particle can
orbit with higher spin values s if it possesses a more pos-
itive electrical charge q or larger geometric parameters
(without exceeding the extreme case of the solution).

The physically possible maximum value of spin smax

of uncharged test particles is reached in the extreme case
of the black hole solution, where the geometric param-
eters of the spacetime metric are the largest. For in-
stance, the extreme RN black hole with q = 0 yields
smax = 2.1492 and rISCO = 1.6832, while the extreme
quantum-improved charged black hole with q = 0 results
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in smax = 2.5274 and rISCO = 1.8225. On the other
hand, by setting M = 1, Q = 0.9, and q = 1, we obtain
smax = 2.3761 and rISCO = 1.4808 in the RN metric, and
smax = 2.7605 and rISCO = 1.5266 in the vicinity of the
quantum-improved charged black hole by setting M = 1,
Q = 0.5, ω = 0.5, and q = 1. Thus, this means that
positively charged particles can attain higher physically
possible values of smax compared to uncharged particles
in the vicinity of black hole extreme cases. However, our
numerical analysis may not apply to positively charged
particles around extreme cases, where even higher values
of smax may be achievable. Additionally, if we compare
the results of rISCO for charged and uncharged spinning
test particles, we can highlight that they are smaller than
those reported for uncharged spinless test particles in Ta-
ble I and even smaller than in the extreme cases of the
solutions.

We have observed that the dynamic effects of the test
particle’s electric charge, q, and the spin, s, on the
ISCO orbit are generally distinct. Both characteristics
correct the ISCO parameters differently, depending on
the specific black hole solution. An interesting result
emerges from considering both characteristics simultane-
ously, which is evident from the intersection of different
curves in Fig. 7. This outcome implies that test particles
with different electric charges q are capable of sharing an
orbit if they possess the same spin s. The interaction be-
tween the spin s and the charge q of the particle could be
responsible for this result. As suggested in Ref. [72], this
behavior is observed from the expanded and fully written
form of the effective potential in Eq. (44), where various
terms involve combinations of factors between q and s.
However, for a thorough analysis of the problem of mul-
tiple charged spinning test particles occupying a single
orbit, it is crucial to consider several additional factors,
such as the electrical and gravitational interactions be-
tween the particles, among others.

V. MOTION OF MAGNETIZED PARTICLES
AROUND QUANTUM-IMPROVED

MAGNETICALLY CHARGED BLACK HOLES

The first consideration of magnetized particles’ dynam-
ics around a Schwarzschild black hole in the presence of
an external test asymptotically uniform magnetic field is
studied in Ref. [74]. Later, studies of magnetized parti-
cles’ motion around Kerr spacetime, and magnetized and
magnetically charged black holes in gravity theories have
been developed in Refs.[75–87], and it has been found
that there is a limit for magnetic interaction parameters
in which the ISCO goes to infinity or disappears.

In the present section, we study magnetized particle
motion around quantum-improved magnetically charged
black holes.

A. Equations of motion

Here, we derive equations of motion of the magnetized
particles in the spacetime of the magnetically charged
quantum-improved black hole using the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation in the form [74]

gµν
∂S
∂xµ

∂S
∂xν

= −m2

(
1− 1

2m
DµνFµν

)2

(48)

where m is the mass of the particle, S is the action for
the particle, and the term DµνFµν stands to describe the
interaction between the magnetic field and the dipole mo-
ment of the particles. Dµν and Fµν are polarization and
electromagnetic field tensors, respectively; Dµν describes
the magnetic dipole moment of magnetized particles [74]:

Dαβ = ηαβσνuσµν , Dαβuβ = 0 , (49)

where µν and uν are the four-vector of the dipole mo-
ment and the particles measured by the proper observer,
respectively. The electromagnetic field tensor Fαβ can be
expressed through the electric Eα and magnetic Bα field
components in the following form:

Fαβ = u[αEβ] − ηαβσγu
σBγ . (50)

The term Dµν and Fµν can be calculated by taking
into account the condition given in Eq. (49) as

DµνFµν = 2µα̂Bα̂ = 2µB0

√
f(r) , (51)

whit µ =
√
µîµ

î as the absolute value of the dipole mag-

netic moment of magnetized particles.
Now, we investigate the dynamics of magnetized par-

ticles around charged improved black holes assuming the
black hole is magnetically charged, with the electromag-
netic field four-potential,

Aϕ = Qm cos θ , (52)

and the non-zero component of the electromagnetic field
tensor,

Fθϕ = −Qm sin θ . (53)

The orthonormal radial component of the magnetic
field generated by the magnetic charge of the improved
black hole is given by

Br̂ =
Qm

r2
. (54)

B. Effective Potential

In this study, we assume the magnetic dipole mo-
ment of the magnetized particle parallel to the magnetic
field of the black hole that satisfies a stable equilibrium
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and lies at the equatorial plane, having the components
µi = (µr, 0, 0). In that case, the energy of magnetic in-
teractions between the magnetic dipole of a magnetized
particle and the magnetic field of the black hole reaches
its minimum. The second part of the condition given
in Eq. (49) allows studying magnetized particles’ motion
in the proper observer frame. On the other hand, the
observer frame helps to avoid the relative motion of the
particles and electromagnetic field. We also assume that
the absolute value of the magnetic moment has to be con-
stant, and all time it is parallel to the magnetic field of
the black hole. Consequently, the interaction term takes
the form,

DαβFαβ =
2µQm

r2
. (55)

In fact, the axial symmetric properties of the magnetic
field of the improved black hole do not change the space-
time symmetries for the magnetized particle motion.
So, the two integrals of the motion such as the energy
pt/m = −e and angular momentum pϕ/m = ℓ of the
particles. We investigate the motion of the magnetized
particles in the spacetime of charged improved black hole
at the equatorial plane (θ = π/2 and pθ = 0), using
the Hamilton-Jacobi (48) taking account the scalar prod-
uct (51) and we have,

ṙ2 = e2 − Veff(r) . (56)

Then the effective potential for the motion takes the
form,

Veff(r) = f(r)

[
ℓ2

r2
+

(
1− B

r2

)2
]

, (57)

where the relation B = µQm/m is the magnetic inter-
action parameter and β = µ/(mM) is a parameter that
characterizes the parameters of the particle and the im-
proved black hole, and it takes only positive values. For
the orbital motion of magnetized neutron stars treated as
test particles around supermassive or intermediate-mass
black holes

β ≃ 0.18
B12R

3
6

m1M6
, (58)

where B12 = Bns/10
12G normalizes the value of the sur-

face magnetic field of a neutron star to 1012 G, while
R6 = Rns/10

6cm normalizes its radius to 106cm. m1 =
mns/M⊙ and Mbh/10

6M⊙ normalizes the masses of neu-
tron stars and black holes to the solar mass M⊙, respec-
tively. For example, the parameter β for the magne-
tar SGR (PSR) J1745-2900 (µ ≃ 1.6 × 1032G · cm3 and
m ≃ 1.4M⊙ [88]) orbiting the supermassive black hole
Sgr A* (M ≃ 4× 106M⊙) is β ≃ 10.2.
In Fig. 9 we present radial profiles of the effective

potential for the radial motion of magnetized parti-
cles around the magnetically charged quantum-improved
black hole. We also compare the profiles with the
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FIG. 9: The radial profiles of the effective potential around
magnetically charged improved black holes for the different
values Qm, ω, and β. Here, we take M = 1 and ℓ = 4.3.

Schwarzschild and RN black hole cases. It is observed
that the presence of the magnetic interaction increases
the effective potential as well as the quantum-improved
parameter. Moreover, both ω and β parameters shift
the orbit position where the effective potential becomes
maximum towards the black hole’s center.

C. Circular orbits of test magnetized particles

In general, the stability of circular orbits of test par-
ticles around a black hole is given by the conditions of
Eq. (46), from which the specific angular momentum and
energy of the magnetized particle along the circular or-
bits can be expressed by the following relations

ℓ2 =

(
r2 − βMQm

)
r2Z(r)

×
{
βMQ3

m

(
3r2 + 2ω

)
+Mr3

(
r2 − ω

)
−Q2

mr4

+ βMQm

[
2
(
r2 + ω

)2 −M
(
5r3 + 3rω

)]}
, (59)

e2 =

(
r4 − β2M2Q2

m

) (
−2Mr +Q2

m + r2 + ω
)2

r4Z(r)
,(60)

where

Z(r) = −Mr
(
3r2 + ω

)
+Q2

m

(
2r2 + ω

)
+
(
r2 + ω

)2
Figure 10 demonstrates the radial dependence of the

specific angular momentum and energy of magnetized
test particles in a circular motion around a magnetically
charged improved black hole contrasted with the corre-
sponding circular orbit in Schwarzschild and RN black
holes, top and bottom panels, respectively. One can see
that the energy and angular momentum decrease in the
presence of magnetic interactions and quantum parame-
ters. Moreover, note that the ISCO at ℓ → ∞ decreases.
Observationally speaking, ISCOs around black holes

are one of the most important parameters because it cor-
responds to the inner edge of the accretion disc. One can
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FIG. 10: The radial profiles of the specific angular momen-
tum (top panel) and energy (bottom) of magnetized particles
corresponding to circular orbits around magnetically charged
improved black holes for the different values Qm, ω, and β.
Here we take as M = 1.

easily obtain an equation for the ISCO by taking into ac-
count the conditions of Eq. (46) for the effective potential
of Eq. (57), from which one obtains

Q4
m

{
8β2M2ω2 + β2M2r3(12r − 37M)

+3β2M2rω(8r − 3M)− 4r6
}
+ 4β2M2Q6

m

(
3r2 + ω

)
+Q2

m

{
6β2M4r2

(
5r2 + ω

)
+M

(
9r7 − 3r5ω

)
−4r6ω − β2M3r

(
21r4 + 38r2ω + 9ω2

)
+4β2M2

(
r2 + ω

)3 }
+Mr5

{
r3(r − 6M)

+2rω(M + 3r)− 3ω2
}
= 0. (61)

It is clear from Eq. (61) that in the Schwarzschild limit
(when the magnetic charge vanishes Qm = 0 and ω = 0)
the ISCO reduces to rISCO = 6M . Since it is difficult to
solve analytically Eq. (61) with respect to the radial co-
ordinate, we can analyze the ISCO profiles by presenting
them in plot form.

The effect of the magnetic interaction and quantum
corrections on the ISCO for magnetized test particles
around a magnetically charged quantum-improved black
hole is presented in Fig. 11. The figure shows how the

β=0; RN BH

β=5; RN BH

β=5; ω=0.5

β=10; ω=0.5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
2

3

4

5

6

Qm

r I
S
C
O

Qm=0.1; RN BH

Qm=0.3; RN BH

Qm=0.3; ω=0.5

Qm=0.5; ω=0.5

0 10 20 30 40

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

5.5

6.0

β
r I
S
C
O

FIG. 11: The ISCO radius as a function of the magnetic
charge (top panel) and the parameter β (bottom). M = 1.

magnetic charge, Qm, and the parameter β reduce the
ISCO radius; however, the reduction is faster when β ̸= 0.
Similarly, an increment in ω also decreases the ISCO ra-
dius for neutral and magnetized test particles.
Moreover, it is possible to see the existence of an upper

limit in the black hole’s charge with the presence of β ≥ 5,
in which at Qm > Qup an equilibrium of balanced forces
influencing the magnetized test particle will be destroyed,
and the particle escapes its ISCO.
Now, we are interested in how ω and β parameters

change the upper value in the black hole charge. One
can find the value of the charge limit solving Eq. (61) nu-
merically in a table form for different values with respect
to r. Note that the ISCO radius reaches its minimum at
this charge limit.

In Fig. 12, we present the dependence of the upper
value of the black hole charge corresponding to the exis-
tence of ISCOs from the parameter ω for different values
of β. It is observed from the figure that the upper limit
Qup decreases with the increase of both ω and β param-
eters.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study the dynamics of charged spin-
ning and magnetized test particles in the spacetime of
electrically and magnetically charged quantum-improved
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FIG. 12: Dependence of the upper limit for the magnetic
charge of the black hole Qup as a function of ω for different
values of magnetic interaction parameter.

black holes, respectively. First, we obtained the relation-
ships between the extreme black hole charge values and
the quantum charge parameters, which provide an event
horizon in the black hole solution. In deriving the equa-
tions of motion of charged spinning test particles, we used
the Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon equations with an elec-
tromagnetic interaction term. In the case of magnetized
test particles, on the other hand, we used the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation and considered a magnetically charged
black hole.

We have studied the ISCO parameters, including the
radius, angular momentum, and energy, for charged spin-
less, uncharged spinning, and charged spinning test par-
ticles in the charged quantum-improved, Schwarzschild
quantum-improved, RN, and Schwarzschild black holes
(as well as their extreme cases). Our results reveal that
the radius, angular momentum, and energy at the ISCO
are smaller for test particles with clockwise spin (s > 0)
and orbit (j > 0) than for those with anti-clockwise spin
(s < 0). The results also indicate that the ISCO pa-
rameters are corrected differently by the electric charge
q and spin s of test particles, with the specific black hole
solution being a determining factor in the extent of their
influence.

It has been evidenced that the ISCO parameters for
charged spinless, uncharged spinning, and charged spin-
ning test particles around a quantum-improved charged
black hole are smaller than those for the RN black hole.
An increase inQ, ω, and s leads to a decrease in the ISCO
parameters. Moreover, the quantum correction, repre-
sented by ω, has the potential to modify the parabolic
trend of rISCO with respect to q, causing a decreasing
monotonic trend instead. Additionally, higher values of
the electric charge q generally correspond to lower val-
ues of ℓISCO and higher values of eISCO. For a fixed q,
rISCO decreases monotonically with respect to s, but for
a given s, rISCO does not always exhibit a monotonic be-

havior. We also saw that in the ISCO orbit of the RN
and quantum-improved charged black holes, in the ab-
sence of other physical interactions, test particles with
different electric charges q can be in the same orbit if
they possess the same spin s.

Our findings also reveal that the quantum parame-
ter ω increases the maximum spin value smax, whereas
the electric charge Q decreases it. When both parame-
ters are considered simultaneously, smax is significantly
smaller. Additionally, smax can attain larger values as
the electric charge q increases. Therefore, the quantum-
improved charged black hole has a higher smax than the
RN black hole, regardless of the value of q. As a result, a
charged spinning test particle can orbit with higher spin
values s if it possesses a more positive electric charge
q or larger geometric parameters. Moreover, positively
charged spinning particles can achieve higher values of
smax in the vicinity of black hole extreme cases compared
to uncharged spinning particles.

In the last section, we investigated the magnetized test
particle’s dynamics around a magnetically charged black
hole in quantum-improved QEG. Our analyses show that
the presence of ω causes increasing in the maximum of
effective potential and decreasing in the minimum of the
energy and angular momentum of the magnetized parti-
cles corresponding to circular orbits. Moreover, ISCOs’
behavior with respect to ω has also been studied. It
is shown that there is an upper value in the black hole
charge, Qup, that provides the minimum value for ISCO
that a magnetized particle can achieve. Furthermore, we
numerically show that the upper limit decreases with the
increase of β and ω. At Qm > Qup the ISCO does exist
due to the dominant effects of the repulsive behavior of
the magnetic interaction. Moreover, we found that the
upper-value decrease in the presence of ω.
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