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Recently, two models of quantum-corrected Schwarzschild-like black holes were de-

veloped within Effective Quantum Gravity, and the spectra of bosonic perturbations

have been analyzed in several recent studies. In this work, we investigate the quasi-

normal modes of massless Dirac field perturbations around these black holes. By

employing the higher-order WKB method and time-domain integration, we achieved

consistency between the two approaches within their common range of validity. This

concordance enables us to distinguish the two quantum-corrected black hole mod-

els from each other and from their Schwarzschild limit through their quasinormal

spectra.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quasinormal modes (QNMs) a black hole background describe the characteristic oscilla-

tions of perturbations in the spacetime surrounding the black hole [1–3]. These modes are

defined by complex frequencies, where the real part corresponds to the oscillation frequency,

and the imaginary part is related to the damping rate due to the emission of radiation.

Quasinormal modes corresponding to spacetime perturbations are observed with the help of

gravitational interferometers [4–6]. The study of Dirac QNMs is crucial for understanding

the stability of fermionic perturbations and provides insights into the behavior of quantum

fields in curved spacetime. In the eikonal limit, the QNMs are closely related to the proper-

ties of null geodesics, particularly the orbital frequency and the Lyapunov exponent, which

characterize the stability of these geodesics [7–10]. However, Dirac QNMs exhibit unique fea-

tures, such as spin-orbit coupling effects, that distinguish them from scalar or gravitational

perturbations. These modes also play a some role in the context of black hole thermodynam-

ics and quantum gravity, where they can be used to probe the underlying quantum structure

of spacetime. Analytical and numerical methods, including the WKB approximation and

time-domain integration, are commonly employed to calculate these modes, revealing how

different black hole parameters, such as mass, charge, and spin, influence the fermionic QNM

spectrum. As a result, quasinormal modes of Dirac fields have been extensively studied for

a great number of black hole models and gravitational theories [11–38].

Recently, within the Hamiltonian constraints approach, intriguing models for spherically

symmetric quantum-corrected black holes that preserve general covariance have been devel-

oped in [39]. As a result, various physical properties of these black holes, such as optical

phenomena and particle motion, have been studied in [40, 41]. The quasinormal modes

of boson fields have also been recently investigated in [42–44]. In this work, we extend

these studies to consider massless Dirac field perturbations and calculate the correspond-

ing quasinormal frequencies using two alternative methods: the higher-order WKB method

with Padé approximants and time-domain integration. We will demonstrate that the quasi-

normal modes of the Dirac field exhibit a noticeable shift when the quantum parameter is

introduced.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the black hole metrics, derive

the wave equations, and discuss the corresponding effective potentials. In Sec. III, we
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review the methods used for the calculations. Sec. IV presents the calculated quasinormal

frequencies, and the Conclusions summarize our results.

II. BLACK HOLE METRIC AND WAVE-LIKE EQUATION

The metric of the quantum corrected black hole is given by the following line element

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
B2(r)

f(r)
dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (1)

where for the first model we have

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

ξ2
(

1− 2M
r

)2

r2
, B(r) = 1, f irst model (2)

and for the second we have

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
, B(r) =

1
√

ξ2(1− 2M

r
)

r2
+ 1

, second model. (3)

Here ξ is the coupling responsible for quantum corrections, and M is the mass parameter.

The derivation of the general covariant Dirac equation in curved spacetime involves several

key steps. In curved spacetime, the metric gµν can be related to the local flat spacetime

(Minkowski) metric ηab using the tetrads eaµ (also called vierbeins in 4D):

gµν = eaµe
b
νηab,

where eaµ are the components of the tetrad basis vectors. The inverse tetrads are defined by

eµa , satisfying the relations:

eaµe
µ
b = δab , eaµe

ν
a = δνµ.

The gamma matrices in curved spacetime γµ are related to the flat spacetime gamma ma-

trices γa through the tetrads:

γµ = eµaγ
a.

These gamma matrices satisfy the Clifford algebra:

{γµ, γν} = 2gµνI,

where I is the identity matrix. To account for the curvature of spacetime, we introduce the

spin connection Γµ. The spin connection is necessary to define a covariant derivative that

acts on spinors. It is given by:

Γµ =
1

8
ωab
µ [γa, γb],
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where ωab
µ is the spin connection 1-form, defined in terms of the tetrads:

ωab
µ = eaν∇µe

νb,

and ∇µ is the covariant derivative compatible with the metric gµν . The covariant derivative

acting on the spinor field Ψ is given by:

DµΨ = (∂µ − Γµ) Ψ.

This derivative ensures that the Dirac equation remains consistent under local Lorentz trans-

formations and parallel transport in curved spacetime. Finally, substituting the above com-

ponents into the flat spacetime Dirac equation, we obtain the covariant Dirac equation in

curved spacetime:

iγµ (∂µ − Γµ) Ψ = 0

This equation describes the dynamics of spin-1/2 particles in a curved spacetime background,

incorporating both gravitational effects and the intrinsic spin of the particles.

After separation of the variables in the background (1) the above equations take the

Schrödinger wavelike form:
d2Ψ

dr2
∗

+ (ω2 − V (r))Ψ = 0, (4)

where the “tortoise coordinate” r∗ is defined as follows:

dr∗ ≡
B(r)

f(r)
dr. (5)

For the Dirac field (s = 1/2) one has two isospectral potentials,

V±(r) = W 2 ± dW

dr∗
, W ≡

(

ℓ+
1

2

)

√

f(r)

r
. (6)

The isospectral wave functions can be transformed one into another by the Darboux trans-

formation,

Ψ+ ∝
(

W +
d

dr∗

)

Ψ−, (7)

so that it is sufficient to calculate quasinormal modes for only one of the effective potentials.

We will do that for V+(r) because the WKB method works better in this case.

Effective potentials for both black hole models and various values of ξ are shown in figs. 1

and 2. One the two iso-spectral effective potentials V− for the Dirac field has a negative gap

near the event horizon. However, the other potential V+ is positive definite, which provides

stability of the perturbations.
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FIG. 1. Potential as a function of the tortoise coordinate of the ℓ = 1/2 (left) and ℓ = 3/2 (right)

for the first model of quantum corrected black hole (M = 1/2): ξ = 0 (black), ξ = 0.5 (blue), ξ = 1

(green), ξ = 1.5 (orange).
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FIG. 2. Potential as a function of the tortoise coordinate of the ℓ = 1/2 (left) and ℓ = 3/2 (right)

for the second model of quantum corrected black hole (M = 1/2): ξ = 0 (black), ξ = 0.5 (blue),

ξ = 1 (green), ξ = 1.5 (orange).

III. WKB METHOD AND TIME-DOMAIN INTEGRATION

A. WKB Method

For a given effective potential and metric the quasinormal modes satisfy the following

boundary conditions:

Ψ(r∗ → ±∞) ∝ e±iωr∗ , (8)
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ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 0.36609 − 0.19401i 0.365286 − 0.193132i 0.219% 0.452%

0.2 0.36619 − 0.19433i 0.366551 − 0.194854i 0.0990% 0.268%

0.4 0.36649 − 0.19530i 0.368199 − 0.199011i 0.466% 1.90%

0.6 0.36698 − 0.19692i 0.371304 − 0.204026i 1.18% 3.61%

0.8 0.36766 − 0.19918i 0.373520 − 0.208761i 1.59% 4.81%

1. 0.36850 − 0.20209i 0.370579 − 0.217833i 0.564% 7.79%

1.2 0.36949 − 0.20563i 0.370030 − 0.234753i 0.147% 14.2%

TABLE I. QNMs for the first model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 1/2, M = 1/2.

ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 0.759199 − 0.191028i 0.760082 − 0.192816i 0.116% 0.936%

0.2 0.760956 − 0.192602i 0.761892 − 0.194390i 0.123% 0.928%

0.4 0.766208 − 0.197315i 0.767283 − 0.199141i 0.140% 0.925%

0.6 0.774902 − 0.205119i 0.776314 − 0.207030i 0.182% 0.931%

0.8 0.786957 − 0.215827i 0.788404 − 0.217918i 0.184% 0.969%

1. 0.801692 − 0.228755i 0.803530 − 0.232082i 0.229% 1.45%

1.2 0.817989 − 0.247162i 0.821433 − 0.249403i 0.421% 0.907%

TABLE II. QNMs for the first model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 3/2, M = 1/2.

which ensure that the wave is purely ingoing at the event horizon (r∗ → −∞) and purely

outgoing at spatial infinity (r∗ → ∞).

If the potential can be expressed as V (r, ω) = V (r) − ω2, where the frequency ω is

separated from the effective potential V (r), the WKB quantization condition for quasinormal

modes (QNMs) can be written as:

ω2

n = V0 −
(

n + 1

2√
2

√

2V ′′

0 +

∞
∑

j=1

Λj

)

This expression provides the square of the QNM frequencies ωn in terms of the maximum

of the potential V0, its second derivative V ′′

0 , and the higher-order WKB corrections Λj.
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ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 1.148857 − 0.191519i 1.148189 − 0.192609i 0.0582% 0.569%

0.2 1.151879 − 0.193218i 1.151276 − 0.194255i 0.0524% 0.537%

0.4 1.160915 − 0.198314i 1.160483 − 0.199189i 0.0372% 0.441%

0.6 1.175865 − 0.206800i 1.175642 − 0.207403i 0.0190% 0.291%

0.8 1.196565 − 0.218654i 1.196489 − 0.218887i 0.00635% 0.106%

1. 1.222769 − 0.233828i 1.222677 − 0.233630i 0.00750% 0.0849%

1.2 1.254129 − 0.252283i 1.253824 − 0.251626i 0.0243% 0.260%

TABLE III. QNMs for the first model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 5/2, M = 1/2.

ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 0.375023 − 0.185524i 0.365286 − 0.193132i 2.60% 4.10%

0.2 0.374590 − 0.186107i 0.365513 − 0.193619i 2.42% 4.04%

0.4 0.373341 − 0.187836i 0.365010 − 0.195645i 2.23% 4.16%

0.6 0.371392 − 0.190633i 0.363543 − 0.197994i 2.11% 3.86%

0.8 0.368836 − 0.194359i 0.361813 − 0.200890i 1.90% 3.36%

1. 0.365708 − 0.198847i 0.359952 − 0.204471i 1.57% 2.83%

1.2 0.362003 − 0.203928i 0.358314 − 0.208717i 1.02% 2.35%

TABLE IV. QNMs for the second model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 1/2, M = 1/2.

The sum of higher-order corrections
∑

∞

j=1
Λj ensures the accuracy of the QNM frequency

calculation, especially when going beyond the leading WKB order. The explicit forms of the

corrections have been derived in [45] up to the third order, and in [46] and [47] up to the

sixth and 13th orders respectively. The WKB method has been used for finding quasinormal

modes in numerous works (see, for example, [48–55]), so that we will not discuss it here in

more detail. Here we will use the 6th order WKB method [46] with Padé approximants

[47, 56].
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ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 0.759199 − 0.191028i 0.760082 − 0.192816i 0.116% 0.936%

0.2 0.759006 − 0.191541i 0.759899 − 0.193333i 0.118% 0.936%

0.4 0.758431 − 0.193070i 0.759352 − 0.194880i 0.121% 0.938%

0.6 0.757482 − 0.195582i 0.758438 − 0.197430i 0.126% 0.945%

0.8 0.756173 − 0.199027i 0.757161 − 0.200963i 0.131% 0.973%

1. 0.754519 − 0.203339i 0.755631 − 0.205476i 0.147% 1.05%

1.2 0.752536 − 0.208437i 0.753891 − 0.210536i 0.180% 1.01%

TABLE V. QNMs for the second model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 3/2, M = 1/2.

ξ Prony fit WKB6 Padé rel. error Re(ω) rel. error Im(ω)

0 1.148857 − 0.191519i 1.148189 − 0.192609i 0.0582% 0.569%

0.2 1.148702 − 0.192095i 1.148060 − 0.193155i 0.0559% 0.552%

0.4 1.148243 − 0.193808i 1.147676 − 0.194780i 0.0494% 0.501%

0.6 1.147487 − 0.196621i 1.147035 − 0.197455i 0.0395% 0.424%

0.8 1.146450 − 0.200474i 1.146138 − 0.201131i 0.0272% 0.328%

1. 1.145145 − 0.205294i 1.144987 − 0.205749i 0.0138% 0.222%

1.2 1.143585 − 0.210997i 1.143584 − 0.211238i 0.00011% 0.114%

TABLE VI. QNMs for the first model by time-domain integration and WKB methods: s = 1/2,

ℓ = 5/2, M = 1/2.

B. Time-Domain Integration

To verify the accuracy of the WKB method, we employ time-domain integration as an

independent approach. For this purpose, we use the Gundlach-Price-Pullin discretization

scheme [57]. The time-domain integration is based on the numerical evolution of the wave

equation in double-null coordinates u = t − r∗ and v = t + r∗, where r∗ is the tortoise

coordinate.

The discretized wave equation in the time domain can be expressed as:

Ψ(N) = Ψ(W ) + Ψ(E)−Ψ(S)−∆2V (S)
Ψ(W ) + Ψ(E)

4
+O

(

∆4
)

, (9)
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where the points N , W , E, and S are defined as:

N ≡ (u+∆, v +∆) , (10)

W ≡ (u+∆, v) , (11)

E ≡ (u, v +∆) , (12)

S ≡ (u, v) . (13)

This scheme is derived by expanding the wave function Ψ in a Taylor series at these

grid points and matching terms up to the required order of accuracy. The advantage of

this approach is that it provides a stable and convergent numerical solution for the wave

equation, capturing the full evolution of the perturbation from initial data through the

ringdown phase. This method has been widely used and has proven to be highly accurate

in numerous works [58–62].

The Prony method is a mathematical technique used for fitting a sum of exponentials to

a given set of data points, particularly useful in signal processing and system identification.

It models data as a sum of damped exponentials, expressed as:

Ψ(t) =
N
∑

k=1

Ake
jωkt

where Ak represents the amplitude, αk is the decay rate, ωk is the frequency, t is the time,

and j is the imaginary unit. The method involves solving a set of linear equations derived

from the data, often reducing to an eigenvalue problem to determine these parameters.

While powerful, the method can be sensitive to noise and requires uniformly sampled data.

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES

Tables I-VI present the values of quasinormal modes calculated using the 6th-order WKB

method and time-domain integration. It is evident that for ℓ = 1/2, the discrepancy between

the two methods is quite large and comparable to the effect resulting from the deviation

from Schwarzschild geometry.

Given that the WKB method converges only asymptotically, we rely on the time-domain

integration for the ℓ = 1/2 case. However, for higher ℓ values, the discrepancy is already at

least one order of magnitude smaller than the effect itself.
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For the second black hole model, we observe that the oscillation frequency Re(ω) decreases

as ξ increases, while the damping rate, proportional to Im(ω), increases with growing ξ.

This indicates that the quality factor of the oscillations decreases with ξ, meaning that the

quantum-corrected black hole radiates fermions less effectively when quantum corrections

are considered, according to the second model. In contrast, for the first black hole model,

both the oscillation frequency and the damping rate increase with ξ.

Perturbations in a spherically symmetric background can be reduced to the wave-like

equation with the effective potential which can be approximated in the following way:

V (r∗) = κ2
(

H0(r∗) +H1(r∗)κ
−1 +H2(r∗)κ

−2 + . . .
)

. (14)

Here κ ≡ ℓ + 1

2
and ℓ = s, s + 1, s + 2, . . . is the positive half(integer) multipole number,

which has minimal value equal to the spin of the field under consideration s. Here, following

[63] we use an expansion in terms of κ−1.

The function H(r∗) has a single peak, so that, the location of the potential’s maximum

(14) can be expanded as follows

rmax = r0 + r1κ
−1 + r2κ

−2 + . . . . (15)

Substituting (15) into the following first order WKB formula

ω =

√

V0 − iK
√

−2V2, (16)

and then expanding in κ−1, we find that,

ω = Ωκ− iλK +O
(

κ−1
)

. (17)

The above relation is a reasonable approximation for κ ≫ K.

Then, for the first black hole model for the location of the maximum we have

rmax =
11M

16
√
3κ3

−
√
3M

2κ
+ 3M + ξ2

(

11

96
√
3Mκ3

− 1

36
√
3Mκ

)

+O
(

ξ4,
1

κ4

)

(18)

and the quasinormal modes are

ω =
iK (119− 940K2)

46656
√
3Mκ2

− 60K2 + 7

1296
√
3Mκ

+
κ

3
√
3M

− iK
3
√
3M

+ξ2
(

−55iK (4K2 − 101)

839808
√
3M3κ2

− 276K2 + 61

23328
√
3M3κ

+
κ

162
√
3M3

− iK
54
√
3M3

)

+O
(

ξ4,
1

κ3

)

.

(19)
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For the second black hole model we have:

rmax =
11M

16
√
3κ3

−
√
3M

2κ
+ 3M + ξ2

(

17

288
√
3Mκ3

− 1

36
√
3Mκ

)

+O
(

ξ4,
1

κ4

)

(20)

and the quasinormal modes

ω =
iK (119− 940K2)

46656
√
3Mκ2

− 60K2 + 7

1296
√
3Mκ

+
κ

3
√
3M

− iK
3
√
3M

+ξ2
(

i (2099− 220K2)K
839808

√
3M3κ2

− 84K2 + 17

17496
√
3M3κ

− iK
162

√
3M3

)

+O
(

ξ4,
1

κ3

) (21)

In [7], it was demonstrated that there is a correspondence between the parameters of

null geodesics (orbital frequency and Lyapunov exponent) and the real and imaginary parts

of quasinormal modes in the eikonal limit. This correspondence is known to hold in the

majority of cases. However, there are several exceptions and limitations, as discussed in

[8–10]. The eikonal limit is interesting not only because in this regime the frequencies

could be found in analytic form (see, for instance, [64–68]), but also because it may bring a

catastrophic instability [69–73] in theories with higher corrections in curvature.

For the present case of Dirac field perturbations, in the eikonal limit we reproduce eqs.

(33) and (34) of [42] and consequently confirm the correspondence. In [42], the existence

of non-perturbative quasinormal modes in the parameter ξ was reported, which apparently

cannot be reproduced by the WKB method and, therefore, do not satisfy the correspondence.

However, such modes appear in the spectrum at sufficiently large values of ξ, while the

underlying theory itself is perturbative in ξ. Thus, we conclude that the emergence of non-

perturbative modes likely indicates a breakdown of the perturbative regime of quantum

corrections, rather than a breakdown of the correspondence.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Recent work [39] derives and analyzes quantum-modified black hole spacetimes that ad-

dress the issue of general covariance in spherically symmetric gravity by applying mini-

mal requirements to the effective Hamiltonian constraint. While the quasinormal modes of

bosonic fields have been thoroughly studied in [42–44], no such analysis has been conducted

for fermionic perturbations. In this paper, we complement previous studies by calculating

the quasinormal modes of the massless Dirac field in the background of the two models of

quantum-corrected black holes developed in [39]. The data obtained through time-domain
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integration, with complex frequencies extracted using the Prony method, is consistent with

the results from the 6th-order WKB method with Padé approximants within the range of

parameters where both methods are reliable. Additionally, we derive an analytic formula

for the frequencies as an expansion beyond the eikonal limit. The two models of quantum-

corrected black holes can be distinguished by their quasinormal spectra.
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