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Abstract. We give a short introduction to the formalism of noncommutative (twisted)
differential geometry that is used to derive the equations of motion for the gravitational
perturbation of the Schwarzschild black hole in quantized spacetime. Special attention is
given to quantum spacetime arising from r − φ noncommutativity. Tortoise coordinate
and near-horizon regions of the effective potentials are analyzed for both polar and axial
modes. By carefully examining the associated Schrödinger-type equations, we provide
the asymptotic solutions at the horizon and illustrate some differences between the polar
and axial modes. These findings give further insight into the polar-axial isospectrality
violation in the presence of the quantum structure of spacetime.

1 Introduction
Since the beginning of the 20th century, the unification of quantum theory and gravity has been one of
the central problems in theoretical physics. Given the success of the Standard Model of particle physics,
a natural approach was to treat gravity within the framework of quantum field theories that govern the
Standard Model. This was done by quantizing the linearized gravitational field, thereby introducing
gravitons – spin 2 bosons that constitute the gravitational field.

t’Hooft has shown in the 70s [1] that divergences arising from the interaction of the gravitational field
with a scalar field are non-renormalizable, meaning that infinitely many parameters would be required
to regularize them. The inability to pursue this straightforward route of treating gravity as just another
QFT led to the development of alternative approaches to quantum gravity. Around the ’80s, three main
approaches to quantizing gravity stood out according to Hawking [2]:

Operator approach
In this approach, the metric in the classical Einstein equation is replaced by a distribution-valued op-
erator on some Hilbert space. The main obstacles here are the non-polynomiality of the field equations
and the difficulty of making sense of the product of the field operators at the same spacetime points,
not to mention handling non-polynomial functions such as the inverse metric or the square root of the
determinant.

Canonical approach
In this approach, a family of spacelike surfaces foliates the spacetime, allowing the introduction of Hamil-
tonian and canonical equal-time commutation relations. The main advantages of this approach are its
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applicability to strong gravitational fields and manifest unitarity of the theory. However, one disadvan-
tage is that the topology of the spacetime should be a product of the real line and a spatial part, which
limits the richness of the solution set of the field equations. Additionally, the meaning of the equal-time
commutation relations is unclear – these are well defined for matter fields on a fixed spacetime geometry,
but what sense does it make to say that two points are spacelike separated if the geometry is quantized
and obeys the uncertainty principle?

Path integrals
The starting point in this approach is Feynman’s idea that one can represent the amplitude to go from a
state with a metric g1 and matter fields ϕ1 on a surface S1 to a state with a metric g2 and matter fields
ϕ2 on a surface S2 as a sum over all field configurations g and ϕ which take the given boundary values
at the surfaces S1 and S2:

⟨g2, ϕ2, S2|g1, ϕ1, S1⟩ =
∫

D[g, ϕ] exp(iS[g, ϕ]).

This approach, pioneered by Hawking, had wide-ranging success in areas ranging from cosmology to
black hole thermodynamics.

While some of the above approaches have been more successful than others, none of them managed
to merge quantum theory and gravity in a fully satisfactory manner. The quest for quantum gravity
continued and not long after, string theory [3] and loop quantum gravity [4] emerged as promising
background-independent theories of quantum gravity.

Noncommutative (NC) geometry is another approach to quantum gravity that became increasingly
popular in the 90s. The mathematics behind it came from two important directions – quantum group
theory and spectral geometry a la Connes [5]. From a physicist’s perspective, noncommutative geometry
presented another venue for spacetime quantization.

Noncommutative spaces can be realized as certain limits of string theory and loop quantum gravity
models. By making the algebra of functions on a spacetime manifold noncommutative, one introduces
fuzziness at the coordinate level. In the next section, we will present an approach to NC geometry that
is based on a Hopf algebra and star-product of functions on a spacetime manifold.

If we were to fit this approach into one of the three categories mentioned above, it would be the first
one – the operator approach. While this might seem unintuitive at first glance, the connection between
star-products and Hilbert space formalism can be made explicit by utilizing the Wigner-Weyl transforms.
These transformations form the foundations of the phase space formulation of quantum mechanics and
serve as a tool for transforming the Hilbert space operators and density matrices into the ordinary phase
space functions and vice versa [6].

The idea behind phase space quantization in quantum mechanics is to encode the noncommutative
operator structure of the position and momentum observables (and their functions, such as Hamiltonian)
into the star-product of ordinary functions on the phase space. In our setting, it is not the phase space
that exhibits noncommutativity, but rather the spacetime itself, thereby replacing the aforementioned
phase space star-product with the coordinate space star-product.

The theory of noncommutative gravity presented in the following section partially mitigates the issues
mentioned under the first point in the approaches above. The main simplification is that the operator
structure is solely in the product of functions; that is,

√
det g is the same object in both the quantized and

unquantized theories. The field equation is obtained through a bottom-up approach, avoiding complexities
arising from the action and variational calculus. Everything is done up to linear order in gravitational
perturbation and noncommutative parameter.

After introducing the formalism of NC differential geometry, we apply it to the case of linearized black
hole perturbation theory. Perturbations of the black hole metric are, as in the classical case, governed
by a single Schrödinger-type equation. Effects of noncommutativity are encoded in corrections to the
classical potentials and tortoise coordinates. We will focus on the

¯
q-space [12] for which [φ ⋆, r] = i

¯
q

in spherical coordinates. Special attention is given to the near-horizon region, where NC effects lead to
mode-dependent translation of the horizon and requirement of regularity gives us the precise location
of the horizon up to the first order in

¯
q. Differences between the polar and axial NC potentials in the

near-horizon region shed some light on spectral discrepancies of the potentials, giving further insight into
polar-axial isospectrality violation calculated in [14].



2 Noncommutative differential geometry
In this section, we will provide a brief introduction to Hopf algebras and twisted differential geometry
based on [7, 8, 9, 10]. Hopf algebra arises as a central algebraic structure of many approaches to noncom-
mutative physics. Its role is similar to that of a gauge group in gauge theory – it encodes the symmetries
of the system. While gauge group deals with internal symmetries of the fields, Hopf algebra modifies the
symmetries of the spacetime manifold itself at the coordinate level.

Symmetries of a noncommutative spacetime are governed by the Hopf algebra of deformed diffeomor-
phisms HF . It is constructed by twisting the coalgebraic sector of the Hopf algebra of diffeomorphisms
H using a twist element (2-cocycle) F . To understand the structure of H we start by considering a Lie
algebra of diffeomorphisms (Ξ, [·, ·]). Ξ can be embedded into a larger structure, the universal envelop-
ing algebra (UΞ, µ, η), which is endowed with associative product µ : UΞ ⊗ UΞ → UΞ and a unit map
η : C → UΞ. The Hopf algebra H is then formed by further adding the coproduct ∆ : H → H ⊗ H,
counit ϵ : H → C and antipode S : H → H.

Compatibility of these structures is required, e.g. compatibility of the product and coproduct is given
by a bialgebra property of the Hopf algebra [11]. On a vector space level, the constructed Hopf algebra
H is isomorphic to the enveloping algebra UΞ. The co-structures materialize the concepts of Leibniz
rule (coproduct), normalization (counit) and inverse (antipode) at the diffeomorphism level, without any
reference to the algebra of functions A = (C∞(M), ·) that the Hopf algebra acts on. Coproduct in H is
given as ∆h = h⊗ 1 + 1⊗ h, ∀h ̸= 1. The Leibniz rule can be written as

h▷ (f · g) = · ∆h(▷⊗▷)(f ⊗ g), (1)

where ▷ is a Lie derivative action of H on functions in A.
Twisting of H into HF is performed using a Drinfeld twist element F ∈ H ⊗ H by modifying the

co-structures, thus going from H = (UΞ, µ, η,∆, ϵ, S) to HF = (UΞ, µ, η,∆F , ϵ, SF ). Specifically, the
coproduct gets twisted as ∆Fh = F∆hF−1.

Since the coproduct appears on the RHS of the Leibniz rule (1), twisting the coproduct implies that
we have to twist the product · in A as well in order to keep the Leibniz rule. Therefore we deform the
pointwise product · into the star-product ⋆ defined as

f ⋆ g := · F−1(▷⊗▷)(f ⊗ g). (2)

The Leibniz rule now holds as can be explicitly checked by expanding h▷ (f ⋆g) = ⋆ ∆Fh (▷⊗▷)(f⊗g).
Later on, we will work in spherical coordinates, so we use the twist of the form

F = exp
(
− i¯

q

2
(∂φ ⊗ ∂r − ∂r ⊗ ∂φ)

)
. (3)

In order to evaluate this exponential, the field C must be upgraded to a formal power series in NC
parameter C[[

¯
q]]. We can therefore use the notation F = fα ⊗ fα, F−1 = f

α ⊗ fα, where sum over
repeated indices is implied. The star-product up to the first order in

¯
q is

f ⋆ g = f
α
(f)fα(g) = f · g + i

¯
q

2

(
∂φf∂rg − ∂φg∂rf

)
+O(

¯
q2), (4)

where we used the notation f
α
(f) := f

α
▷ f . The only non-zero commutator between the functions in

the spherical coordinate chart is [φ ⋆, r] = i
¯
q. Algebra of functions A = (C∞(M), ·) thus deforms into

A⋆ = (C∞(M), ⋆), where
¯
q plays the role of NC parameter.

The Lie derivative, tensor product and pairing of vector fields and 1-forms can be deformed consistently
by following a general prescription of precomposing the undeformed operation of interest with the inverse
twist action, as in the star-product (2). This process ensures the property of star-linearity, i.e. tensors
are A⋆-modules. We therefore have

τ ⊗⋆ τ
′ := f

α
(τ)⊗ fα(τ

′),

£⋆
vf := £f

α
(v)(fα(f)),

⟨ω, v⟩⋆ := ⟨fα
(ω), fα(v)⟩,

where τ, τ ′ are general tensor fields, f is a function, v is a vector field and ω is a 1-form. It is important
to note that the sets of all functions and tensor fields remain the same upon deformation – it is just the
algebraic structure that gets deformed.



The deformed covariant derivative is a star-linear mapping ∇̂v : Ξ → Ξ along the vector field v that
satisfies the following axioms:

∇̂v+w z = ∇̂vz + ∇̂wz,

∇̂h⋆v z = h ⋆ ∇̂vz,

∇̂v(h ⋆ z) =£⋆
v(h) ⋆ z + R̄α(h) ⋆ ∇̂R̄α(v)z,

(5)

where R = R
α ⊗ Rα is the universal R-matrix that satisfies the quantum Yang-Baxter relations [11].

The appearance of the R-matrix in the last property reflects the braiding structure that underlies the

whole theory. The R-matrix can be obtained from the twist F as R = FopF−1 = fαf
β ⊗ fαfβ . The

star-product is actually R-symmetric, i.e. f ⋆ g = R
α
(g) ⋆ Rα(f). This action of the R-matrix upon

swapping is visible in the third identity in (5), where the function h and vector v on the RHS swap places
relative to their ordering on the LHS, hence the action of the R-matrix on the RHS.

The deformed torsion and Riemann tensors are defined by

T̂ (u, v) := ∇̂uv − ∇̂R̄c(v)R̄c(u)− [u, v]⋆ ≡ ⟨u⊗⋆ v, T̂ ⟩⋆, (6)

R̂(u, v, z) := ∇̂u∇̂vz − ∇̂R̄c(v)∇̂R̄c(u)z − ∇̂[u,v]⋆z ≡ ⟨u⊗⋆ v ⊗⋆ z, R̂⟩⋆, (7)

where [u, v]⋆ := £⋆
u(v). Both of these tensors are R-antisymmetric in the first two slots, e.g. T̂ (u, v) =

−T̂ (R
α
(v), Rα(u)). The Ricci tensor is given by

R̂(u, v) := ⟨dxα, R̂(∂α, u, v)⟩⋆. (8)

This deformed Ricci tensor does not exhibit the R-symmetry that we would expect based on its classical
counterpart. The naive vacuum Einstein manifold condition R̂µν = 0 would lead to an overcomplete
system of equations that imply

¯
q = 0. This inspired the proposal [12, 13]

R̂µν :=
1

2

〈
dxα, R̂(∂α, ∂µ, ∂ν) + R̂(∂α, R̄

A(∂ν), R̄A(∂µ)
〉
⋆
= 0 (9)

for the vacuum Einstein manifold that allows for nontrivial contributions coming from the spacetime
noncommutativity, as we will see in the next section.

3 Scattering on a noncommutative black hole
In this section, we apply the formalism presented in the previous section within the context of grav-
itational perturbation theory. We examine the linear perturbations of the Schwarzschild metric on a
noncommutative background. Two main ingredients are the background metric g̊ and the twist F . The
background metric g̊ is Schwarzschild,

ds2 = −
(
1− R

r

)
c2dt2 +

1

1−R/r
dr2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
, R =

2GM

c2
, (10)

and the twist F is given in (3). One technical advantage of this twist is the fact that the vector fields
constituting it act trivially on all elements of the spherical coordinate vector field basis (∂t, ∂r, ∂θ, ∂φ).
This makes the calculations much simpler when using the spherical basis for the tensor components, e.g.
the inverse metric property is simply

gµν⋆ ⋆ gνρ = δµρ, gµν ⋆ gνρ⋆ = δ ρ
µ ,

and metric compatible Levi-Civita connection is given by

Γ̂µ
νρ =

1

2
gµα⋆ ⋆

(
∂νgρα + ∂ρgνα − ∂αgνρ

)
, (11)

where the connection coefficients come from action on the basis vectors,

∇̂∂µ
∂ν = Γ̂λ

µν ⋆ ∂λ = Γ̂λ
µν∂λ. (12)



The last equality in (12) follows from triviality of the action of the twist F on the basis vectors.
To find the noncommutative corrections to the black hole perturbations, we split the metric g = g̊+h

into the background part and perturbation. Then we proceed with finding the metric inverse, connection,
Riemann tensor and the Ricci tensor, while keeping only terms linear in perturbation and NC parameter

¯
q. Finally, we impose (9) to obtain the equations of motion.

Due to the combination of radial derivative and Killing field of the background metric g̊ inside the
twist (3), the noncommutative corrections appear exclusively together with the perturbation h. This is
easily seen by evaluating generic star-products g̊ ⋆ h and g̊ ⋆ g̊ while using the fact that £∂φ

(̊g) = 0.
A specific ansatz for h must be used in order to solve the vacuum NC Einstein equation. Given

the spherical symmetry of the background, the perturbation naturally decomposes into tensor spherical
harmonics as shown by Regge and Wheeler. Two classes of perturbation arise, characterized by their
behavior with respect to the parity operator r⃗ 7→ −r⃗.

3.1 Axial modes
Axial modes are those with a negative eigenvalue with respect to the parity operator. The effective
potential governing the axial modes was derived by Regge and Wheeler [15] and was later generalized
to the case of a noncommutative black hole in [12, 13] where the details of the results presented in this
subsection can be found. Specifically, the

¯
q-space analyzed here has been studied in [12]. The perturbation

in the Regge-Wheeler gauge is decomposed as

htθ =
1

sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

hℓm
0 ∂φYℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt, htφ = − sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

hℓm
0 ∂θYℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt,

hrθ =
1

sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

hℓm
1 ∂φYℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt, hrφ = − sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

hℓm
1 ∂θYℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt.

Imposing the NC Einstein equation (9) produces three distinct coupled ordinary differential equa-
tions in r after separating out the angular part. Solving the system amounts to reducing it to a single
Schrödinger-type equation as presented in [12, 13]:

d2Ψ

dρ2−
+

(
ω2 − V−(r)

)
Ψ = 0, (13)

where

ρ− = r +R log
r −R

R
+ ¯

qm

2

R

r −R
, (14)

V−(r) =
(r −R)

(
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)r − 3R

)
r4

+
¯
qm

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)(3R− 2r)r +R(5r − 8R)

2r5
, (15)

are the axial NC tortoise coordinate and NC Regge-Wheeler potential, respectively.
There are two competing terms in (14). Classically, the logarithm term sends the tortoise coordinate

to −∞ as we approach the horizon at r = R. However, since 1/x diverges more rapidly than log x near
x = 0, the NC correction dominates the coordinate transformation near the horizon. Furthermore, the
transformation becomes ill-defined for positive values of

¯
qm near the horizon since there is a point where

the Jacobian of the transformation (14) vanishes.
The potential (15) is on the other hand regular at the horizon. Classically, the potential is zero at

the horizon as can be seen from the commutative part. When we include the NC correction, the zero of
the potential is translated to r = R̂ := R −

¯
qm/2 + O(

¯
q2). It is therefore suggestive to use the shifted

radial coordinate r̂ = r +
¯
qm/2 that satisfies r = R̂ for r̂ = R.

We can now reexpress the tortoise coordinate and the potential using r̂,

ρ− = r̂ +R log
r̂ −R

R
−
¯
qm/2, (16)

V−(r̂) =
(r̂ −R)

(
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)r̂ − 3R

)
r̂4

−
¯
qm

(r̂ −R)R

r̂5
. (17)

Now, the tortoise coordinate exhibits standard behavior and the potential vanishes at r̂ = R for all

¯
qm. The plot of the potential in terms of r, r̂ and ρ− is given in Figures 1(a), 1(c) and 1(e) respectively.
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Figure 1: Noncommutative polar and axial potentials in r, r̂ and ρ coordinates for ℓ = 2. Axial potential
is in the left column and polar potential is in the right.

In conclusion, for the axial case, the coordinate r̂ = r+
¯
qm/2 accomplishes two things: it regularizes the

tortoise coordinate transformation at the translated horizon (ρ− → −∞ for r̂ → r), and the potential is
zero at the translated horizon as in the classical case. In the polar case, we will see that there exists no
single coordinate r̂ that satisfies both properties.

3.2 Polar modes
The polar modes are even with respect to the parity operator r → −r. Effective potential governing
the polar modes has been found by Zerilli [16] and was generalized to the noncomutative setting in [14].
Here, we provide a brief overview of the derivation. Details of the derivation and elaborate analysis of



the QNM spectrum can be found in [14]. The perturbation h for this set of modes can be written in
Zerilli gauge as

htt = f(r)
∑
ℓ,m

Hℓm
0 (r)Yℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt, htr =

∑
ℓ,m

Hℓm
1 (r)Yℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt,

hrr =
1

f(r)

∑
ℓ,m

Hℓm
2 (r)Yℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt, hab =

∑
ℓ,m

Kℓm(r)̊gabYℓm(θ, φ)e−iωt.

Imposing the NC Einstein equation (9) produces 7 distinct differential equations in r. The system can
be solved by reducing it to Schrördinger-type equation, which again requires introduction of the tortoise
coordinate

ρ+ = r +R log
r −R

R
−
¯
qm

(
(2Λ + 7)R

2(2Λ + 3)(r −R)
− 4(Λ + 3) log (r/R− 1)

(2Λ + 3)2
− 9 log (2Λr/R+ 3)

Λ(2Λ + 3)2

)
, (18)

where 2Λ = ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2. The potential is

V+ =
(r −R)

(
8Λ2(Λ + 1)r3 + 12Λ2r2R+ 18ΛrR2 + 9R3

)
r4(2Λr + 3R)2

+ ¯
qm

4r5(2Λr + 3R)3

(
32Λ2

(
2Λ2 + 7

)
r5 − 8Λ2(2Λ(6Λ− 13) + 121)r4R (19)

− 12Λ(2Λ(15Λ− 58) + 59)r3R2 − 2(Λ(440Λ− 741) + 162)r2R3 − 3(316Λ− 207)rR4 − 387R5
)
.

Tortoise coordinate transformation again displays similar pathology when r ∼ R. The first term in the
brackets of (18) competes with log(r/R − 1) and causes problems for negative values of

¯
qm. This can

again be addressed by introducing r̂ = r −
¯
qm 2Λ+7

4Λ+6 . Tortoise coordinate and potential in terms of r̂ are

ρ+ = r̂ +R log
r̂ −R

R
+
¯
qm

(
2Λ + 7

4Λ + 6
+

4(Λ + 3) log (r̂/R− 1)

(2Λ + 3)2
+

9 log (2Λr̂/R+ 3)

Λ(2Λ + 3)2

)
,

V+(r̂) =
(r̂ −R)

(
8Λ2(Λ + 1)r̂3 + 12Λ2r̂2R+ 18Λr̂R2 + 9R3

)
r̂4(2Λr̂ + 3R)2

+ ¯
qm

4(2Λ + 3)r̂5(2Λr̂ + 3R)3

(
96Λ2

(
7− 4Λ2

)
r̂5 + 8Λ2

(
88Λ2 − 206Λ− 363

)
r̂4R+ 6Λ(2Λ(Λ(10Λ + 159)− 67)

− 177)r̂3R2 + 2(Λ(2(765− 188Λ)Λ + 513)− 486)r̂2R3 + 3
(
−272Λ2 + 618Λ + 243

)
r̂R4 + 9(39− 38Λ)R5

)
.

Noncommutative Zerilli potential is plotted in Figures 1(b), 1(d), 1(f) in terms of r, r̂, ρ respectively.
Unlike the axial case, here there is no unique mode-dependent coordinate r̂ that makes the potential zero
at the horizon and regularizes the tortoise coordinate at the same time. The choice of r̂ = r −

¯
qm 2Λ+7

4Λ+6

achieves the usual behavior of the tortoise coordinate, i.e. ρ+ → −∞ monotonically as r̂ → R. The
asymptotic value of the NC potential at ρ+ → −∞ is

lim
ρ+→−∞

V+(ρ+) = ¯
qm

55Λ3 − 144Λ2 + 117Λ + 9

(2Λ + 3)3R3
, (20)

which can also be seen from Fig. 1(f). This qualitative difference relative to the axial case points to
violation of the classical polar-axial isospectrality.

4 Outlook and discussion
After a brief introduction to NC differential geometry arising from the Hopf algebra of deformed dif-
feomorphisms, we applied the theory to the case of polar and axial gravitational perturbations of the
Schwarzschild black hole. As in the classical case, solutions are governed by Schrödinger-type equations
with specific effective potentials and tortoise coordinates.

Quasinormal modes are solutions of these equations that are subject to the boundary condition of
purely ingoing waves at the horizon, that is Ψ± ∝ e−ikρ± as ρ± → −∞ and purely outgoing at the spatial
infinity, Ψ± ∝ eikρ± for ρ± → ∞.



In the axial case, the wavenumber k is equal to ω as in the classical case since the potential vanishes
in both asymptotic regions. In the polar case, however, potential tends to a nonzero value at the horizon
and therefore the solution is

Ψ+ ∝ e−ikρ+ , k2 = ω2 +
¯
qm

55Λ3 − 144Λ2 + 117Λ + 9

(2Λ + 3)3R3
for ρ+ → −∞. (21)

This can be interpreted as a modified dispersion relation for the polar perturbations in the near-horizon
region, further illustrating the violation of isospectrality between the axial and polar modes. In [14] it has
been calculated that for polar modes (+), negative values of

¯
qm lead to an increase in negative imaginary

part of the QNM frequency (stronger damping) compared to the axial (and commutative) frequency and
vice versa for negative

¯
qm values. This behavior is expected if we look at Fig. 1(f). The red line on that

figure has a higher peak and negative asymptotic value of the potential. From the wave’s perspective, a
higher peak corresponds to a higher potential barrier and negative asymptotic potential implies stronger
attraction by the black hole, both phenomena leading to increased damping. The opposite logic holds
for the positive

¯
qm values (blue line).

In the end, it is worth pointing out that the precise location of the horizon is obtained by identifying
the pole in the tortoise coordinate transformation. Direct transformation from r to ρ± is invalid at the
first order and intermediate radial coordinate r̂ has been introduced to absorb this divergence into the
single logarithm that naturally stretches the exterior region to −∞ for all values of

¯
qm.
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