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Abstract

It has been recently shown in [Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 041302] that microstate counting carried out for quantum
states residing on the horizon of a black hole leads to a correction of the form exp(−A/4l2p) in the Bekenstein-Hawking
form of the black hole entropy. In this paper, we develop a novel approach to obtain the possible form of the
spacetime geometry from the entropy of the black hole for a given horizon radius. The uniqueness of this solution
for a given energy-momentum tensor has also been discussed. Remarkably, the black hole geometry reconstructed
has striking similarities to that of noncommutative-inspired Schwarzschild black holes [Phys. Lett. B 632 (2006)
547]. We also obtain the matter density functions using Einstein field equations for the geometries we reconstruct
from the thermodynamics of black holes. These also have similarities to that of the matter density function of a
noncommutative-inspired Schwarzschild black hole. The conformal structure of the metric is briefly discussed and
the Penrose-Carter diagram is drawn. We then compute the Komar energy and the Smarr formula for the effective
black hole geometry and compare it with that of the noncommutative-inspired Schwarzschild black hole. We also
discuss some astrophysical implications of the solutions. Finally, we propose a set of quantum Einstein vacuum
field equations, as a solution of which we obtain one of the spacetime solutions obtained in this work. We then
show a direct connection between the quantum Einstein vacuum field equations and the first law of black hole
thermodynamics.

1 Introduction

The fact that gravity [1, 2] has a connection to thermodynamics is evident from our present insight that black holes
and in particular their horizons behave like thermodynamical systems. It was demonstrated that isolated black hole
horizons in equilibrium can be assigned a temperature T = ℏκ

2π where κ is the surface gravity, and a thermodynamic

entropy S = A
4l2p

, where lp is the Planck length. With these identifications, the evolution of the horizon from one

equilibrium state to another obeys a relation identical to the first law of thermodynamics. It is to be noted however
that the “area by four law” for the black hole entropy (known as Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy [3–8]) and
the temperature of the horizon (known as the Hawking temperature [5–7]) comes from a semi-classical treatment and
not from a theory of quantum gravity which is a unification of gravity with quantum mechanics. The quantum gravity
programme would involve a microstate counting of states on the black hole horizon. In this process one identifies local
horizon microstates of the black hole and can derive an area spectrum. In this approach the main role is played by the
quantum representation of the black hole horizon.
In order to unify gravity with quantum mechanics, there have been several attempts in the last few decades. String
theory [9,10], loop quantum gravity [11,12] and noncommutative geometry [13] are such quantum gravity theories. An
important thrust area where these theories have been applied is in trying to understand the microscopic origin of black
hole entropy and also look for quantum corrections to the semi-classical “area by four” law for the entropy of the black
hole. In string theory and loop quantum gravity, microstate counting of black hole states has been carried out explicitly
to derive the entropy of a black hole. This process not only yields the A

4l2p
term but also generates corrections to it.

These corrections are expressed as an expansion of the
l2p
A terms, logarithmic correction [14–25] and an exponential

correction [26,27]. The modified entropy structure, in general, can be written as

S =
A

4l2p
+ β0 ln

[
A

4l2p

]
+

4β1l
2
p

A
+ · · ·+ exp

(
−α0

A

4l2p

)
+ · · · (1)
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where β0, β1, · · · , α0 are constants. These corrections are in decreasing order of importance for large horizon areas
compared to l2p. However, for small areas of the black horizon, the exponential correction would be the dominating
correction term. Recently exponential corrections to the area law for entropy has been obtained in [27] by using the
horizon geometry approach. It comes from a microstate counting of horizon states with an equidistant area spectrum
and reads

S =
A ln 2

8πγl2p
+ exp

[
−A ln 2

8πγl2p

]
. (2)

Choosing the parameter γ to be ln 2
2π , the above expression for entropy reduces to the following form [27]

S =
A

4l2p
+ exp

[
− A

4l2p

]
. (3)

It can be observed from eq.(3) that the leading order term resembles the celebrated Bekenstein-Hawking black hole
entropy and the sub-leading term gives exponentially suppressed corrections to the classical result. A discrete area
spectrum from which eq.(3) follows is inevitably related to a non-trivial commutator between geometrical observables
(noncommutativity), as in loop quantum gravity [28], and in noncommutative geometry [29–31]. Remarkably, the above
structure of the entropy has a striking resemblance to the entropy of a noncommutative inspired black hole [32–36].
Such a geometry arises from ordinary commutative Einstein field equations sourced by matter that has Gaussian density
profile, with the width of the Gaussian profile being of the order of Planck length. In particular, point-like objects
are replaced by smeared structures with the important feature of there being no curvature singularity of the metric
at the origin. In [22], it was demonstrated that such a Gaussian density profile can be derived from the Voros star
product [37] between spatial coordinates, which in turn relates this black hole geometry with noncommutativity. This
motivates us to explore whether one can derive an effective black hole geometry from the above entropy structure and
compare it with that coming from a noncommutative inspired black hole. We would like to stress that deriving a black
hole geometry from the entropy of a black hole has not been reported earlier in the literature. Our work is therefore
the first in this direction. The implication of this work would be very interesting as this would possibly give a way of
identifying the underlying matter density function of a black hole whose entropy has exponential corrections, which in
this case would be similar to matter density function for the noncommutative geometry. Our work would also reinforce
the connection between thermodynamics and gravity.
We would now like to recall the metric structure of a noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild black hole (NS black
hole) [32–36]

fθ(r) = 1− 2Mθ(r)

r
(4)

where the form of Mθ(r) is given by

Mθ(r) =
2M√
π
γ

[
3

2
,
r2

4θ

]
(5)

with θ = l2p being the noncommutative parameter, lp being the Planck length, M being the mass of the black hole, and
γ being the lower incomplete gamma function which is given by [38]

γ

[
3

2
,
r2

4θ

]
=

ˆ r2

4θ

0

dy y
1
2 e−y . (6)

An important feature of this metric structure (eq.(4)) is that in the limit r → 0, the lapse function f(r) is divergence
free (lim

r→0
fθ(r) = 1) showing the avoidance of the physical singularity of a Schwarzschild black hole at r = 0.

The metric structure (eq.(4)) has a de Sitter core in the r → 0 limit. The Penrose-Carter diagram for the noncommu-

tative inspired Schwarzschild black hole can be found in [39]. In the regime r2

4θ ≫ 1, the metric reads

fθ(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

2M√
πθ

(
1 +

2θ

r2

)
e−

r2

4θ +O(θ
3
2 e−

r2

4θ ) (7)

and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy upto O
(√

θe−
M2

θ

)
reads [36]

S =
4πM2

θ
− 16

√
π

θ3
M3

(
1 +

θ

M2

)
e−

M2

θ (8)

where we have restored the Planck length in the first term. The above result can be interpreted in a very nice way.
The first term can be written as A

4l2p
with A = 16πM2 being the area of the standard Schwarzschild black hole. The

second term is precisely the exponential correction to the area law of the Schwarzschild black hole. It is therefore very
crucial to observe that exponential corrections do arise in the black hole entropy from noncommutative inspired black
hole geometries. The above result can be recast as

S = SSch. −
2θS

3
2

Sch.

π

(
1 + 4πS−1

Sch.

)
e−

SSch.
4π (9)
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where SSch. is the entropy of the standard Schwarzschild black hole.
In this paper we have exploited the modified entropy relation eq.(2) to obtain the possible metric structure of the
underlying black hole geometry. To begin with, we formulate a simple technique to extract the metric structure from
the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy formula for a Reissner-Nordström (RN) black hole spacetime. Using this technique,
we have then obtained the metric structure from the modified entropy formula (including the exponential correction
term) given in eq.(2).

2 Prescription to compute the metric

The general structure of first law of black hole thermodynamics reads [4, 6, 8]

dM = TdS + ϕdQ+ΩdJ (10)

where dM is the change in the mass of the black hole, TdS represents the Hawking temperature-black hole entropy
part, ϕdQ represents the electrostatic potential and charge part, and ΩdJ represents the angular momentum part. Now
one can write down the Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy in terms of the event horizon radius r+ as S = πr2+.
From the first law of black hole thermodynamics (given in eq.(10)), it is possible to define the Hawking temperature in
the following way (

∂S

∂M

)
Q,J

=
1

T
. (11)

On the other hand, the Hawking temperature in eq.(11) is related to the surface gravity (κ) as follows 1

T =
κ

2π
=

f ′(r+)
4π

. (12)

The thermodynamic relation (eq.(11)) and the geometric relation (given in eq.(12)) are the fundamental inputs for our
prescription. The only other input our prescription requires is the structure of the event horizon radius (r+) in terms
of the black hole parameters. The uniqueness of our solution comes from the Einstein’s field equations.
We now briefly demonstrate our prescription for a simple case, namely, the static spherically symmetric non-extremal
Reissner-Nordström black hole solution. The event horizon radius for this solution is known to have the following
expression r± = M ±

√
M2 −Q2, where the ± sign represents the outer and inner event horizons. The Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy of the black hole now reads

S = πr2+ = π(2M2 −Q2 + 2M
√
M2 −Q2) . (13)

Using the relation given in eq.(11) and under the condition Q ≪ r+, and using the geometric definition of Hawking
temperature (given in eq.(12)) to obtain the first derivative (with respect to the radial coordinate) of the lapse function

at the horizon, we have f ′(r+) = 1
r+

− Q2

r3+
. We now introduce two physical conditions which the black hole metric must

satisfy. First, the black hole metric must produce the flat spacetime metric at the infinite distance. This means the
lapse function must obey the condition lim

r→∞
f(r) = 1, and second, the lapse function f(r) must vanish at the horizon,

that is, we must have f(r+) = 0. Now keeping in mind the form of f ′(r+) (given earlier), we take the following ansatz
for the form of the metric

f(r) =

∞∑
k=0

akr
−k (14)

where the coefficients ak has to be determined from the above physical conditions. The first physical condition readily
gives lim

r→∞
f(r) = a0 = 1. Eq.(14) now reduces to the following structure f(r) = 1 +

∑∞
k=1 akr

−k . Computing f ′(r+)

from the above equation and comparing it with f ′(r+) obtained earlier yields the condition (a2−Q2)
r3+

+ 2a3

r4+
+ · · · = 0 .

This implies a2 = Q2, ak = 0 , k = 3, 4, · · · . Using these values along with a0 = 1, the metric form in eq.(14) can be

recast as f(r) = 1 + a1

r + Q2

r2 . The unknown coefficient a1 can be obtained from the second physical condition, which

gives a1 = −
(
r+ + Q2

r+

)
= −2M . In obtaining this, we have used the form of r+ in terms of the black hole parameters.

Using the form of a1, the sought metric takes the form

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

Q2

r2
. (15)

We now discuss the uniqueness of our procedure. It should be noted that constructing a function of two variables
f(r, r+) from the conditions f(r + r+, r+) = 0 and f(r = ∞, r+) = 1 and the value of its first partial derivative f ′(r+)
is not unique as can be seen easily, for example, by adding a function g(r, r+) = (r − r+)

2 exp(−a(r − r+)) to f(r, r+)
with f + g having the same property as f . To fix the uniqueness of f(r, r+) obtained from our approach, we use the

1Note that we are considering black holes where the line element is given as ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + 1
f(r)

dr2 + r2dΩ2.
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Einstein’s field equations with an appropriate energy-momentum tensor. In the Maxwell case, the form of the energy
momentum tensor fixes the field equation to be

d

dr
(rf(r)) = 1− Q2

r2
. (16)

Computing the left hand side of the above equation with eq.(15) yields the right hand side thereby showing the
uniqueness of the solution. The alternative way of understanding this is to consider a modified lapse function of the
form h(r) = f(r) + g(r), where h(r) has the required properties of f(r). The field equation (eq.(16)) gives g(r) = C1

r ,

where C1 is an integration constant. Hence, h(r) has the form, h(r) = 1 + C1−2M
r + Q2

r2 . Now from the second
condition, h(r) must vanish at the horizon radius for the RN black hole. Using this condition, we finally obtain the
value of constant C1 to be zero showing the uniqueness of the solution obtained. The take away lesson is that the
above procedure together with the explicit form of horizon radius and the consistency condition from the Einstein’s
field equations gives the metric structure from the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy formula. Note that the procedure does
not solve the field equations of gravity, the solution comes from thermodynamics and the uniqueness of the solution gets
fixed from the field equation. This also establishes the subtle connection between thermodynamics and gravity [40].

3 Metric structure from the modified Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy

We would like to mention before starting that a careful calculation of the entropy from the microstate of the black hole
in [27] indicates that there should be an area term in front of the exponential correction in eq.(2). This can be seen by

looking at the number of microstates on the horizon [27] given by Ω =
(
∑

i si)!∏
i si!

, where
∑

i si is the total number of tiles

in the tessellation. A detailed analysis now gives the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the black hole to be

S =
kBA

4l2p
− kBA

4l2p ln 2
e
− A

4l2p . (17)

This makes us consider the following general structure of the Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy

S =
kBA

4l2p
− kB

(
A

l2p

)n

e
− A

4l2p (18)

where n = {· · · ,− 1
2 , 0,

1
2 , 1,

3
2 , · · · }. Hence, we shall consider n = 0, 1

2 , 1. To proceed further we start with the general
structure for a static spherically symmetric black hole [41]

ds2 = −f(r)c2dt2 +
1

f(r)
dr2 + h(r)dΩ2 (19)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2. Generally f(r) is known as the lapse function of the black hole and for standard
spherically symmetric black holes h(r) = r2. For a generalized analysis, we shall continue with the line element given

in eq.(19). Our initial demand is that the entropy in eq.(18) can be written as S = kBÃ
4l2p

. The event horizon area of the

black hole (whose line element is given by eq.(19)) reads

Ã =

ˆ π

0

dθ

ˆ 2π

0

dϕ
√
gθθgϕϕ = 4πh(r+) . (20)

From the above equation, it is straightforward to infer that the modified event horizon radius of the black hole is
r̃+ =

√
h(r+).

Hence, the entropy of the black hole in terms of h(r+) is given by

S =
kBÃ

4l2p

=
kBπh(r+)

l2p

(21)

where r+ = 2GM
c2 . Comparing the entropy in the above equation in terms of Ã with the form of the entropy in eq.(18)

(for n = 0), we obtain

h(r+) = r2+ − l2p
π
e
−πr2+

l2p . (22)

From the above equation, we get the form of the event horizon radius of this modified black hole in terms of the
Schwarzschild radius r+ (for n = 0) as

r̃+ =
√
h(r+) ≃ r+

(
1− l2p

2πr2+
e
−πr2+

l2p

)
(23)
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since e
− A

4l2p ≪ 1. We shall now follow our prescription. Substituting the form of the Schwarzschild radius r+ in terms
of the mass of the black hole in eq.(18) and calculating ∂S

∂M , we obtain

∂S

∂M
=

1

T
=

4πkBr+G

l2pc
4

(
1 + e

−πr2+

l2p

)

=⇒ T ≃ l2pc
4

4πkBGr+

(
1− e

−πr2+

l2p

) (24)

where T is the Hawking temperature of the black hole. This fixes the form of f ′(r̃+(r+)) to be

f ′(r̃+(r+)) ∼=
1

r+

(
1− e

−πr2+

l2p

)
. (25)

Proceeding as before, we take the following ansatz for the form of the metric

f(r) =

∞∑
k=0

akr
−k +

∞∑
n=−∞

bkr
ke

−πr2

l2p . (26)

From eq.(26), we observe that in the l2p → 0 limit, the metric structure has the same form as the initial ansatz in eq.(14).
From eq.(23), we observe that in this limit, r̃+ → r+. Therefore, using the condition (2), enumerated in the text, we
can obtain the values of the non-vanishing ‘ak’ coefficients in the following way. We first note that in the l2p → 0 limit

f(r+) = a0 +
a1
r+

+
a2
r2+

+ · · · = 0 . (27)

Now making use of the asymptotic condition for f(r), we obtain a0 = 1 which from eq.(27) gives us the condition

a1
r+

+
a2
r2+

+ · · · = −1 . (28)

From eq.(25), we observe that in this limit, f ′(r̃+) reduces to the following form

f ′(r+) =
1

r+
. (29)

In this same l2p → 0 limit, using the procedure similar to the RN black hole case, we obtain from eq.(26)

f ′(r+) = − a1
r2+

− 2a2
r2+

− · · ·

= − 1

r+

(
a1
r+

+
a2
r2+

+
a3
r3+

· · ·
)
− a2

r2+
− 2a3

r2+
+ · · ·

=
1

r+
− a2

r2+
− 2a3

r2+
+ · · · .

(30)

Comparing the above result with eq.(29), we obtain a2 = a3 = · · · = 0. The Schwarzschild limit in the l2p → 0 case

gives a1 = r+ = − 2GM
c2 . Eq.(26) then simplifies to

f(r) = 1− r+
r

+

∞∑
k=−∞

bkr
ke

−πr2

l2p . (31)

To obtain the unknown coefficients in the second term, we will use the condition f(r̃+(r+)) = 0 and compare the forms

of f ′(r̃+(r+)) obtained from the Hawking temperature and from the metric ansatz in eq.(26). As e
−πr2+

l2p ̸= 0, this leads
to the condition

f(r̃+) = 1− r+
r̃+

+

(
· · ·+ b−1

r̃+
+ b0 + b1r̃+ + · · ·

)
e
−πr̃2+

l2p

=

(
· · ·+ −l2p + 2πb−2

2πr2+
+

b−1

r+
+ b0 + · · ·

)
e
−πr2+

l2p

= 0 .

(32)

As e
−πr2+

l2p ̸= 0, we get from eq.(32) the following relation

· · ·+ b−1

r+
+ b0 + b1r+ + · · · =

∞∑
k=−∞

bkr
k
+ =

l2p
2πr2+

. (33)
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The form of f ′(r̃+(r+)) can be obtained from eq.(31) to be

f ′(r̃+(r+)) =
r+
r̃2+

+

(
· · · − b−1

r̃2+
+ b1 + 2b2r̃+ · · ·

)
e
−πr̃2+

l2p − 2πr̃+
l2p

(
· · ·+ b−1

r̃+
+ b0 + b1r̃+ + · · ·

)
e
−πr̃2+

l2p . (34)

Substituting the form of the perturbed horizon radius from eq.(23) in eq.(34), we obtain

f ′(r̃+) ∼=
1

r+
+

l2p
πr3+

e
−πr2+

l2p +

[
· · · − 3b−2

r3+
− 2b−1

r2+
+ b2r+ · · ·+ 1

r+

( ∞∑
k=−∞

bkr
k
+

)
− b0

r+

]
e
−πr2+

l2p

− 2πr+
l2p

( ∞∑
k=−∞

bkr
k
+

)
e
−πr2+

l2p .

(35)

Using the form of
∞∑

k=−∞
bkr

k
+ from eq.(33) in eq.(35), we can recast f ′(r̃+) in the following form

f ′(r̃+(r+)) =
1

r+
+ · · · − 4b−3e

−πr2+

l2p

r4+
−
[
3αl2p
2π

+ 3b−2

]
e
−πr2+

l2p

r3+
− 2b−1

r2+
e
−πr2+

l2p + b2r+e
−πr2+

l2p + · · ·+ α− b0
r+

e
−πr2+

l2p . (36)

We now equate the above form of f ′(r̃+(r+)) with the form of f ′(r̃+(r+)) obtained earlier in eq.(25) from the first

law of black hole thermodynamics. This leads to the form of the unknown coefficients in eq.(26) as b−2 =
l2p
2π and

· · · = b−3 = b−1 = b0 = b1 = b2 = · · · = 0 . Hence, using the values of the above coefficients, the final form of f(r) reads

f(r) = 1− 2GM

rc2
+

l2p
2πr2

e
−πr2

l2p . (37)

As a consistency check, one can obtain the form of f ′(r) from the above equation to be f ′(r) = r+
r2 −

l2p
πr3 e

−πr2

l2p − 1
r e

−πr2

l2p .
Substituting r̃+ in f ′(r), we obtain

f ′(r̃+) =
r+
r̃2+

− l2p
πr̃3+

e
−πr̃2+

l2p − 1

r̃+
e
−πr̃2+

l2p

≃ r+

r2+

(
1− l2p

πr2+
e
−

πr2
+

l2p

) − l2p
πr3+

e
−πr2+

l2p − 1

r+
e
−πr2+

l2p

≃ 1

r+
+

l2p
πr3+

e
−πr2+

l2p − l2p
πr3+

e
−πr2+

l2p − 1

r+
e
−πr2+

l2p

=
1

r+

(
1− e

−πr2+

l2p

)
.

(38)

This is same as the form of f ′(r̃+) obtained in eq.(25), indicating the same Hawking temperature as in eq.(24). Through-

out the calculation it is important to keep in mind that any higher orders of the factor e
−πr2+

l2p has been neglected.
Our next aim is to obtain the form of h(r). We already know the form of h(r+) from eq.(21). Since in the asymptotic
limit r → ∞, h(r) → r2, we know that the leading order term in h(r) should be r2. We can therefore straight away
write down the structure of h(r) to be

h(r) = r2 − l2p
π
e
−πr2

l2p . (39)

The non-vanishing components of the Einstein tensor for the line element of the black hole given in eq.(19) reads

Gtt = f(r)

(
f(r)h

′2(r)

4h2(r)
− f(r)h′′(r)

h(r)
+

1

h(r)
− f ′(r)h′(r)

2h(r)

)
, (40)

Grr =
1

f(r)

(
f(r)h

′2(r)

4h2(r)
− 1

h(r)
+

f ′(r)h′(r)
2h(r)

)
, (41)

Gθθ =
1

4

(
2f ′(r)h′(r) + 2f(r)h′′(r) + 2h(r)f ′′(r)− f(r)h

′2(r)

h(r)

)
, (42)

Gϕϕ =
sin2 θ

4

(
2f ′(r)h′(r) + 2f(r)h′′(r) + 2h(r)f ′′(r)− f(r)h

′2(r)

h(r)

)
. (43)
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Now in the Einstein equations Gµν = 8πG
c4 Tµν , we make use of the non-vanishing components of the Einstein tensor

eq.(40-43) and substituting the forms of h(r) and f(r), we obtain the forms of the non-vanishining components of the
energy momentum tensor to be

T t
t =− c4

8πGr2

((
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
4πr2

l2p

)
+

l2p
2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p

≃− c4

8πGr2
4πr2

l2p

(
1− r+

r

)
e
−πr2

l2p = − c4

2Gl2p

(
1− r+

r

)
e
−πr2

l2p , (44)

T r
r =

c4

8πGr2

((
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

)
− l2p

2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p ≃ c4

8πGr2

(
1− r+

r

)
e
−πr2

l2p , (45)

T θ
θ =− c4

8πGr2

(
1

2

(
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

l2p

)
+

3r+
2r

(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

3l2p

))
e
−πr2

l2p

≃− c4

8Gl2p

(
1− r+

r

)
e
−πr2

l2p , (46)

Tϕ
ϕ ≃− c4

8Gl2p

(
1− r+

r

)
e
−πr2

l2p . (47)

It is important to note that in our analysis in which the usual classical general relativistic equations are valid, there
cannot be any vacuum black hole solutions corresponding to the field equations. In order to obtain vacuum solutions,
one needs to modify the Einstein field equations which would then lead to quantum Einstein equations as discussed in
section (5). For the special case h(r) = r2, substituting the form of f(r) from eq.(37) in the Einstein’s field equation,
Gθθ = 8πTθθ, we obtain the general form of the matter density function as follows

ρ(r) =
c4

8πGr2

(
1 +

l2p
2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p ≃ c4

8πGr2
e
−πr2

l2p . (48)

This is an important finding in our paper since following our approach, we not only obtain the lapse function from
the modified Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy but also get the form of the matter density needed to obtain such
a metric structure. It is again important to observe that when r → 0, then the matter density in eq.(48) diverges.
It is important to note that the modified entropy relation in eq.(18) is a result derived from a loop quantum gravity
analysis. On the other hand loop quantum gravity does indicate towards the existence of a fundamental minimal length
in nature which is of the order of the Planck length, lp. Hence, if we want to probe the results obtained in our analysis
below the Planck length scale, it will lead to some inconsistencies as can be observed from probing the matter density
in the r → 0 limit. Now black hole must have singularities at the r = 0 point. In a quantum gravity analysis with the
existence of an intrinsic fundamental length scale, we cannot really go below r < lp. Hence, what is really a black hole
from a quantum gravity perspective is a matter of further analysis. Following a similar procedure, we can now obtain
the metric structures for different n values in eq.(18).
For n = 1

2 , 1 (in eq.(18)), we have

f(r) =1− 2GM

rc2
+

lp√
πr

e
−πr2

l2p , h(r) = r2 − 2lpr√
π
e
−πr2

l2p , (n = 1/2) (49)

f(r) =1− 2GM

rc2
+ 2e

−πr2

l2p , h(r) = r2
(
1− 4e

−πr2

l2p

)
, (n = 1) . (50)

Similar to the n = 0 case, we can list the corresponding energy momentum tensors for the above two cases when
h(r) = r2. The matter density functions for the above two metric structures can be obtained from the Einstein field
equations and read

ρ(r) =
1

4lpr
√
π
e
−πr2

l2p , (n = 1/2) (51)

ρ(r) =
1

2l2p

(
1− l2p

2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p , (n = 1) . (52)

We start by discussing some important features regarding the metric functions in eq.(50). We first note that the non-

trivial value for which h(r) = 0 is for r̄ = lp

√
2 ln 2
π ≃ 0.66lp. From eq.(52), it is evident that the value of r below which

the energy density becomes negative is rρ =
lp√
2π

≃ 0.40lp. It is important to observe that r̄ > rρ and as a result, for

r = r̄ which is less than lp, the energy density remains positive. For the metric in eq.(50), the condition h(r) = 0 gives
rise to three distinct cases, namely, the zero of f is greater than r̄, equals to r̄, and less than r̄. Note that for black
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holes with larger masses rf ≫ r̄, rρ. We first want to investigate the case, when the event horizon radius (rf ) is equal
to r̄. In this case, we obtain

f(r̄) = 1− 2GM

r̄c2
+ 2e

−πr̄2

l2p = 0

=⇒ M =
3lpc

2

4G

√
ln 4

π

=

√
9 ln 2

8π
mp

≃ 0.50mp .

(53)

Hence, for a black hole of mass approximately equal to half of Planck’s mass, the event horizon radius turns out to be
the same as that of the radius for which h(r) vanishes. We shall now look for the case, when rf is smaller than r̄. It is
although important to keep in mind that rf can never be smaller than rρ as it will lead to negative energy density. We

shall therefore take rf =
lp
2 so that rρ < rf < r̄. A straight forward calculation yields M = mp

(
1+2e−

π
4

4

)
≃ 0.48mp.

It is important to note that the mass of the black hole is now smaller than the case when rf = r̄. This indicates to
us that with the decreasing mass of the black hole the event horizon radius becomes smaller and even become smaller
than the radius for which the h(r) becomes zero. We shall now determine how small the mass of the black hole can
be from our analysis. To determine this, we substitute r = rρ in eq.(50) and claim f(rρ) = 0. The analysis gives

Mmin = 1
2
√
2π

(
1 + 2e−

1
2

)
≃ 0.44mp. The mass of the black hole cannot go below this value or a physical black hole will

not exist anymore as the energy density in eq.(52) will become negative below this value. We plot f(r), h(r)
r2 and l2pρ(r)

for M =
√

9 ln 2
8π mp in the range rρ < r <

7lp
5 in Fig. (1) and observe the behaviour of the dimensionless functions. We

also plot the other two cases rf > r̄ and rf < r̄ in Fig.(1). For example, we have taken rf to be equal to the Planck’s
length lp, this gives us the mass of the black hole to be equal to M =

mp

2 (1 + 2e−π) and for the other case rf < r̄, the
mass of the black hole comes out to be M =

mp

4

(
1 + e−

π
4

)
when rf = 0.50lp. The metric structure in eq.(50) indicates

the existence of Morris-Thorne type wormholes with the throat of the wormhole being located at r = r̄ [42] (for the
case when rρ < rf < r̄). For the case when rf > r̄, the r coordinate becomes timelike in nature inside the event horizon
radius rf . This may indicate towards a path which can take someone backwards in time. As this kind of behaviour is
unphysical in nature, it is better not to associate this with any physical explanations.

Figure 1: Plot of f(r), h(r)
r2 and l2pρ(r) (eq.(50)) in the range rρ < r <

7lp
5 . Here, f(r) is plotted for three cases: 1)

when rf = r̄ for which M =
√

9 ln 2
8π mp, 2) rf = lp > r̄ for which M =

mp

2 (1 + 2e−π), and 3) rf = 0.50lp < r̄ for which

M =
mp

4

(
1 + 2e−

π
4

)
. It is evident from the plot that at r = r̄, f(r̄) = h(r̄) = 0. In the plot, the x axis denotes the

radial distance from the r = 0 point and the y axis denotes the amplitude of the dimensionless functions. The {rρ, 0}
and {r̄, 0} points are marked separately in the plot.

We now come back to the metric given by eq.(49). This is much more straightforward as the energy density in eq.(51)
corresponding to the lapse function f(r) and h(r) in eq.(49) can never be negative for any value of r. A plot of h(r)
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against r, reveals the value of r̄ (where h(r) = 0) to be approximately equal to 0.51lp. Setting f(r̄) = 0 gives the value

of the mass of the black hole M ≈ 0.38 mp. A plot of f(r), h(r)
r2 , and l2pρ(r) for M ≈ 0.38mp is given in Fig.(2). Here

again, f(r) is plotted for the three cases as has been done in Fig.(1).

Figure 2: Plot of f(r), h(r)
r2 , and l2pρ(r) (eq.(49)) in the range

lp
6 < r <

6lp
5 . Here, f(r) is plotted for three cases: 1)

when rf = r̄ for which M ≃ 0.38mp, 2) rf > r̄ with M ≃ 0.49, and 3) rf < r̄ with M ≃ 0.35mp. From the plot, we
observe that at r = r̄ ≃ 0.51lp ≃ 8.16 × 10−36m, f(r̄) = h(r̄) = 0. In the plot, the x axis denotes the radial distance
from the r = 0 point and the y axis denotes the amplitude of the dimensionless functions.

Eq.(s)(37,49,50) have structures similar to that of a Schwarzschild metric along with a correction term consisting of an
exponential factor multiplied by a coefficient. This coefficient consists of terms either proportional to some arbitrary
powers of r

lp
or some combination of these depending on the choice of the n value. Comparing eq.(s)(37,49,50) with

eq.(7), we observe striking similarities between the metric structures. It is evident that the exponential correction to
the Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy leads to black hole geometries which have structures similar to that of a
noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild black hole. It is also very important to observe that the matter density function
obtained in eq.(48,51,52) has also striking similarities to that of the matter density function in [32]. For the sake of
completeness, we would like to mention that our approach leads to the noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild black
hole in eq.(7) starting from eq.(8), and also the appropriate matter density function getting fixed from the Einstein
field equation.
We shall now briefly investigate the conformal structure of the black hole ds2 = −f(r)c2dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 in 1+1-
spacetime dimensions for the form of f(r) given in eq.(37). For a near horizon expansion of the lapse function f(r)
about the modified horizon radius r̃+ (given in eq.(23)), we can rewrite the line element as

ds2 = −(r − r̃+)f
′(r̃+)c

2dt2 +
1

(r − r̃+)f ′(r̃+)
dr2 . (54)

With the help of the coordinate transformation ρ = 2
√

r−r̃+
f ′(r̃+) we can recast the above line element in the Rindler form

as

ds2 = −ρ2f ′2(r̃+)
4

c2dt2 + dρ2 . (55)

We can now rewrite the above line element in the usual Minkowski spacetime in 1 + 1-dimensions using the following
coordinate transformations given by

T =
ρ

c
sinh

(
ctf ′(r̃+)

2

)
=

ρ

c
sinh

[
ct

2r+

(
1− e

−πr2+

l2p

)]
(56)

X = ρ cosh

(
ctf ′(r̃+)

2

)
= ρ cosh

[
ct

2r+

(
1− e

−πr2+

l2p

)]
. (57)

In terms of the above coordinate transformations, we can rewrite the line element in eq.(55) as ds2 = −c2dT2 + dX2.
It can be checked easily from Fig.(3) that for r = r̃+, T = ±X, the event horizon of the black hole is a null surface.
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Figure 3: T vs X plot: T = ±X lines correspond to the event horizon of the black hole at r = r̃+ and the red dotted
line correspond to a line of constant r outside the event horizon of the black hole.

4 Penrose-Carter diagram for the obtained metric function

We shall now look at the causal structure of the spacetime geometry obtained in eq.(37) and draw the corresponding
Penrose diagram. In 3+1-spacetime dimensions, the form of the line element corresponding to the lapse function f(r)
given is eq.(37) is given by

ds2 =− f(r)c2dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + h(r)dΩ2 . (58)

In order to obtain the Penrose diagram, we shall follow the analysis given in [39,43]. At first we consider a form of the
metric given as

ds2 = −κ(u, v)(dv2 − du2) + h(u, v)dΩ2 (59)

where κ(u, v) ̸= 0. Using du = ∂u
∂t dt+

∂u
∂r dr and dv = ∂v

∂t dt+
∂v
∂r dr in the above equation and comparing it with eq.(58),

we obtain the following set of equations

(∂tv)
2 − (∂tu)

2 =
f(r)

κ2(u, v)
, (60)

(∂rv)
2 − (∂ru)

2 = − 1

f(r)κ2(u, v)
, (61)

∂tv∂rv − ∂tu∂ru = 0 . (62)

In terms of the Tortoise coordinate r∗ =
´

dr
f(r) and with the redefinition N(r∗) =

f(r)
κ2 we can recast eq.(s)(60-62) as

(∂tv)
2 − (∂tu)

2 = N(r∗) , (63)

(∂r∗v)
2 − (∂r∗u)

2 = −N(r∗) , (64)

∂tv∂r∗v − ∂tu∂r∗u = 0 . (65)

Using eq.(s)(63,64,65), we arrive at the following two relations

(∂tv + ∂r∗v)
2 = (∂tu+ ∂r∗u)

2 , (66)

(∂tv − ∂r∗v)
2 = (∂tu− ∂r∗u)

2 . (67)

The determinant of the Jacobian for the change of coordinates from {t, r, θ, ϕ} → {v, u, θ, ϕ} attains a non-zero value
for the two equations deduced from eq.(s)(66,67) given below as

∂tv + ∂r∗v = ∂tu+ ∂r∗u , (68)

∂tv − ∂r∗v = −∂tu+ ∂r∗u . (69)

From the above two relations one can obtain the two wave equations given by

∂2
t u(t, r∗)− ∂2

r∗u(t, r∗) = 0 , ∂2
t v(t, r∗)− ∂2

r∗v(t, r∗) = 0 . (70)

Eq.(70) leads to a simple solution of u(t, r∗) and v(t, r∗) given by

u(t, r∗) = A(r∗ + t) +B(r∗ − t) , (71)

v(t, r∗) = A(r∗ + t)−B(r∗ − t) . (72)
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Substituting eq.(s)(71,72) back in eq.(s)(63-65), we obtain the following relation

2
d

dy+

[
ln

[
dA(y+)

dy+

]]
= 2

d

dy−

[
ln

[
dB(y−)
dy−

]]
=

d

dr∗
(lnN(r∗))

(73)

where y+ = r∗ + t, y− = r∗ − t. Using the separation constant to be 2β in the above equation, we obtain the form of
A(r∗ + t), B(r∗ + t), and N(r∗) as follows

A(r∗ + t) =
a1e

β(r∗+t)

β
+ a2 , (74)

B(r∗ − t) =
a3e

β(r∗−t)

β
+ a4 , (75)

N(r∗) =a5e
2βr∗ . (76)

where a1, a2, a3, a4 and a5 are integration constants. Now a simple choice of these constants are a1 = a3 = β
2 , and

a2 = a4 = 0 [39]. With this choice of the constants, we can obtain the forms of u, v, and κ2 as

u(t, r∗) = eβr∗ coshβt , v(t, r∗) = eβr∗ sinhβt , (77)

κ2(r∗) =
f(r)

β2
e−2βr∗ . (78)

It is straightforward to understand that the radial null geodesics are described by du
dv = ±1. In the regime r > r̃+, it

can be found that β = f ′(r̃+)
2 [39] where the form of r̃+ is given by eq.(23). It is easy to show that in the limit r → ∞,

u = ±v. One can now implement a set of new coordinate transformations, p̄ = u + v , q̄ = u − v and eventually
T = tan−1 p̄ , Z = tan−1 q̄. The final choice of coordinate transformations are Ũ = T + Z and Ṽ = T − Z using which
we will draw the Penrose-Carter diagram for the black hole spacetime with the lapse function f(r) given in eq.(37). In
this {Ṽ , Ũ} coordinates, Ũ = ±Ṽ denotes the event horizon r = r̃+ for the metric function f(r) given in eq.(37). It is
important to understand that the form of f(r) given in eq.(37) is valid only beyond the event horizon r = r̃+ of the
black hole. The future timelike infinity i+ is described by {Ṽ = π

2 , Ũ = π
2 } point and the past timelike infinity is given

by {Ṽ = π
2 , Ũ = −π

2 } point. The spatial infinity is given by {Ṽ = π, Ũ = 0} point in the {Ṽ , Ũ} coordinates.
We shall now investigate the singularity structure for the metric in eq.(37). At first we need to obtain the form of the
tortoise coordinate r∗ when r → 0. Here,

r∗ =

ˆ (
1− r+

r
+

l2p
2πr2

e
−πr2

l2p

)−1

dr = r + r+ ln

∣∣∣∣ rr+ − 1

∣∣∣∣− l2p
2π

ˆ
dre

−πr2

l2p

(r − r+)2
+ constant. (79)

In the limit r → 0, the first two terms vanish whereas the third term can be computed as limϵ→0

´ ϵ dre
−πr2

l2p

(r−r+)2 ≃
limϵ→0

√
π

2r2+
Erf(ϵ) = 0 (‘Erf’ denotes the Gauss error function).2 Hence, in the limit r → 0, r∗ → 0. For r∗ = 0,

Ũ = tan−1
[
eβt
]
+ tan−1

[
e−βt

]
, and Ṽ = tan−1

[
eβt
]
− tan−1

[
e−βt

]
. As tan−1 θ + tan−1 1

θ = π
2 , we get that in the

r → 0 limit, Ũ = π
2 whereas Ṽ can vary based on the value of t chosen. As t → 0, Ṽ = π

2 . This indicates that r = 0

singularity is a straight line parallel to the Ṽ axis extending from the
(
0, π

2

)
to
(
π
2 ,

π
2

)
point on the (Ṽ , Ũ) plane. One

can now extend this to the left side. In this way, the Penrose-Carter diagram for the black hole spacetime with the
lapse function f(r) from eq.(37) can be obtained and is given in Fig.(4).
Now we recall the Komar energy of a static, spherically symmetric black hole. It reads [44–46]

E =
1

2
r2∂rf(r)

∣∣∣∣
r=r̃+

= 2ST (80)

where S and T corresponds to the modified entropy and Hawking temperature of the black hole.
The Komar energy for the metric (given in eq.(37)) upto O(θ) reads

E = M

[
1−

(
1 +

θ

4πM2

)
e−

4πM2

θ

]
(81)

where we have replaced l2p by θ. We now rewrite eq.(81) in terms of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy and Hawking
temperature of the standard Schwarzschild black hole (upto O(θ)) as follows

E = 2SSch.TSch.

[
1−

(
1 +

θ

SSch.

)
e−

SSch.
θ

]
. (82)

2In [27], the exponential corrections were shown to be dominant for microscopic black holes. In case of such a black hole, r− r̃+ is a very

small quantity for which one can generally use the near horizon expansion while computing r∗. One obtains r∗ = 1
f ′(r̃+)

(
r + ln

∣∣∣ r
r̃+

− 1
∣∣∣) .

Hence, again r∗ goes to zero in the r → 0 limit.
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Figure 4: Penrose-Carter diagram for the spacetime geometry in eq.(37)

This is the Smarr formula [46] for the modified black hole geometry and is another important result in our paper.
Interestingly, the above formula has a similar form to the corresponding Smarr formula obtained in case of the non-
commutative inspired Schwarzschild black hole [36].
Now we shall investigate some astrophysical aspects for one of the metric structures obtained. We consider the metric
obtained in eq.(37) and compute the effective potential and the photon radius for this metric. The Killing vector Kµ

has the property Kµu
µ = constant. For a massless particle, we have the relation gµνu

µuν = 0. Using the time-like
Killing vector Kµ = [−f(r), 0, 0, 0] and the ϕ-like Killing vector Lµ = [0, 0, 0, r2 sin2 θ] along with the condition θ = π

2 ,
one can obtain the effective potential for the lapse function in eq.(37) to be

Veff =
f(r)L2

r2
− E2 =

L2

r2

[
1− 2GM

rc2
+

l2p
2πr2

e
−πr2

l2p

]
− E2 (83)

where L is the total angular momentum and E is the energy. The radius of the photon sphere can be obtained from

the conditions
dVeff

dr |r=rp = 0,
d2Veff

dr2 |r=rp < 0, where rp is the photon sphere radius. The photon sphere radius for the
lapse function in eq.(37) reads

rp =
3GM

c2

[
1− 1

2

(
1 +

2c4l2p
9πG2M2

)
e
− 9πG2M2

l2pc4

]
. (84)

The above result shows that there is a very small correction to the photon sphere radius coming from the exponential
correction in the area law for the entropy of the black hole.

5 Quantum corrected Einstein equations

While writing down the Einstein tensor’s in eq.(s)(40-43), we have made use of the standard Einstein equations that can
be obtained using the line element in eq.(19). It is quite straightforward to understand that the new modified forms of
f(r) and h(r) do not lead to vacuum solutions to the Einstein equations, rather they indicate towards a non-vanishing
energy momentum tensor. Another way to incorporate such a metric structure from eq.(s)(37,39) as a solution of
vacuum Einstein field equations is to modify the Einstein equations. The easiest way is to subtract the right hand side
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of eq.(s)(40-43) from the left hand side and call them as quantum corrected Einstein equations. These equations read

Ḡtt =f(r)

[
f(r)h

′2(r)

4h2(r)
− f(r)h′′(r)

h(r)
+

1

h(r)
− f ′(r)h′(r)

2h(r)

]
− f(r)

r2

[(
1− r+

r

)[
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
4πr2

l2p

]
+

l2p
2πr2

]
e
−πr2

l2p = 0 ,

(85)

Ḡrr =
1

f(r)

[
f(r)h

′2(r)

4h2(r)
− 1

h(r)
+

f ′(r)h′(r)
2h(r)

]
− 1

f(r)r2

[(
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

)
− l2p

2πr2

]
e
−πr2

l2p = 0 , (86)

Ḡθθ =
1

4

[
2f ′(r)h′(r) + 2f(r)h′′(r) + 2h(r)f ′′(r)− f(r)h

′2(r)

h(r)

]

+
h(r)

2r2

[(
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

l2p

)
+

3r+
r

(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

3l2p

)]
e
−πr2

l2p = 0 , (87)

Ḡϕϕ =
sin2 θ

4

(
2f ′(r)h′(r) + 2f(r)h′′(r) + 2h(r)f ′′(r)− f(r)h

′2(r)

h(r)

)

+
h(r) sin2 θ

2r2

[(
1− r+

r

)(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

l2p

)
+

3r+
r

(
1 +

l2p
πr2

+
2πr2

3l2p

)]
e
−πr2

l2p = 0 . (88)

Eq.(s)(85-88) are our proposals for modified Einstein equations for which eq.(19) serves as the vacuum solution with
f(r) and h(r) being given by eq.(37) and eq.(39). In Appendix 1, we have listed the modified Einstein equations when
h(r) = r2. In Appendix 2, we have shown the connection between these modified Einstein equations with the first law
of thermodynamics for the h(r) = r2 case.

6 Summary

In this work, we have formulated a way to obtain the metric structure of a static spherically symmetric black hole from
the Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy with the event horizon radius of the black hole being given as an external
input. To start with, we first applied our prescription to obtain the celebrated Reissner-Nordström black hole metric
from the “area by four” law of black hole entropy and using the Einstein field equation, we have shown that the metric
structure obtained in this procedure is indeed unique. The approach gets the solution from thermodynamics of black
holes without solving the field equations. The field equations reveal that the solution must be unique for an appropriate
energy-momentum tensor. This indicates that thermodynamics and gravity are related, a fact that have been discussed
earlier in the literature [40]. With this background, we then focussed on the modified Bekenstein-Hawking black hole
entropy obtained from microstate counting of horizon states [27]. Our method depends crucially on the input of the
event horizon radius of the black hole. Remarkably, the metric structures we obtain have striking similarities to that of a
noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild black hole. Therefore, this metric would be consistent with a noncommutative
inspired structure of spacetime. However, the geometry we obtain is not exactly identical to the noncommutative inspired
Schwarzschild black hole [32–36]. We also obtain the underlying matter density function for the metric structure found
in this procedure. It is also very important to note that the underlying matter density function also have striking
structural similarities to that of the matter density function used in case of the noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild
black holes [32]. We also briefly discuss the conformal structure of the obtained spacetime geometry and draw the
Penrose-Carter diagram for the spacetime geometry in eq.(37). Next we compute the Komar energy for our obtained
metric and from there we obtain the modified Smarr formula which corresponds to the modified Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy. Once again this modified Smarr formula have resemblance to that of a noncommutative inspired Schwarzschild
black hole [36]. We then discuss the astrophysical implications of our result by calculating the photon radius for such
a geometry. We observe that there is a shift in the photon sphere radius due to exponential correction in the black
hole entropy. We finally conclude our investigation by providing a set of vacuum Einstein field equations with quantum
corrections which lead to one of the metrics obtained earlier from the modified entropy formula. In this case, we consider
that the form of the metric comes from the quantum corrected Einstein field equations without the existence of any
matter distribution function. Finally, in Appendix 2, we show that the quantum corrected Einstein field equations can
in principle be related to the first law of black hole thermodynamics which in principle establishes a nice connection
between geometry and thermodynamics [47] (for h(r) = r2 case).
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Apppendix 1: Quantum corrected Einstein equations for h(r) = r2

In the earlier part of our analysis after obtaining eq.(37), we have considered the classical Einstein equation with matter
density function ρ(r) given in eq.(48) to prove the uniqueness of our solution. In this section, we look for quantum
corrections to the Einstein equations. We now propose a set of modified Einstein vacuum field equations. The quantum
Einstein vacuum field equations involving the {t, t} and {r, r} components of the quantum modified Einstein tensor Ḡtt

and Ḡrr are proposed as follows

r2f(r)Ḡtt = −r2f(r)Ḡrr = 0 (89)

where

r2f(r)Ḡtt = [1− f(r)− rf ′(r)]−
(
1 +

l2p
2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p . (90)

Similarly, the other two quantum modified vacuum field equations are proposed as

Ḡθθ = − 1

sin2 θ
Ḡϕϕ = 0 (91)

where

Ḡθθ =
r

2
(2f ′(r) + rf ′′(r))−

(
πr2

l2p
+

1

2
+

l2p
2πr2

)
e
−πr2

l2p . (92)

In eq.(s)(89,91), Ḡtt, Ḡrr, Ḡθθ, and Ḡϕϕ denotes the quantum modified Einstein tensor. Solving eq.(89) or eq.(91)
perturbatively, we obtain the form of the metric f(r) given in eq.(37). It is important to observe that both eq.(s)(89,91)
are vacuum field equations.
It is important to note that there are no solid justifications for the quantum Einstein equations in eq.(89-92) at this
moment. In order to obtain the quantum corrections, we have absorbed the energy-momentum tensor into the left hand
side of the Einstein field equations and proposed the resultant object as the quantum vacuum Einstein field equation
giving rise to the solution f(r) in eq.(37).

Appendix 2: Quantum corrected Einstein equations and its connection to the first law
of black hole thermodynamics for h(r) = r2

We shall now exploit the analytical form of r2f(r)Ḡrr given in eq.(89) around the horizon radius r̃+ given in eq.(23).
In the limit r → r̃+, eq.(89) can be expressed (upto O

(
exp

(
−πr2+/l

2
p

))
) as follows

r̃+f
′(r̃+)− 1 +

(
1 +

l2p
2πr2+

)
e
−πr2+

l2p = 0 . (93)

We now multiply both sides of the above equation with c4

2Gdr̃+ and obtain the following relation

c4

2G
f ′(r̃+)r̃+dr̃+ ≃ c4

2G

[
dr̃+ −

(
1 +

l2p
2πr2+

)
e
−πr2+

l2p dr+

]

=
c4

2G
dr+ (94)

= c2dM .

The left hand side of the above equation can be rearranged as

c4

2G
f ′(r̃+)r̃+dr̃+ =

(
ℏcf ′(r̃+)
4πkB

)
kBc

3

4ℏG
d(4πr̃2+) . (95)

In this relation the term in the parenthesis is the temperature of the black hole whose metric is given by eq.(37).
Invoking the form of the horizon from eq.(23), we finally obtain the following relation

Td

(
kBA

4l2p
− kBe

− A
4l2p

)
= c2dM (96)
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where we have identified A = 4πr2+ with r+ being the usual Schwarzschild radius. Now from eq.(18), we can see that

for n = 0 case, the modified entropy formula is S = kBA
4l2p

− kBe
− A

4l2p . With this identification, we can recast eq.(96)

given as
TdS = c2dM = dE (97)

which is the usual first law of black hole thermodynamics. The above analysis establishes a direct connection between
geometry and thermodynamics [47]. It is also important to identify that the pressure term at the horizon is zero leading
to the conclusion that we are dealing with a vacuum field equation. This indeed is a nice consistency check of the
proposed quantum Einstein equations in eq.(s)(89,92).
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