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A. A. Araújo Filho,1, ∗ J. R. Nascimento,1, † A. Yu. Petrov,1, ‡ P. J. Porf́ırio,1, § and Ali Övgün2, ¶
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In this study, we investigate the signatures of a non-commutative black hole solution. Initially,
we calculate the thermodynamic properties of the system, including entropy, heat capacity, and
Hawking radiation. For the latter quantity, we employ two distinct methods: surface gravity and
the topological approach. Additionally, we examine the emission rate and remnant mass within
this context. Remarkably, the lifetime of the black hole, after reaching its final state due to the
evaporation process, is expressed analytically up to a grey-body factor. We estimate the lifetime
for specific initial and final mass configurations. Also, we analyze the tensorial quasinormal modes
using the 6th-order WKB method. Finally, we study the deflection angle, i.e., gravitational lensing,
in both the weak and strong deflection limits.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the domain of general relativity, the formalism used to depict spacetime geometry lacks a precise boundary
on distance measurements, often regarding the Planck length as a foundational constraint. To address this chal-
lenge, scholars commonly explore the concept of non-commutative spacetimes. The motivation for exploring non-
commutative geometry stems from its connections to string/M-theory [1–3], with notable applications observed in
the domain of supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories, particularly within the superfield framework [4–6].Additionally,
the Seiberg-Witten map serves as a common tool for introducing non-commutativity into gravitational theories by
gauging an appropriate group [7]. This framework has led to significant advancements in understanding black holes,
encompassing their dynamics of evaporation [8, 9] and thermodynamic characteristics [10–14].

Nicolini et al. [15] introduced a significant discovery regarding the non-commutative effect. They proposed a
novel model that alters the matter source term while preserving the Einstein tensor part of the field equation. In
this model, the conventional point-like mass density on the Einstein equation is substituted by either a Gaussian

smeared distribution or a Lorentzian distribution. These distributions are defined as ρΘ = M(4πΘ)−
3
2 e−

r2

4Θ and

ρΘ = M
√
Θπ− 3

2 (r2 + πΘ)−2, respectively. A novel approach for incorporating non-commutativity into gravitational
scenarios has emerged in the literature, fundamentally treating it as a perturbation [16].

Gravitational waves and their characteristics are crucial for understanding a diverse array of physical phenomena,
ranging from early universe events to astrophysical occurrences such as stellar oscillations and binary systems [17–23].
These waves exhibit diverse intensities and modes, with their spectral attributes intricately linked to their sources
[24]. Notably, the emission of gravitational waves from black holes holds significant importance. Following the
collapse of matter, BHs emit radiation characterized by unique frequencies termed quasinormal modes [25–42]. In the
literature, it is widely employed the weak field approximation method to study these modes within black hole contexts,
encompassing general relativity and other gravitational theories, as well as scenarios involving Lorentz violation and
related fields [43–72].

Recent advancements, particularly the detection of gravitational waves by the LIGO-Virgo collaboration [73–75],
have expanded the scope of cosmological research. Gravitational waves are now used to explore the universe, including
studying gravitational lensing within the weak field approximation [76–78]. Historically, gravitational lensing studies
focused on light traveling great distances from the gravitational source, such as in Schwarzschild spacetime [79], and
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were later extended to general spherically symmetric and static spacetimes [80]. However, in regions with strong
gravitational fields, like those near black holes, the angular deviation of light is greatly amplified.

Observations from the Event Horizon Telescope of a supermassive black hole at the center of the M87 galaxy have
generated significant scientific interest [62, 81–90]. Early work by Virbhadra and Ellis introduced a concise lens equa-
tion for supermassive black holes within an asymptotically flat background [91, 92], showing multiple symmetrically
distributed images around the optic axis due to strong gravitational effects. Further advancements made by Fritelli
et al. [93], Bozza et al. [94], and Tsukamoto [95] have enhanced the analytical frameworks for studying strong field
gravitational lensing. These studies have examined light deflection in various contexts, including Reissner-Nordström
spacetime [96–98], rotating solutions [99–104], exotic constructs like wormholes [105–109], and modified gravity the-
ories [110].

In this study, we explore the characteristics of a non-commutative black hole solution. We begin by calculating
the system’s thermodynamic properties, including entropy, heat capacity, and Hawking radiation. For the latter, we
use two distinct methods: surface gravity and the topological approach. Additionally, we investigate the emission
rate and remnant mass in this context. Notably, the black hole’s lifetime, post-evaporation, is analytically expressed
up to a grey-body factor, with estimations made for specific initial and final mass configurations. We also analyze
the tensorial quasinormal modes using the 6th-order WKB method. Lastly, we examine the deflection angle, or
gravitational lensing, in both the weak and strong deflection limits.

The structure of this work is as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the general framework of the non-commutative
theory under consideration, including the mass distribution, black hole solution, and horizons. In Sec. IIIA, we
discuss the thermodynamics, evaporation, and emission rate. Sec. III A also covers the calculation of the quasinormal
modes using tensorial perturbations. In Sec. V, we present gravitational lensing calculations in the weak deflection
angle limit via the Gauss-Bonnet theorem. In Sec. VI, we revisit gravitational lensing using the strong deflection
limit technique. Finally, in Sec. VII, we offer our concluding remarks.

II. THE GENERAL SETUP

Examining the implications of spacetime involves, for instance, taking into account non-commutativity principles
with general relativity [111–119]. Various formulations of non-commutative field theory, based on the Moyal product,
have been proposed [120]. This section initiates by examining key features of the black hole solution in question,
beginning with the provided distribution [15, 119, 121]

ρΘ(r) =
M

√
Θ

π3/2(r2 + πΘ)2
, (1)

where M is the total mass and Θ is the non-commutative parameter with dimension of [L2], which is defined as

[xµ, xν ] = iΘµν . (2)

In Fig. 1, we represent the distribution ρΘ(r), considering different values of the non-commutative parameter Θ.
Here, we can also define MΘ as

MΘ =

ˆ r

0

4πr2ρΘ(r)dr =M − 4M
√
Θ√

πr
. (3)

In possession of it, in the non-commutative scenario, the Schwarzschild-like black hole is

ds2 = −fΘ(r)dt2 + fΘ(r)dr
2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2, (4)

in which

fΘ(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

8M
√
Θ√

πr2
. (5)

Such a metric gives rise to two physical solutions

r+ =M +

√
πM2 − 8

√
π
√
ΘM

√
π

, (6)
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Figure 1: The representation of the distribution ρΘ(r).
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Figure 2: The representation of f(r) for different values of Θ.

and

r− =M −

√
πM2 − 8

√
π
√
ΘM

√
π

, (7)

where r+ and r− are the event the Cauchy horizon respectively. To enhance reader comprehension, we present
plots and tables illustrating both quantities. Fig. 2 depicts r+ and r− as functions of M for various values of Θ.
Furthermore, Tab. I reveals that as M increases, so does r+, while an increase in Θ corresponds to a decrease in the
radius of the event horizon. Conversely, Tab. II demonstrates that as mass increases, r− decreases; additionally, an
increase in the non-commutative parameter results in a growth of the radius of the Cauchy horizon.

Table I: The event horizon, r+, is shown for a range of values of mass M , and parameter Θ.

M Θ r+ M Θ r+
0.00 0.01 0.00000 2.00 0.00 4.00000
1.00 0.01 1.74071 2.00 0.01 3.75991
2.00 0.01 3.75991 2.00 0.02 3.65027
3.00 0.01 5.76513 2.00 0.03 3.56092
4.00 0.01 7.76757 2.00 0.04 3.48142
5.00 0.01 9.76899 2.00 0.05 3.40766
6.00 0.01 11.7699 2.00 0.06 3.33747
7.00 0.01 13.7706 2.00 0.07 3.26952
8.00 0.01 15.7710 2.00 0.08 3.20282
9.00 0.01 17.7714 2.00 0.09 3.13661
10.0 0.01 19.7717 2.00 0.10 3.07023
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Figure 3: The event (on the left panel) and the Cauchy (on the right panel) are shown for different values of Θ.

Table II: The Cauchy horizon, r−, is shown for a range of values of mass M , and parameter Θ.

M Θ r− M Θ r−
0.00 0.01 0.000000 2.00 0.00 0.000000
1.00 0.01 0.259292 2.00 0.01 0.240086
2.00 0.01 0.240086 2.00 0.02 0.349732
3.00 0.01 0.234870 2.00 0.03 0.439080
4.00 0.01 0.232429 2.00 0.04 0.518584
5.00 0.01 0.231013 2.00 0.05 0.592345
6.00 0.01 0.230088 2.00 0.06 0.662526
7.00 0.01 0.229436 2.00 0.07 0.730484
8.00 0.01 0.228952 2.00 0.08 0.797183
9.00 0.01 0.228579 2.00 0.09 0.863387
10.0 0.01 0.228281 2.00 0.10 0.929766

III. THERMODYNAMICS, EVAPORATION AND EMISSION RATE

In this section, we shall analyze the thermodynamic behavior of the system and the respective evaporation process;
also, we shall estimate the lifetime of the black hole under consideration.

A. Hawking temperature via topological method

Using the topological technique, one can determine the Hawking temperature without sacrificing the knowledge
about the higher-dimensional space by using the Euclidean geometry of the 2-dimensional spacetime. The thermo-
dynamic property of Hawking temperature for a two-dimensional black hole can be established using the topological
method [122–124]

TH =
ℏc

4πχkB
Σj≤χ

ˆ
rhj

√
|g|Rdr. (8)

In this context, the symbols ℏ, c, and kB represent the Planck constant, speed of light, and Boltzmann’s constant,
respectively. Additionally, g corresponds to the metric determinant, and rhj

signifies the j-th Killing horizon. For
this study, we adopt the values ℏ = 1, c = 1, and kB = 1 for these parameters. The function R denotes the Ricci
scalar in the two-dimensional spacetime. The variable χ represents the Euler characteristic of the Euclidean geometry
and is linked to the count of Killing horizons. The symbol Σj≤χ signifies the summation across the Killing horizons.

The Euler characteristic in a two-dimensional spacetime is expressed as follows:

χ =

ˆ √
|g|d2xR

4π
. (9)
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Upon employing the Wick rotation t = iτ and defining the new compact time as the inverse temperature β, the
Euler characteristic χ takes the form [122, 123].

χ =

ˆ β

0

dτ

ˆ
rH

√
|g|dr R

4π
. (10)

Subsequently, the connection between the Hawking temperature TH and the Euler characteristic χ is established
through the relation:

1

4πTH

ˆ
rH

√
|g|Rdr = χ, (11)

this relationship serves as the basis for Eq. (8).
By considering a specific hypersurface, the black hole can be transformed into a two-dimensional configuration with

a reduced metric [125] through the Wick rotation (τ = it):

ds2 = fΘ(r)dτ
2 +

dr2

fΘ(r)
. (12)

The Ricci scalar corresponding to the reduced metric (12) is given by:

R =
4M

r3
− 48

√
ΘM√
πr4

. (13)

Hence, the temperature of the black hole is determined by employing the formula:

TΘ =
1

4πχ

ˆ
r+

√
|g|Rdr = M

2πr2+
− 4

√
ΘM

π3/2r3+
, (14)

which leads to the same result by using the surface gravity formula

TΘ =
1

4π
√
g00g11

dg00
dr

∣∣∣∣
r=r+

=
M

2πr2+
− 4

√
ΘM

π3/2r3+
, (15)

where M is obtained if we consider f(r+) = 0, which reads

M =
r2+

2
(
r+ − 4

√
Θ√
π

) . (16)

Explicitly, in terms of the horizon, such a thermal quantity is given by

TΘ =
1

2πr+

(
r+

r+− 8
√

Θ√
π

+ 1

) . (17)

To visualize better the Hawking temperature, we present Fig. 4, regarding different ranges of the event horizon and
the non-commutative parameter. Notably, note that, for small values of r+, such a thermodynamic function indicates
a phase transition, as displayed in the left panel. In general lines, Θ decreases as the magnitude of TΘ grows, as seen
in the right panel. Moreover, we compare our results with the Schwarzschild case and another one, which was recently
obtained within the context of non-commutative gauge theory [9].

B. Entropy

Another thermodynamic quantity worthy to be investigated is indeed the entropy. Therefore, the area of the event
horizon can be cast as:

AΘ =

ˆ ˆ
√
g22g33dθdφ = 4πr2+. (18)
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Figure 4: The Hawking temperature are shown for different ranges of r+ and Θ.

From this result, we can properly compute the entropy, as shown below

SΘ =
AΘ

4
= π


√
M
(√

πM − 8
√
Θ
)

4
√
π

+M


2

. (19)

In Fig. 5, we show the entropy behavior, considering distinct values of the mass and parameter Θ. As we can see,
the second law of thermodynamics is also verified for our black hole solution. Furthermore, we compare our outcomes
with the Schwarzschild case and Ref. [9].

C. Heat capacity

Finally, let us address the heat capacity

CΘV = TΘ
∂SΘ

∂TΘ
= TΘ

∂SΘ/∂M

∂TΘ/∂M
= 2πr2+

 1

4− 32Θ+πr2+
4
√
π
√
Θr+

− 1

 . (20)

In Fig. 6, the behavior of the heat capacity analogously to what we have accomplished up to now is exhibited. Notice
that several phase transitions are also highlighted in such a plot. Also, we provide a comparative analysis of our
findings regarding both the Schwarzschild case and recent literature [9]. Finally, to display a general panorama of all
thermodynamic functions, we present Tab. III. Here, we compare all thermal quantities developed in this work with
Schwarzschild and the results shown in Ref. [9].



7

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0
0

50

100

150

200

250

300

0 5 10 15 20

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

0 2 4 6 8 10

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

Figure 5: The entropy is exhibited for different ranges of M and Θ.
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Table III: Comparison of the thermodynamic properties between a NC Schwarzschild BH obtained by the present
study (via deformed mass) and the previous results (from deformed metric). Here,

Γ = 32πr2+

(
Θ2 − 2r2+ +

√
Θ4 + 4r4+ + 7Θ2r2+

)2
, and rs is the Schwarzschild radius.

This work Araújo Filho et al. [9] Schwarzschild

TΘ
1

2πr+

 r+

r+− 8
√

Θ√
π

+1


11Θ2

(
256r2+

(
Θ2−2r2++

√
Θ4+4r4++7Θ2r2+

)2
−363Θ6

)
4096πr3+

(
Θ2−2r2++

√
Θ4+4r4++7Θ2r2+

)3 1
4πrs

AΘ 4πr2+ 4πr2s+
5π
16
Θ2 4πr2s

SΘ πr2+ πr2s+
5π
64
Θ2 πr2s

CV Θ 2πr2+

 1

4−
32Θ+πr2

+

4
√

π
√

Θr+

− 1

 −
Γ

 256r2+(Θ2−2r2++
√

Θ4+4r4
+

+7Θ2r2
+)

2

121Θ4 −3Θ2


121Θ4

 256r2
+(Θ2−2r2

+
+
√

Θ4+4r4
+

+7Θ2r2
+)

2

121Θ4 −9Θ2

 −2πr2s
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Figure 7: Mrem as a function of the non-commutative parameter Θ.

D. Evaporation process

Now, let us examine the evaporation process of our non-commutative black hole. To do so, it is reasonable to
calculate the remnant mass, Mrem. Note that, in our scenario, as the black hole approaches its final stage of
evaporation (TΘ → 0), this culminates in the following expression to the mass

Mrem =
2
√
Θ√
π
. (21)

From the aforementioned equation, it is clear that only one parameter, namely Θ, exerts influence on the modification
of Mrem. To facilitate a comprehensive understanding of the behavior of this mass, we present Fig. 7. Another
important aspect worth exploring in this context is essentially the black hole lifetime. Thereby, we have

dM

dτ
= −ασaT 4

Θ. (22)

Here, a represents the radiation constant, σ denotes the cross-sectional area, and α is for the greybody factor. Taking
into consideration the geometric optics approximation, σ is thereby understood as the cross section for photon capture:

σ = π

(
gφφ
gtt

)∣∣∣∣
r=rph

=

(√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)4

8

(
3πM2 − 16

√
π
√
ΘM + π3/4M

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)) , (23)
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Figure 8: The evaporation time, denoted as tevap, as a function of M and Θ on the left hand; also, it is also
displayed tevap, regarding some fixed values of Θ as a function of M .

where rph is the photon sphere radius given by

rph =

(√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)4

8

(
3πM2 − 16

√
π
√
ΘM + π3/4M

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)) . (24)

With this, we can substitute these previous expressions in Eq. (22), so that

dM

dτ
=

−ξM
(√

πM − 8
√
Θ
)2

8π7/2

(√
M
(√

πM − 8
√
Θ
)
+ 4

√
πM

)4(
−16

√
Θ+ 4

√
π

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3

√
πM

) , (25)

where ξ = aα. Therefore, we have to solve

ˆ tevap

0

ξdτ =

ˆ Mrem

Mi

dM

 −ξM
(√

πM − 8
√
Θ
)2

8π7/2

(√
M
(√

πM − 8
√
Θ
)
+ 4

√
πM

)4

κ


−1

,

(26)

where Mi is the initial mass configuration, tevap being the time for reaching the final stage of the respective its

evaporation, and κ =

(
−16

√
Θ+ 4

√
π

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3

√
πM

)
. Therefore, we obtain the general expression

for tevap, as shown in the Appendix. Now, let us estimate the lifetime of the black hole under consideration for a
particular configuration ofMi (initial mass) andMf (final mass). For instance, ifMi = 10 andMf =Mrem = 0.356825
(for Θ = 0.001), we get

tevap =
1

ξ

(
2.51807× 107

)
. (27)

In Fig. 9, we show the reduction of mass M until reaching the final state of the black hole evaporation, i.e., when
it reaches its remnant mass Mrem.

E. Emission rate

Subsequently, our focus shifts to determining the rate of energy emission by black holes, commonly referred to as
Hawking radiation. It is established that the black hole shadow corresponds to its high energy absorption cross-section
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Figure 9: The reduction of mass as a function of time.

for observers at infinity. Conversely, at higher energies, it converges to a constant value known as σlim, which, for a
spherically symmetric black hole, is described in [126].

σlim ≈ R2
sh. (28)

Applying such a limit, the computation of the rate of energy emission of a black hole is then performed[126–129]

d2E

dωdt
=

2π2σlim
eω/TΘ − 1

ω3, (29)

with ω represents the photon frequency.
Figure 10 illustrates the emission rate plotted against the frequency ω for different values of Θ. It is evident that

as frequencies tend towards both zero and infinity, the emission rate diminishes. Additionally, it is noteworthy that
Θ contributes to diminishing the magnitude of the emission rate.
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Figure 10: The emission rate for distinct patterns of Θ and M .

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES

A noteworthy phenomenon termed quasinormal modes emerges, revealing distinct oscillation patterns that remain
largely unaltered by initial perturbations. These modes exemplify the inherent characteristics of the system, deriving
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from the natural oscillations of spacetime, irrespective of specific initial conditions. Unlike normal modes associ-
ated with closed systems, quasinormal modes correspond to open systems, gradually dissipating energy through the
emission of gravitational waves. Mathematically, they are characterized as poles of the complex Green function.

To ascertain their frequencies, researchers derive solutions to the wave equation within a system governed by
the background metric gµν . However, obtaining analytical solutions for these modes frequently poses significant
challenges. Various methodologies have been explored in scientific literature to address this issue. Among these,
the WKB (Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin) method stands out as particularly prevalent. Its origins can be traced back
to the seminal contributions of Will and Iyer [130, 131]. Subsequent advancements, including extensions up to the
sixth order by Konoplya [132] and up to the thirteenth order by Matyjasek and Opala [133], have further refined this
approach.

In particular, this section is dedicated to exploring the quasinormal modes specifically in the context of tensorial
(gravitational) perturbations. Our focus will align closely with the findings of Ref. [35, 134]. In general lines, the
axially symmetric spacetime can be expressed as:

ds2 − e2νdt2 + e2ψ(dϕ− q1dt− q2dr − q3dθ)
2e2µ2dr2 + e2µ3dθ2. (30)

Taking into account the non-perturbed black hole, we obtain

e2ν = f(r), e−2µ2 =

(
1− 2m(r)

r

)
=

∆

r2
, (31)

in which

∆ = r2 − 2m(r)r, eµ3 = r, eψ = r sin θ, (32)

and

q1 = q2 = q3 = 0, (33)

where the metric presented in (4) can properly be written as follows

fΘ(r) = 1− 2MΘ(r)

r
, (34)

so that

MΘ(r) =M − 4M
√
Θ√

πr
.

Axial perturbations are commonly characterized by q1, q2, and q3. It is worth noting that for the linear perturbations
δν, δψ, δµ2, δµ3, polar ones with even parity emerge. However, such perturbations fall outside the scope of this paper.
Now, turning our attention to Einstein’s equations, we find

(e3ψ+ν−µ2−µ3Q23),3 = −e3ψ−ν−µ2+µ3Q02,0, (35)

where x2 = r, x3 = θ and QAB = qA,B − qB,A, QA0 = qA,0 − q1,A [35, 134]. In addition, we can also rewrite the above
expression as √

f(r)√
∆

1

r3 sin3 θ

∂Q

∂θ
= −(q1,2 − q2,0),0, (36)

in which Q is given as

Q(t, r, θ) = ∆Q23 sin
3 θ = ∆(q2,3 − q3,2) sin

3 θ. (37)

Considering another significant equation, namely,

(e3ψ+ν−µ2−µ3Q23),2 = e3ψ−ν+µ2−µ3Q03,0, (38)

it can be shown that √
f(r)

√
∆

r3 sin3 θ

∂Q

∂θ
= (q1,3 − q3,0),0. (39)
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Figure 11: The effective potential Veff (r) is shown as a function of the tortoise coordinate r∗ for tensorial
perturbations.

We can demonstrate this further by employing the expression Q(r, θ) = Q(r)C
−3/2
l+2 (θ), where Cνn(θ) denotes the

Gegenbauer function that obeys [35, 134],[
d

dθ
sin2ν θ

d

dθ
+ n(n+ 2ν) sin2ν θ

]
Cνn(θ) = 0, (40)

therefore

r
√
f(r)∆

d

dr

(√
f(r)∆

r3
dQ

dr

)
− µ2 f(r)

r2
Q+ ω2Q = 0, (41)

where µ2 = (l − 1)(l + 2). Here, we regard Q = rZ so that d
dr∗

=
√
f(r)∆ 1

r
d
dr , and(

d2

dr∗2
+ ω2 − Veff (r)

)
Z = 0, (42)

with r∗ being the tortoise coordinate. Explicitly, it reads

r∗ = r +M ln
(
8
√
ΘM +

√
πr(r − 2M)

)
+

2
√
M
(√

πM − 4
√
Θ
)
tanh−1

(
4
√
π(M−r)

√
M
√√

πM−8
√
Θ

)
4
√
π
√√

πM − 8
√
Θ

. (43)

Furthermore, the effective potential can properly be obtained

Veff (r) = fΘ(r)

(
l(l + 1)

r2
− 6MΘ(r)

r3
+

2M′
Θ(r)

r2

)
, (44)

in such a way that

Veff (r) = fΘ(r)

 l(l + 1)

r2
+

2M
(

16
√
Θ√
π

− 3r
)

r4

 . (45)

As it is usually inferred in the studies of quasinormal modes, we provide the plots of the effective potential Veff (r)
against the tortoise coordinate r∗ in Fig. 11. Here, the graphic is performed by considering particular values of
Θ = 0.1 and M = 1.0 for different values of l.
Effectively solving Eq. (42) requires carefully considering the relevant boundary conditions. In our particular

scenario, solutions stand out by demonstrating purely ongoing behavior near the horizon

Z in(r∗) ∼

{
Cl(ω)e

−iωr∗ (r∗ → −∞)

A
(−)
l (ω)e−iωr

∗
+A

(+)
l (ω)e+iωr

∗
(r∗ → +∞).
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Spin 2 l = 0 l = 1 l = 2
Θ ω0 ω0 ω0

0.10 4.84572 - 5.88427i 4.18317 - 5.95134i 2.89163 - 6.04328i
0.12 4.02939 - 4.82192i 3.42490 - 4.88470i 2.24718 - 4.97041i
0.14 3.44481 - 4.07124i 2.88527 - 4.13141i 1.79907 - 4.20667i
0.16 3.00574 - 3.51331i 2.48475 - 3.56838i 1.47109 - 3.63607i
0.18 2.66628 - 3.08019i 2.17584 - 3.13252i 1.22090 - 3.19606i
0.20 2.39581 - 2.73483i 1.93000 - 2.78633i 1.02532 - 2.84456i

Table IV: The quasinormal modes are shown by using sixth-order WKB approximation, considering different values
of Θ. Here, the multipole numbers are regarded l = 0, l = 1, and l = 2.

The integral complex coefficients A
(+)
l (ω), Cl(ω), and A

(−)
l (ω) are considered crucial for our subsequent analytical

investigation. They are utilized as fundamental elements in the examination of the quasinormal modes associated with

a black hole, distinguished by frequencies ωnl, satisfying the condition A
(−)
l (ωnl) = 0. These modes are characterized

by a distinctive behavior, with purely outgoing waves observed at spatial infinity and exclusively ongoing waves near
the event horizon. The integers n and l are denoted as the overtone and multipole numbers, respectively. Furthermore,
it is noteworthy that the spectrum of quasinormal modes represents the eigenvalues derived from Eq. (42). In order
to provide the calculation of these frequencies, the WKB method, a semi-analytical technique reminiscent of quantum
mechanics, is invoked.

Moreover, the WKB approximation, which Schutz and Will introduced [135], has become a remarkable method to
address the quasinormal modes, particularly in analyzing particle scattering around black holes. This technique has
undergone refinement over the years, with significant contributions from Konoplya [132, 136]. However, it is crucial
to recognize that the method’s applicability relies on the potential exhibiting a barrier-like structure (as shown in Fig.
11) and leveling off to constant values as r∗ → ±∞. By aligning the solution power series with the peak potential
turning points, researchers can accurately derive the quasinormal modes [137]. Given these premises, the expression
for the sixth-order WKB formula is as follows:

i(ω2
n − V0)√
−2V

′′
0

−
6∑
j=2

Λj = n+
1

2
. (46)

In essence, Konoplya’s formulation for the quasinormal modes comprises several key components. In particular, the
term V

′′

0 represents the second derivative of the potential, evaluated at its maximum r0. Furthermore, the constants
Λj are influenced by the effective potential and its derivatives at this peak. Notably, recent progress in this field has
revealed a 13th-order WKB approximation developed by Matyjasek and Opala [133].

It is to be noted that the quasinormal frequencies are characterized by a negative imaginary component. This
feature implies that these modes are subject to exponential decay over time, indicating energy dissipation through
gravitational waves. This observation is in line with previous studies examining scalar, electromagnetic, and gravita-
tional perturbations within spherically symmetric contexts [35, 55, 138–140].

In Tab. IV, we present the quasinormal modes for a variety of values of Θ; also, we have considered l = 0, l = 1, and
l = 2. In general lines, the non-commutative parameter is responsible for attenuating the dumped frequencies. Similar
conclusions were addressed recently in the literature, concerning distinct methods to introduce the non-commutativity
in gravity [141, 142].

V. WEAK DEFLECTION ANGLE USING GAUSS–BONNET THEOREM

In this section, we review the Gauss-Bonnet theorem and compute the weak deflection angle of the black hole.
Initially, we express the null geodesics satisfying ds2 = 0, a rearrangement of which yields:

dt2 = γijdx
idxj =

1

fΘ(r)2
dr2 +

r2

fΘ(r)
dΩ2, (47)

Here, i and j range from 1 to 3, and γij represents the optical metric.
To employ the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, it is imperative to compute the Gaussian curvature, and this calculation is

performed here:

K =
R

2
=

fΘ(r)

2

d2

dr2
fΘ(r)−

(
d
drfΘ(r)

)2
4

=
128ΘM2

πr6
− 48

√
ΘM2

√
πr5

+
3M2

r4
+

24
√
ΘM√
πr4

− 2M

r3
. (48)
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Figure 12: Weak deflection angle α versus impact parameter b for M = 1 and variable Θ. The black solid line is for
the Schwarzschild case.

Here, γ ≡ det(γij), and R represents the Ricci scalar. The surface area on the equatorial plane is expressed as [143]:

dS =
√
γdrdϕ =

r

fΘ(r)3/2
drdϕ ≈

r + 3M
(√

πr − 4
√
Θ
)

√
πr

 drdϕ. (49)

Subsequently, the deflection angle of light can be computed as:

α = −
ˆ ˆ

D̃

KdS = −
ˆ π

0

ˆ ∞

b
sinϕ

KdS

≃ 4M

b
+

15ΘM2

b4
− 64

√
ΘM2

3
√
πb3

+
3πM2

4b2
− 6

√
π
√
ΘM

b2
. (50)

In this calculation, the zero-order particle trajectory r = b/ sinϕ, where 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π in the weak deflection limit,
has been employed which is shown in Fig. 12. As Θ increases from 0 to 0.5, the deflection angle α decreases. This
suggests that higher values of Θ reduce the deflection angle, indicating a weaker gravitational lensing effect. For larger
b values, the deflection angle is predominantly influenced by the leading term 4M

b . The differences due to varying

Θ become less pronounced in this range. At smaller b values, the higher-order terms involving Θ and M2 become
more significant, resulting in noticeable differences in the deflection angle for different Θ values. The plot effectively
illustrates the impact of Θ on the deflection angle, showing that higher Θ values lead to a smaller deflection angle for
light passing near the black hole.

VI. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING IN THE STRONG DEFLECTION LIMIT

In this section, we describe the general methodology used to obtain the deflection angle of a light ray within the
strong deflection limit [144]. Like many previous works (e.g., [145, 146]), we focus on asymptotically flat, static, and
spherically symmetric spacetimes characterized by the line element:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + C(r)(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2). (51)

To apply the method proposed by Tsukamoto [144], the metric must satisfy the asymptotic flatness condition. Specifi-
cally, the coefficients A(r), B(r), and C(r) should behave as follows: lim

r→∞
A(r) = 1, lim

r→∞
B(r) = 1, and lim

r→∞
C(r) = r2.

Due to the spacetime symmetries, there are two Killing vectors: ∂t and ∂ϕ.
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We shall now briefly describe the procedure for calculating the deflection angle in the strong field regime, starting
by defining a new variable, D(r):

D(r) ≡ C ′(r)

C(r)
− A′(r)

A(r)
, (52)

with the prime indices representing the derivative with respect to the radial coordinate. We assume there is at least
one positive solution when D(r) = 0. The radius of the photon sphere, denoted as rm, is defined as the largest positive
solution of D(r) = 0. We assume A(r), B(r), and C(r) are finite and positive for r ≥ rm.
Because of the existence of two Killing vectors, there are two conserved quantities: energy E = A(r)ṫ and angular

momentum L = C(r)ϕ̇. We assume both E and L are nonzero. With this, we introduce the impact parameter b,
defined as:

b ≡ L

E
=
C(r)ϕ̇

A(r)ṫ
. (53)

Due to axial symmetry, we can restrict the motion to the equatorial plane (θ = π/2), so the radial equation becomes:

ṙ2 = V (r), (54)

with V (r) = L2R(r)/B(r)C(r), and R(r) ≡ C(r)/A(r)b2 − 1. This equation is identical to the motion equation
for a unit mass object in a potential V (r). The photon can move where V (r) ≥ 0. Given the asymptotic flatness
conditions, lim

r→∞
V (r) = E2 > 0, allowing the photon to exist at infinity (r → ∞). We assume there is at least one

positive solution for R(r) = 0.
In this study, we focus on the gravitational lensing scenario where a photon, originating from infinity, approaches

a gravitational object, scatters at the closest distance r0, and then continues to infinity. For scattering to occur,
rm < r0 must hold, as a photon cannot have a closed orbit in this case. Here, r = r0 is the largest positive solution
of R(r) = 0, and B(r) and C(r) are finite. Consequently, V (r) vanishes at r = r0. Since r0 is the point of closest
approach where R(r) = 0, we deduce:

A0ṫ
2
0 = C0ϕ̇

2
0. (55)

In this manner, and throughout the following discussions, the subscript “0” signifies quantities evaluated at r = r0.
For simplicity, we can assume, without loss of generality, that the impact parameter b is positive, especially when
dealing with a single light ray. As the impact parameter remains constant along the trajectory, it can be expressed
as:

b(r0) =
L

E
=
C0ϕ̇0

A0ṫ0
=

√
C0

A0
. (56)

Notice that R(r) may also be given by

R(r) =
A0C

AC0
− 1. (57)

We outline a condition that is both necessary and sufficient for the existence of a circular light orbit, drawing from
the approach as shown in Ref. [147]. Therefore, the trajectory equation reads

BCṙ2

E2
+ b2 =

C

A
, (58)

in such a way that

r̈ +
1

2

(
B′

B
+
C ′

C
ṙ2
)

=
E2D(r)

AB
. (59)

Here, for r ≥ rm, A(r), B(r), and C(r) are finite and positive. With E being positive as well, the condition D(r) = 0
ensures the consistency of a circular light orbit. It is worth noting that R′

m = DmCmAm/b
2 = 0, where the subscript

m denotes quantities specifically evaluated at r = rm.
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Now, we consider a critical impact parameter, denoted by bc:

bc(rm) ≡ lim
r0→rm

√
C0

A0
. (60)

This regard will henceforth be referred to as the strong deflection limit. By taking a derivative of V (r) with respect
to r, we have

V ′(r) =
L2

BC

[
R′ +

(
C ′

C
− B′

B

)
R

]
. (61)

This means that as r0 approaches rm in the strong deflection limit, both V (r0) and V
′(r0) tend to zero. Consequently,

the trajectory equation adopts the following form:(
dr

dϕ

)2

=
R(r)C(r)

B(r)
, (62)

and the so-called the deflection angle, i.e., α(r0), can be given by

α(r0) = I(r0)− π, (63)

where, in this context, I(r0) is given by

I(r0) ≡ 2

ˆ ∞

r0

dr√
R(r)C(r)
B(r)

. (64)

To proceed, our initial task involves taking into account the integration. It is important to mention that such a
procedure poses a formidable challenge, as noted in the work by Tsukamoto [144]. In addition, let us define [144]

z ≡ 1− r0
r
, (65)

so that the integral is rewritten as

I(r0) =

ˆ 1

0

f(z, r0)dz, (66)

with

f(z, z0) ≡
2r0√
G(z, r0)

, and G(z, r0) ≡ R
C

B
(1− z)4. (67)

In terms of z, notice that R(r) reads

R(r) = D0r0z +

[
r0
2

(
C ′′

0

C0
− A′′

0

A0

)
+

(
1− A′

0r0
A0

)
D0

]
r0z

2 +O(z3) + ... . (68)

Expanding G(z, r0) in terms of z, we have:

G(z, r0) =

∞∑
n=1

cn(r0)z
n, (69)

where c1(r) and c2(r) are

c1(r0) =
C0D0r0
B0

, (70)

and

c2(r0) =
C0r0
B0

{
D0

[(
D0 −

B′
0

B0

)
r0 − 3

]
+
r0
2

(
C ′′

0

C0
− A′′

0

A0

)}
. (71)
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Moreover, by considering the strong deflection limit, it turns out that

c1(rm) = 0, and c2(rm) =
Cmr

2
m

2Bm
D′
m, with D′

m =
C ′′

Cm
− A′′

Am
. (72)

Here, G(z, r0) possess a shorter notation, as shown below:

Gm(z) = c2(rm)z2 +O(z3). (73)

This shows that the main divergence of f(z, r0) happens at the order of z−1, causing a logarithmic divergence in
the integral I(r0) as r0 gets close to rm. To manage this divergence, we split the integral I(r0) into two parts: a
divergent part, ID(r0), and a regular part, IR(r0). In this sense, the divergent part ID(r0) is properly written as:

ID(r0) ≡
ˆ 1

0

fD(z, r0)dz, with fD(z, r0) ≡
2r0√

c1(r0)z + c2(r0)z2
. (74)

After integrating, we obtain

ID(r0) =
4r0√
c2(r0)

ln

[√
c2(r0) +

√
c1(r0) + c2(r0)√
c1(r0)

]
. (75)

Considering the expansion of c1(r0) and b(r0) around r0 − rm

c1(r0) =
CmrmD

′
m

Bm
(r0 − rm) +O((r0 − rm)2), (76)

and

b(r0) = bc(rm) +
1

4

√
Cm
Am

D′
m(r0 − rm)2 +O((r0 − rm)3), (77)

leading to the following in the strong deflection limit

lim
r0→rm

c1(r0) = lim
b→bc

2Cmrm
√
D′

Bm

(
b

bc
− 1

)1/2

. (78)

Thereby, ID(b) is

ID(b) = − rm√
c2(rm)

ln

[
b

bc
− 1

]
+

rm√
c2(rm)

ln
[
r2D′

m

]
+O[(b− bc) ln(b− bc)]. (79)

Meanwhile, we define IR(b) as

IR(b) =

ˆ 0

1

fR(z, bc)dz +O[(b− bc) ln(b− bc)]. (80)

Here, let fR be defined as fR = f(z, r0)− fD(z, r0). In the strong deflection limit, the deflection angle is given by

a(b) = −ã ln
[
b

bc
− 1

]
+ b̃+O[(b− bc) ln(b− bc)], (81)

in which

ã =

√
2BmAm

C ′′
mAm − CmA′′

m

, and b̃ = ã ln

[
r2m

(
C ′′

Cm
− A′′

m

Cm

)]
+ IR(rm)− π. (82)
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A. Gravitational lensing of a non-commutative black hole

After all the methodology presented above, let us apply it to our metric under consideration in Eq. (4). Then, we
have

bc =
1

2

√√√√√√√√
(√

M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)4

6πM2 − 32
√
π
√
ΘM + 2π3/4M

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
) . (83)

Also, ã and b̃ can be expressed as

ã = 4
√
π

√√√√√√
1

√
π − 64

√
ΘM(√

M(9
√

πM−64
√

Θ)
4√π

+3M

)2

, (84)

In this sense, we can write

b̃ = 4
√
π

√√√√√√
1

√
π − 64

√
ΘM(√

M(9
√

πM−64
√

Θ)
4√π

+3M

)2

ln

 8
4
√
πM√

M(9
√
πM−64

√
Θ)

+ 1

+ IR(rm)− π.
(85)

In contrast with what happens in the Schwarzschild case, notice that the contribution to the parameter ã is
fundamentally due to the feature coming from the non-commutativity. In addition, IR(rm) can be calculated as

IR(rm) =

ˆ 1

0

dz

{
√
2

(√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)

×

− 1√
Mz2

(
−64

√
Θ+ 3 4

√
π

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 9

√
πM

)

+
1√

Mz2
(

4
√
π(3− 2z)

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3

√
πM(3− 2z)− 16

√
Θ(z − 2)2

)



= 0.82439.

(86)

Here, we have evaluated IR(rm) numerically, considering M = 2 and Θ = 0.1. In this manner, the deflection angle
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Figure 13: The deflection angle as a function of b for different values of Θ and M .

shown in Eq. (81) reads

a(b) =− 4
√
π

√√√√√√
1

√
π − 64

√
ΘM(√

M(9
√

πM−64
√

Θ)
4√π

+3M

)2

ln


b

1
2

√√√√ (√
M(9

√
πM−64

√
Θ)+3 4

√
πM

)4

6πM2−32
√
π
√
ΘM+2π3/4M

√
M(9

√
πM−64

√
Θ)

− 1



+ 4
√
π

√√√√√√
1

√
π − 64

√
ΘM(√

M(9
√

πM−64
√

Θ)
4√π

+3M

)2

ln

 8
4
√
πM√

M(9
√
πM−64

√
Θ)

+ 1

+ 0.82439− π

+O



b−
1

2

√√√√√√√√
(√

M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)4

6πM2 − 32
√
π
√
ΘM + 2π3/4M

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)


× ln

b−
1

2

√√√√√√√√
(√

M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 3 4

√
πM

)4

6πM2 − 32
√
π
√
ΘM + 2π3/4M

√
M
(
9
√
πM − 64

√
Θ
)



.

(87)

To enhance clarity for the reader, we present Fig. 13, illustrating the deflection angle as a function of b across
various system configurations.

VII. CONCLUSION

Our investigation was centered on exploring the gravitational signatures of a non-commutative black hole. Specif-
ically, we selected a distinct mass distribution, described by the mathematical expression ρΘ(r) = M

√
Θ/π3/2(r2 +

πΘ)2, to derive the corresponding black hole solution. This theory revealed the presence of two horizons: an event
horizon and a Cauchy horizon.

In addition, we calculated the Hawking temperature using two different methodologies: the topological method and
surface gravity analysis. Additionally, we examined entropy and heat capacity to investigate further the thermody-
namic properties of the system. Our comparisons extended to contrasting thermal quantities with those of the usual
Schwarzschild black hole and its modified counterpart within non-commutative gauge theory [9].

In our study of the evaporation process, we initially determined the remnant mass by considering the black hole’s
final state, where TΘ → 0. Subsequently, we derived an analytical expression for the time evaporation up to a grey-
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body factor. Furthermore, we estimated the black hole lifetime for specific initial and final masses, yielding tevap =
1
ξ

(
2.51807× 107

)
. Furthermore, we computed the emission rate, taking into account the high-energy absorption

cross-section for observers at infinity. Also, to address quasinormal modes, we analyzed tensorial perturbations using
the 6th WKB approximation. The weak and strong deflection limits were computed by employing the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem and Tsukamoto methods, respectively.

In the future, we aim to explore the gravitational lensing of black holes within a non-commutative gauge theory,
which will expand our comprehension of these celestial phenomena.
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Appendix

Here, we present the analytical expression for the evaporation time tevap up to a grey-body factor:

tevap =
8π7/2

ξ

 8

243πδM
(√

πδM − 8
√
Θ
) [243π2δM5 + 243π7/4δM4

√
δM

(√
πδM − 8

√
Θ
)

+81π7/4δM4

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)
+ 81π3/2δM3

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)√

δM
(√

πδM − 8
√
Θ
)

+180π5/4δM3
√
Θ

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)
− 972π3/2δM4

√
Θ

+504πδM2
√
Θ

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)√

δM
(√

πδM − 8
√
Θ
)
+ 13608πδM3Θ

15552π3/4δM2Θ

√
δM

(√
πδM − 8

√
Θ
)
+ 5880π3/4δM2Θ

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)

+8544
√
πδMΘ

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)√

δM
(√

πδM − 8
√
Θ
)
− 171072

√
πδM2Θ3/2

−373248 4
√
πδMΘ3/2

√
δM

(√
πδM − 8

√
Θ
)
− 115584 4

√
πδMΘ3/2

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)

−266496Θ3/2

√
δM

(
9
√
πδM − 64

√
Θ
)√

δM
(√

πδM − 8
√
Θ
)
− 124416δMΘ2
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It is important to mention that the notation of δM means the application of the limits of integration, i.e., δM =
Mrem −Mi.
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