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Abstract:

Starting from the Wheeler-DeWitt equation for the Schwarzschild black hole interior,
which is derived from a Hamiltonian formulated in terms of canonical phase space
coordinates, we show that by applying a simple reparametrization, this equation can
be expressed as the eigenvalue equation of a quantum linear harmonic oscillator. Within
the standard quantization framework, we find that the resulting wave function diverges
in the region of the classical singularity, and the expectation value of the Kretschmann
scalar is undefined for all states within the black hole. However, when we apply the
minimal uncertainty approach to the quantization process, we obtain a wave function
that is both well-defined and square-integrable. Additionally, the expectation value
of the Kretschmann scalar for these states remains finite throughout the black hole’s
interior, suggesting that the classical singularity is resolved in this approach, replaced
it by a minimum radius.
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1 Introduction

A quantum black hole is a theoretical concept that arises from the formulation of a
quantized Hamiltonian, which is defined within the framework of general relativity.
This concept is central to the ongoing efforts to develop a theory of quantum grav-
ity, which would reconcile the two fundamental theories of modern physics: quantum
mechanics and general relativity.

Several approaches have been explored to investigate the interior of a black hole
within the framework of quantum gravity. For instance, in Loop Quantum Gravity
(LQG) [1], which is one of the leading non-perturbative approaches to the quantization
of gravity, numerous studies have been conducted on both the interior and the entire
spacetime of black holes. In these studies, the Hamiltonian describing the black hole’s
interior, expressed in terms of Ashtekar-Barbero variables, is quantized using the so-
called polymer quantization [2–7]. This quantization method effectively introduces a
parameter that establishes a minimal scale in the model, which allows for the avoidance
of the singularity and also introduces a bounce from a black hole to a white hole in
the vacuum case [8–14]. Polymer quantization also induces certain modifications in
the algebra of the theory at the quantum level, which can be viewed as an effective
modification of the classical algebra. Other methods for quantizing the interior of black
holes can be found in the works [15–24].
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When gravity is incorporated into quantum measurement processes, led to the gen-
eralization of Heisenberg’s uncertainty relation (HUR). This modification to the HUR
is known as the Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP), which implements a minimal
uncertainty in the position by modifying the ordinary uncertainty relation of quantum
mechanics to accommodate deformations at high energies, typically at the Planck scale
[25]. On the other hand, GUP can be understood as an alternative quantization pro-
cedure that imposes a modified commutator between the position and a generalized
momentum (or between generalized position and momentum [25], depending on the
chosen representation) [26, 27], resulting in a minimum uncertainty in position or mo-
mentum [28]. In [29], it is demonstrated that the GUP arises from the consideration
of non-extensive entropies that depend only on the probabilities. GUP is also derived
from different proposals: in [30], the scattering of strings at ultra-high energies is con-
sidered to analyze the divergences of quantum gravity at the Planck scale; in [31], a
gedanken experiment is proposed to measure the area of the apparent horizon of black
holes in the context of quantum gravity; and [32] explores the idea that spacetime
in the Planck region fluctuates, leading to the possibility of virtual micro-black holes
affecting the measurement process.

As mentioned, the effects of GUP are significant in systems with energies close
to the Planck scale. Particularly relevant examples of such systems include the early
universe and the interiors of black holes, where quantum gravity effects are expected to
dominate [33–36]. Therefore, quantum cosmology, the branch of physics that studies
these systems, is the appropriate field where this modified quantization rule is expected
to have a considerable impact. In this context, taking advantage of the fact that the
interior of a Schwarzschild black hole is isometric to the Kantowski-Sachs cosmological
model, for the first time, the quantization based on the minimal uncertainty approach
has been applied to the minisuperspace variables that describe the dynamics inside the
black hole [37]. This implies a modification of the Wheeler-DeWitt equation, which
governs the quantum cosmological model, thereby characterizing a modified dynamic
of the solution.

Following this line of applying the minimal uncertainty approach to Quantum Cos-
mology, several works have been published. In [38], the classical Hamiltonian of the
Schwarzschild black hole interior is considered within the Ashtekar-Barbero connection
formalism. Inspired by models based on the Generalized Uncertainty Principle, the
canonical algebra of the model is deformed, leading to the derivation of the effective
dynamics. This deformation results in the resolution of the black hole singularity by
introducing a minimum nonzero radius for the infalling two-spheres. Recently, in [39],
starting from the proposal of a new reduced Hamiltonian, the classical black hole sin-
gularity is resolved by replacing it with an effective bounce that connects the interior
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of a black hole with the interior of a white hole. This bounce occurs in the region near
the Planck scale, where a new event horizon emerges. Crossing this horizon changes
the nature of the interval from spatial to temporal outside the white hole. Finally, in
[40], the interior of a Schwarzschild black hole was quantized using the minimal uncer-
tainty approach suitable for the Ashtekar-Barbero connection variables. As a result, it
was found that all interior states remain well-defined and square-integrable. Moreover,
the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar remains finite throughout the entire
interior region of the black hole, particularly in the area where the classical singularity
used to reside, indicating the resolution of the black hole singularity. Additionally, a
minimum value for the radius of the 2-spheres was also identified.

In this work, we focus on the Wheeler-DeWitt equation derived in [41] from a
Hamiltonian that describes the spherically symmetric spacetime within the interior of
the Reissner-Nordström black hole. The phase space characterizing this spacetime is
parameterized by the charge Q, the mass M , and their respective conjugate momenta.
Through a canonical transformation, configuration variables are obtained that natu-
rally describe the dynamical properties of the black hole’s interior. In [42], the simplest
case of this model is considered, taking Q = 0, and interestingly, by reparametrizing
the black hole’s radial coordinate, the eigenvalue equation of a linear harmonic oscil-
lator is obtained. As a result, it is found that the area spectrum, and therefore the
Schwarzschild radius, is discrete and proportional to the square of the Planck length
[41, 43]. Upon solving the eigenvalue equation for the black hole, modeled as a linear
harmonic oscillator, we find that the black hole singularity persists in the standard
quantization model. To address this issue, we introduce quantization under the min-
imum uncertainty approach, which resolves the singularity by imposing a minimum
radius on the 2-sphere. Furthermore, this approach modifies the area spectrum and
the black hole’s radius.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we provide a brief overview of the
interior of the Schwarzschild black hole from the Hamiltonian perspective derived in
[41, 43]. In section 3, we apply an appropriate transformation to express the eigen-
value equation for the black hole mass as a quantum harmonic oscillator-like eigenvalue
equation. Then, following the standard quantization procedure, i.e., using the usual
commutation relation between canonical variables, we quantize the interior of the black
hole. Section 4 is dedicated to the quantization of the black hole interior using the min-
imal uncertainty approach, in which the usual commutation relation is modified. We
demonstrate that the resulting wave function is finite within the black hole, as is the
expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar. Finally in section 5 we summarize our
results and conclude.
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2 Hamiltonian description of the black hole interior

The Reissner-Nordström metric is a static solution to the Einstein-Maxwell field equa-
tions, which corresponds to the gravitational field of a charged, non-rotating, spherically
symmetric body of mass M . In spherical coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), this metric is

ds2 = −
(
1− Rs

r
+
R2

Q

r2

)
c2dt2 +

(
1− Rs

r
+
R2

Q

r2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2, (2.1)

where Rs = 2GM/c2 is the Schwarzschild radius and R2
Q = Q2G/4πϵ0c

4 the character-
istic length scale, in which Q is the electric charge. In the limit that the charge Q (or
equivalently, the length scale RQ) goes to zero, one recovers the Schwarzschild metric

ds2 = −
(
1− Rs

r

)
c2dt2 +

(
1− Rs

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2, (2.2)

with r ∈ (0,∞) being the radial coordinate. It is well-known that upon crossing the
event horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole which is located at Rs, the timelike and
spacelike curves switch their causal nature. This is because when an object crosses
the event horizon of a Schwarzschild black hole, its timelike trajectory inside the event
horizon becomes spacelike, and it can no longer escape the gravitational attraction of
the black hole. So, one can obtain the interior metric by switching t↔ r in (2.2) [44]

ds2 = −
(
Rs

t
− 1

)−1

dt2 +

(
Rs

t
− 1

)
dr2 + t2dΩ2. (2.3)

Here t is the Schwarzschild time coordinate which has a range t ∈ (0, Rs) in the interior.
Consider the interior solution as measured by an observer at rest relatively to the space
coordinates, i.e., dr = dΩ = 0. In this case, from the metric (2.3), we have [44](

dt

dτ

)2

=
Rs

t
− 1, (2.4)

where τ is the proper time.
In [41, 45], a classical Hamiltonian corresponding to the metric in equation (2.1)

is derived from the Einstein-Maxwell action. The constraint equations derived in this
model allow us to define the Hamiltonian of the Reissner-Nordström black hole in terms
of the variables m and q, which can be identified as the mass M and the charge Q of the
hole. These variables, along with their conjugate canonical momenta pm and pq, form
a finite phase space. If the charge Q is fixed as an external parameter (in our case, we
set Q = 0), it is possible to perform a canonical transformation from the phase space
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variables (m, pm) to the new phase space variables (a, pa), which naturally describe
the dynamic properties inside the Reissner-Nordström black hole. Consequently, the
classical Hamiltonian, in terms of the variables a and pa, takes the form [42]

H =
p2a
2a

+
1

2
a, (2.5)

where the new variable a and its conjugate momentum pa satisfy the classical algebra

{a, pa} = 1. (2.6)

As noted in [41], the geometric interpretation of a is related to the radial coordinate
of the black hole. In our case, where an uncharged hole (RQ = 0) is considered, we
conclude that 0 < a < Rs. Therefore, we interpret the variable a as describing the
dynamics exclusively within the interior of the Schwarzschild black hole.

Since the Hamiltonian, (2.5), describing the dynamic properties of the interior of
the Schwarzschild spacetime is known, we can proceed with the canonical quantization
of the spacetime in question. For this process, we choose a Hilbert space of the type
L2(Rn, dx), in which the variable a acts as a multiplicative operator and its conjugate
momentum pa is represented as a differential operator, pa = −i∂/∂a. In [42], a simpli-
fied form of the Hamiltonian is considered by setting Q = 0, and the full-dimensional
form of its differential equation is derived

ℏ2G2

c6
a−s−1 d

da

(
as
d

da

)
Ψ(a) = (a−Rs)Ψ(a), (2.7)

where s is an arbitrary factor ordering parameter. It is important to note that (2.7) is a
Wheeler-DeWitt-type equation. Therefore, the wave function in this model represents
a quantum black hole. Additionally, the phase space coordinates represented by the
pair (a, pa) are not affected at the quantum level by their classical dependence on time
t or radius r. Thus, they can be interpreted as the variables of a minisuperspace.

The equation of motion for a, in the case where Q = 0, is given by [41]

ȧ2 =
Rs

a
− 1, (2.8)

and by comparing this expression with (2.4), it becomes evident that the Schwarzschild
time, t, and the dynamical variable, a, exhibit similar behavior. Therefore, we can
express the interval (2.3) in terms of a

ds2 = −
(
Rs

a
− 1

)−1

da2 +

(
Rs

a
− 1

)
dr2 + a2dΩ2. (2.9)
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This justification is based on the fact that both variables t and a are confined to
the interior of the black hole, where t ∈ (0, Rs) and a ∈ (0, Rs). Furthermore, they
describe the interior dynamics of the black hole in the same manner, as can be verified
by comparing equations (2.4) and (2.8).

A way of detecting singularities is to find where the energy density or the spacetime
curvature become infinite and the usual description of the spacetime breaks down.
However, to be sure that there is an essential singularity which cannot be transformed
away by a coordinate transformation, invariants are constructed from the curvature
tensor. These quantities, particularly the Kretschmann scalar K = RµναβR

µναβ, are
coordinate invariant measures of whether a singularity exists in some region, given that
the said region is not an infinite affine parameter away. For the black hole region, given
by the metric (2.9), the scalar Kretschmann polynomial, K, is given by

K =
48G2M2

a6
. (2.10)

On the horizon a → Rs = 2GM and K = 3
4G4M4 , which indicates that in this region

there is no real singularity. In a → 0 we have that K → ∞ indicating the presence of
a physical singularity there.

3 Black hole as harmonic oscillator

It is interesting and somewhat surprising to note that the Wheeler-DeWitt equation
for a Schwarzschild black hole, as expressed in (2.7), can be reparametrized as follows
[42]

ψ(a) =
U(a)

a
, x =a− Rs

2
, (3.1)

which leads to an eigenvalue equation resembling that of a linear harmonic oscillator

−ℏ2G2

c6

(
d2

dx2
+

s− 2

x−Rs/2

d

dx
− s− 2

(x−Rs/2)2

)
U(x) + x2U(x) =

R2
s

4
U(x), (3.2)

in particular, by selecting the factor ordering parameter as s = 2, the expression in
(3.2) transforms into a quantum linear oscillator(

−l2Pl

d2

dx2
+
x2

l2Pl

)
U(x) =

R2
s

4l2Pl

U(x), (3.3)

where l2Pl = ℏG/c3 denotes the Planck length.
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For our purposes, we can define the momentum operator, conjugate to x, as a
differential operator

p̂x = −ilPl
d

dx
, (3.4)

which clearly corresponds to the differential operator on the left-hand side of equation
(3.3). Therefore, we can rewrite (3.3) as follows(

p̂2x +
x̂2

l2Pl

)
U(x) =

R2
s

4l2Pl

U(x). (3.5)

Our goal is to solve this eigenvalue equation in the momentum representation, where
p̂x acts as a multiplicative operator and x̂ as a differential operator, meaning that

p̂x =px, x̂ =ilPl
d

dpx
. (3.6)

On the other hand, it can be verified that x̂ and p̂x satisfy a Heisenberg-type algebra,
taking the form

[x̂, p̂x] = ilPl. (3.7)

With this in mind, we express the differential equation (3.5) in momentum representa-
tion

d2Ū(px)

dp2x
+ (κ2 − p2x)Ū(px) = 0, (3.8)

where κ2 = R2
s/4l

2
Pl. Equation (3.8) is known as Weber’s differential equation, and its

solution is given by
Ūn(px) = Nne

−p2x/2Hn(px), (3.9)

where Hn(z) is the Hermite polynomials and Nn a normalization constant

Nn =

√
1

2n
√
πn!

. (3.10)

According to this solution, the possible eigenvalues of the black hole horizon area are
of the form

As(n) = 32π

(
n+

1

2

)
l2Pl. (3.11)

The equation (3.11) implies that the area of the quantum black hole is quantized
and proportional to the Planck length, where n is a quantum number with values
n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . This result coincides with those obtained in [41, 42, 46]. On the other
hand, given the quantization of the area (3.11), the Schwarzschild radius must also be
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quantized due to the relation As(n) = 4πR2
s(n), and consequently the mass M(n) of

the black hole. Thus, from (3.11) we obtain

Rs(n) = 2

√
2

(
n+

1

2

)
lPl, (3.12)

which implies that the radial coordinate inside the black hole will be constrained be-
tween 0 and Rs(n).

Although we have found the wave function of the interior of a Schwarzschild black
hole in standard quantum mechanics as a function of the momentum variable px, more
direct physical information about the black hole can be obtained from configuration
variable x, as the variable x is related to the radius of the black hole by (3.1). It is
therefore convenient to change the representation by performing a standard Fourier
transform

ϕ(x) =
1√
2πlPl

∫
eipxx/lPl ϕ̄(px) dpx. (3.13)

The Fourier transformation of (3.9) into position space can be achieved using the
exponential generating function of the Hermite polynomials. Then, from (3.13) one
have

Un(x) =
(i)nNn√

lPl

e−x2/2lPlHn(x/lPl). (3.14)

It is our interest to derive the wave function in terms of the variable a, arising from the
modification in (3.1), given that the metric components (2.9) are expressed in terms of
this variable. So, we obtain

Ψn(x) =
(i)nNn√

lPl

e−x2/2lPl

x+ Rs(n)
2

Hn(x/lPl), (3.15)

The domain of x, according to (3.1), is x ∈ (−Rs(n)/2, Rs(n)/2). It is evident that the
integral of the square of the wave function (3.15) within the integration domain of x
does not converge, indicating it is not square-integrable in the interior of the black hole.
This behavior can be attributed to the presence of the physical singularity at a = 0

(or in x = −Rs(n)/2); in this region, the wave function (3.15) diverges. This suggests
that the classical singularity remains unresolved within the context of the standard
quantization approach employed above.

In Figure 1, we depict the square of the wave function (3.15) plotted against the
variable x, which is associated with the radius of the 2-sphere. As the quantum number
n escalates, the number of probable states also rises. Notably, the probability density
|Ψn(a)|2 is more pronounced in the vicinity of x = −Rs(n)/2 (or a = 0) and diminishes
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Figure 1. Graph showing the square of the wave function (3.15) plotted against different
values of the quantum number n.

as we approach the event horizon. In the region where a equals zero, the probability
density becomes infinite due to the classical singularity present in that region.

To investigate the fate of the singularity in the quantum regime, we calculate the
expectation value of K, as defined in (2.10), with respect to the quantum state given
in (3.15). Upon quantization, K becomes an operator due to its dependence on the
operator â. For simplicity, we evaluate its expectation value in the position represen-
tation, where â acts multiplicatively. Therefore, we utilize the wave function given in
(3.15) to compute the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar

⟨K̂⟩n =

∫
Ψ∗

n(x)K̂Ψn(x) dx∫
|Ψn(x)|2 dx

. (3.16)

Since the wave function in (3.15) is not square-integrable, the expectation value of
the Kretschmann scalar is indeterminate in the standard quantization process. This
outcome was anticipated due to the unresolved physical singularity inside the black
hole in the approach taken.
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4 Quantization employing the minimum uncertainty approach

As observed in the previous section, standard quantization of the interior of the Schwarzschild
black hole does not resolve the physical singularity present in the region a = 0. In this
section, we will implement quantization based on the minimum uncertainty approach,
which introduces a minimal length description, typically at high energies.

To introduce the quantum effects of gravity in the measurement process, the uncer-
tainty relation for position and momentum is extended to [25]

∆q∆p ≥ ℏ
2

(
1 + β (∆p)2

)
, (4.1)

where β is know as the deformed parameter. In ordinary quantum mechanics, ∆q can
be made arbitrarily small by letting ∆p grow correspondingly, this is no longer the case
when (4.1) is considered. If for decreasing ∆q, ∆p increases, the new term β (∆p)2

on the right-hand side of (4.1) will eventually grow faster than the left-hand side.
Hence ∆q can no longer be made arbitrarily small, searching a minimal uncertainty
of the order ℏ

√
β. It allows one to express the idea that a minimal length lmin should

quantum theoretically be described as a minimal uncertainty in position measurements.
The modified commutation relation for the q̂ and p̂ operators associated with (4.1) is
expressed as [25]

[q̂, p̂] = iℏ
(
1 + β p̂2

)
. (4.2)

Due to the deformed commutator (4.2) the operators q̂ and p̂ are not conjugates any-
more. Now, these fundamental variables are to be high energy operators valid, in par-
ticular, at or near the Planck scale. They have non-linear representations, q̂ = q (q̂0),
p̂ = p (p̂0) in terms of the variables q̂0, p̂0 which are position and momentum operators
at low energies, obeying the standard Heisenberg algebra [q̂0, p̂0] = iℏ.

This minimal uncertainty approach has yielded intriguing results when considering
the quantum effects of gravity. For instance, we can cite some works [37, 38]. Moti-
vated by these successes, we will apply this quantization approach in this section to
resolve the singularity of the black hole under consideration. To implement the minimal
uncertainty approach in the quantization procedure, the algebra (3.7) will be modified
according to (4.2) in order to achieve

[x̂, p̂x] = ilPl

(
1 + β p̂2x

)
, (4.3)

from which one can find the generalized uncertainty relation

∆x∆px ≥ lPl

2

[
1 + β(∆px)

2
]
, (4.4)
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which correspond to minimal uncertainty in x of the order lPl

√
β. Therefore, β effec-

tively defines the magnitude of the minimal uncertainty effects.
To simplify our calculations and proceed with a standard quantization procedure,

it is convenient to introduce a new variable, px0 , conjugate to x, that satisfies the usual
commutation relation [26, 27]

[x̂, p̂x0 ] = ilPl. (4.5)

For simplicity in the calculations, we will work in the representation where p̂x0 acts
as a multiplicative operator and the position operator is represented as a differential
operator x̂ = ilPl ∂/∂px0 . The reason for choosing this representation is that it is not
possible to clearly define the momentum operator p̂x as a differential operator that
satisfies the commutation relation (4.3) [25]. Therefore, from (4.3), we can find the
relation between the physical variable px and the auxiliary px0 by

px =
1√
β
tan
(√

βpx0

)
, (4.6)

which satisfies the modified commutation relation (4.3). Also, the domain of px0 is
restricted to −π/2

√
β < px0 < π/2

√
β [26].

In this approach, the differential equation (3.8) is expressed in terms of the new
canonically conjugate variables x and px0 . Thus, in the px0 space, it reads

d2Ū(px0)

dp2x0

+

(
κ2 − tan2 (

√
βpx0)

β

)
Ū(px0) = 0. (4.7)

Using the new variable ξ by the change ξ =
√
βpx0 , the above equation can be written

as
d2Ū(ξ)

dξ2
+

(
ϵ− tan2 ξ

β2

)
Ū(ξ) = 0, (4.8)

here we denoted ϵ = κ2/β = R2
s/4βl

2
Pl. This differential equation reduces to the

hypergeometric one through the transformation z = sin2 ξ and y = Ū cosm ξ [47]

z(z − 1)y′′(z) +

[
(1−m)z − 1

2

]
y′(z)− 1

4
(m+ ϵ)y(z) = 0, (4.9)

where m is a root of the quadratic equation m2 +m− 1
β2 = 0, from which one have for

m

m =
−β ±

√
4 + β2

2β
. (4.10)
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Then, the general solution of (4.9) is given by

y(z) = C1 2F1

(
β +

√
β2 + 4 + 2

√
ϵβ2 + 1

4β
,
β +

√
β2 + 4− 2

√
ϵβ2 + 1

4β
;
1

2
; z

)

+C2z
1/2

2F1

(
β +

√
β2 + 4 + 2

√
ϵβ2 + 1

4β
+

1

2
,
β +

√
β2 + 4− 2

√
ϵβ2 + 1

4β
+

1

2
;
3

2
; z

)
.

(4.11)

Here, 2F1(A,B;C; z) represents the hypergeometric function, which converges if one of
the first two arguments, A or B, is a non-positive integer. For example, if we consider
the hypergeometric function appearing in the first line of equation (4.11), this condition
for the first argument results in

β +
√
β2 + 4 + 2

√
ϵβ2 + 1

4β
= −n, with n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (4.12)

From this, one can derive the eigenvalues of the black hole’s area, considering that
ϵ = R2

s/4βl
2
Pl and As = 4πR2

s, within the framework of the minimum uncertainty
approach. That is

AGUP
s (2n) = 32π

(
2n+

1

2

)
l2Pl

(√
1 +

β2

4
+
β

2

)
+ 16(2n)2πβl2Pl. (4.13)

If, on the other hand, we apply the convergence condition to the second argument in
the hypergeometric function 2F1(A,−n;C; z) , we obtain exactly (4.13), thus ensuring
the convergence of the first term in the wave function (4.11).

When the same convergence criterion is applied to the hypergeometric function
appearing in the second line of equation (4.11), we find that the spectrum of the area,
in this case, is

AGUP
s (2n+ 1) = 32π

(
(2n+ 1) +

1

2

)
l2Pl

(√
1 +

β2

4
+
β

2

)
+ 16(2n+ 1)2πβl2Pl, (4.14)

and combining both expressions, (4.13) and (4.14), we obtain the discrete spectrum of
the black hole’s area

AGUP
s (n) = 32π

(
n+

1

2

)
l2Pl

(√
1 +

β2

4
+
β

2

)
+ 16n2πβl2Pl. (4.15)

It can be readily observed from this expression that in the limit where β → 0, the
usual area spectrum in (3.11) is recovered. Conversely, if β remains finite, the area
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levels depend on the square of the quantum number n, and for large n, they grow like
n2. Just as the area is modified, the Schwarzschild radius will also be, by

RGUP
s (n) = lPl

√√√√8

(
n+

1

2

)(√
β2

4
+ 1 +

β

2

)
+ 4βn2. (4.16)

According to these convergence conditions, (4.12), the wave function (4.11) is writ-
ten, in terms of the original variable ξ, as

yn(ξ) = C1 2F1

(
−n, n+ α;

1

2
; sin2 ξ

)
+C2 sin ξ 2F1

(
−n, n+ α + 1;

3

2
; sin2 ξ

)
, (4.17)

where we have denoted

α =
β +

√
4 + β2

2β
. (4.18)

Here, if the negative sign is chosen instead of the positive in (4.10), we find that
−m = α. Additionally, considering the special double-n formulas of the Gegenbauer
polynomials [48]

C
(α)
2n (sin ξ) =(−1)n

(
n+ α− 1

n

)
2F1

(
−n, n+ α;

1

2
; sin2 ξ

)
, (4.19)

C
(α)
2n+1(sin ξ) =2(−1)nα

(
n+ α

n

)
sin ξ 2F1

(
−n, n+ α + 1;

3

2
; sin2 ξ

)
, (4.20)

we can write the solution (4.17) in a compact form

Ūn(p0x) = NnC
(α)
n (sin (

√
βp0x)) cos

α (
√
βp0x), (4.21)

where the substitution ξ =
√
βpx0 has been used, and Nn is a constant that can be

determined from the normalization condition of the wave function (4.21). That is

N 2
n

∫ π
2
√
β

− π
2
√
β

(
1− sin2 (

√
βp0x)

)α [
C(α)

n (sin (
√
βp0x))

]2
dp0x = 1, (4.22)

and considering that the Gegenbauer polynomials are normalized by [49]∫ 1

−1

(1− h2)α−1/2[C(α)
n (h)]2 dh =

21−2απΓ(n+ 2α)

(n+ α)Γ2(α)Γ(n+ 1)
, (4.23)

we obtain

Nn =

[√
β(n+ α)Γ2(α)Γ(n+ 1)

21−2απΓ(n+ 2α)

]1/2
. (4.24)

Unlike the constant in (3.10), this integration constant is expressed not only in terms
of the quantum number n but also in terms of the deformation parameter β, as shown
in (4.18).
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4.1 Limit β → 0

In the standard limit, where β → 0, the usual solution (3.9) should be recovered. To
verify this, consider from (4.18) that for small values of the deformation parameter β,
we have α = 1/β, which implies that when β → 0, α → ∞. On the other hand, from
the relationship between the Gegenbauer polynomial C(α)

n and the relativistic Hermite
polynomial H(α)

n [50], given by

H(α)
n (

√
αu) =

n!

αn/2
(1 + u2)n/2C(α)

n

(
u√

1 + u2

)
, (4.25)

we can express (4.21) as follows

Ūn(p0x) =

[√
β(n+ α)Γ2(α)αn

21−2απΓ(n+ 2α)n!

]1/2
cosn+α (

√
βp0x)H

(α)
n (

√
α tan (

√
βp0x)), (4.26)

where u = tan (
√
βp0x) was consider. Using the Stirling and asymptotic formulas [49]

Γ(α) ∼
√
2πe−ααα−1/2, (4.27)

Γ(n+ 2α) ∼
√
2πe−2α(2α)2α+n−1/2, (4.28)

is easy to verify that the term in brackets in (4.26) reduces to

lim
α→∞

[√
β(n+ α)Γ2(α)αn

21−2απΓ(n+ 2α)n!

]1/2
=

1√
π1/22nn!

. (4.29)

On the other hand, using the expansion ln cosx = −x2/2− x4/12− · · · , we can make
the following approximation

lim
β→0

cosn+α (
√
βp0x) = lim

β→0
en ln cos (

√
βp0x )eα ln cos (

√
βp0x )

∼e−p20x/2. (4.30)

In the limit α → ∞ (non-relativistic limit) the relativistic Hermite polynomial H(α)
n

turns into the Hermite polynomial Hn(ξ) [50], and equivalently, its argument reduces
to limβ→0 tan (

√
βp0x)/

√
β = px0 . So, we have that

lim
α→0

H(α)
n (

√
α tan (

√
βp0x)) = Hn(p0x). (4.31)

Combining this limit with those found in (4.29) and (4.30), we find that the wave func-
tion (4.21), derived using the minimal uncertainty approach, reduces to, as expected,
the wave function (3.9) in the limit β → 0.
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4.2 Fourier transform

The wave function in (4.21) is defined in momentum space, in terms of the auxiliary
variable p0x . To extract physical information from our results, we need to express the
wave function inside the black hole in terms of the radial coordinate, as the components
of the metric (2.9) depend on this variable. This can be accomplished using the Fourier
transform (3.13), which in this case would be

Un(x) =
Nn√
2πlPl

∫ π
2
√
β

− π
2
√
β

eip0xx/lPl cosα (
√
βp0x)C

(α)
n (sin (

√
βp0x)) dp0x . (4.32)

To perform this integration, we will use the explicit expression of the Gegenbauer
polynomials [49]

C(α)
n (sin (

√
βp0x)) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

(−1)kΓ(n− k + α)

Γ(α)k!(n− 2k)!
(2 sin (

√
βp0x))

n−2k, (4.33)

so, (4.32) becomes in

Un(x) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

Wn,k

∫ π
2
√
β

− π
2
√

β

eip0xx/lPl

(
1− sin2 (

√
βp0x)

)α
2
sinn−2k (

√
βp0x) dp0x , (4.34)

where Wn,k is a constant denoted as

Wn,k =
(−1)kNn2

n−2kΓ(n− k + α)√
2πlPlΓ(α)k!(n− 2k)!

. (4.35)

The Fourier transform in (4.34) yields the wave function in x space, which can be
expressed as

ΨGUP
n (x) = − i√

β(x+ Rs

2
)

[n
2
]∑

k=0

Wn,ke
− 1

2
iπ(2α+10k−5n)×{

Γ(α + 1)

[
e

1
2
iπ

(
α+6k− x√

βlP l
−3n

)
Γ

(
−
lPl(α− 2k + n) + x√

β

2lPl

)
×

2F̃1

(
α + 1,

1

2

(
α− 2k + n− x

lPl

√
β
+ 2

)
;
1

2

(
α + 2k − n− x

lPl

√
β
+ 2

)
;−1

)
+

e
1
2
iπ

(
α+10k+ x√

βlP l
−5n

)
Γ

(
1

2

(
−α + 2k − n+

x

lPl

√
β

))
×

2F̃1

(
α + 1,

1

2

(
α− 2k +

x√
βlPl

+ n+ 2

)
;
1

2

(
α + 2k +

x√
βlPl

− n+ 2

)
;−1

)]
−
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Γ(−2k + n+ 1)

[
eiπ(α+2k−n)Γ

(
−
lPl(α− 2k + n) + x√

β

2lPl

)
×

2F̃1

(
−2k + n+ 1,

1

2

(
α− 2k − x√

βlPl

+ n+ 2

)
;
1

2

(
−α− 2k − x√

βlPl

+ n+ 2

)
;−1

)
+

eiπ(α+4k−2n)Γ

(
1

2

(
−α + 2k − n+

x

lPl

√
β

))
×

2F̃1

(
−2k + n+ 1,

1

2

(
α− 2k +

x√
βlPl

+ n+ 2

)
;
1

2

(
−α− 2k +

x√
βlPl

+ n+ 2

)
;−1

)]}
,

(4.36)

with the conditions β > 0 and α > −1. Here, 2F̃1(A,B;C; z) = 2F1(A,B;C;z)
Γ(C)

is the
regularized hypergeometric function. To ensure that the wave function is convergent,
both the gamma functions and the hypergeometric functions appearing in (4.36) must
be finite. Based on the definition of Γ(z), where z cannot be a negative integer, we
find from Γ

(
−

lPl(α−2k+n)+ x√
β

2lPl

)
that x ̸= lPl

√
β (2l− (α−2k+n)), where l = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

Similarly, from Γ
(

1
2

(
−α + 2k − n+ x

lPl
√
β

))
, we find that x ̸= −lPl

√
β (2l− (α−2k+

n)). These convergence conditions for x can be summarized as follows

x ̸= ±lPl

√
β(2l − (α− 2k + n)), (4.37)

and, as shown in (3.1), the variable x is related to the radius of the 2-sphere, with the
condition a > 0. This leads us to conclude, from (4.37), that the physically acceptable
condition for x is

x >
∣∣∣lPl

√
β(2l − (α− 2k + n))

∣∣∣ . (4.38)

For the ground state n = 0, the floor function
⌊
n
2

⌋
restricts the summation in (4.36)

to k = 0, which simplifies condition (4.38) to x > lPl

√
β α. Similarly, for n = 1, the

condition becomes x > lPl

√
β (α + 1), with l = 0 in both cases. This shows that the

minimal uncertainty approach introduces a minimum radius on the 2-sphere, which is
related to the quantum parameter β. Notice that this is a universal bound, meaning
that it is independent of the mass of the black hole and purely a quantum effect, which
vanishes for β → 0. This can also be seen as a weaker argument for the resolution of
the black hole singularity in this approach. On the other hand, due to condition (4.38),
the domain of x is restricted between∣∣∣lPl

√
β(2l − (α− 2k + n))

∣∣∣ < x < RGUP
s (n), (4.39)

which clearly differs from the domain in the standard case.
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Moreover, it is noteworthy that condition (4.38) ensures the convergence of the
hypergeometric functions appearing in (4.36). This guarantees that the wave function,
derived from the quantization based on the minimal uncertainty approach, is well-
behaved within the domain of interest (4.39). Figure 2 shows the plots of the wave
function squared for various values of n.

By comparing the wave function obtained in the standard quantization scheme
(3.15) with the one derived from the minimal uncertainty approach (4.36), we observe
that they behave differently both at the horizon and in the region where the classical
singularity of the black hole is located. For instance, in the standard case, the classical
singularity is found at x = −Rs(n)/2, where the wave function Ψn(x) diverges. In
contrast, due to condition (4.38), which imposes a minimum radius for the black hole,
x cannot reach the region where the classical singularity resides, and therefore the
wave function ΨGUP

n remains finite in that region and is square-integrable (see Table
1). This result suggests that the singularity is resolved in the quantization approach
implemented in this section. A strong indication that the singularity has been resolved
is demonstrating that the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar is finite within
the interior of the black hole.

4.3 Expectation value of Kretschmann scalar

As in the standard case, to determine whether the singularity is truly resolved in
the minimal uncertainty approach, we must calculate the expectation value of the
Kretschmann scalar for the states characterizing the interior of the modified black
hole. Given the complex form of the wave function (4.36) for each state characterized
by the quantum number n, we perform the calculation of ⟨K⟩n in (3.16) numerically.
Table 1 shows the expected values for various n.

n
∫
|ΨGUP

n (x)|2 dx
∫
(ΨGUP

n )∗K̂ ΨGUP
n dx ⟨K⟩n

0 4.6× 10−3 2.5× 10−4G2M2 5.4× 10−2G2M2

1 3× 10−3 7.8× 10−6G2M2 2.6× 10−3G2M2

2 9.4× 10−3 1.9× 10−5G2M2 2× 10−3G2M2

Table 1. Expected values of the Kretschmann scalar for different quantum numbers n.

Clearly, the expected value of the Kretschmann scalar is finite inside the black hole
for all the states that characterize it, which is not the case in the standard approach,
where the expected value of the Kretschmann scalar is undefined due to the presence
of the singularity. This result allows us to argue that the classical singularity that once
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Figure 2. Graphical representation of the wave function (4.36), obtained using the minimal
uncertainty quantization scheme, for different values of n.

existed inside the black hole has been resolved as a direct consequence of implementing
quantization based on the minimal uncertainty approach.

In a previous work [40], the interior of a Schwarzschild black hole was quantized
using the minimal uncertainty approach appropriate for the Ashtekar-Barbero connec-
tion variables. Some of these results align with those found in this work, derived from
a different formulation, yet physically consistent with each other.

5 Discussion and conclusion

In this work, we explore the interior of a black hole through the perspective of two
quantization approaches. We begin with the Wheeler-DeWitt equation (2.7), which
describes the dynamics within the Schwarzschild black hole’s interior. By rescaling the
wave function and the radial coordinate, as shown in (3.1), we reformulate this equation
as the eigenvalue equation of a quantum linear harmonic oscillator (3.3) [42].
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The first quantization approach we apply is based on standard quantization, in
which the usual commutation relation for a pair of canonical variables is satisfied. In
this approach, we find that the wave function (3.15) is not square-integrable within
the black hole, due to the fact that the wave function diverges in the region where
the classical singularity is located. This result can be interpreted as a sign that the
singularity still persists after the standard quantization process. Additionally, it is
concluded that the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar is undefined within
the black hole’s interior.

The second quantization method we implement is based on the minimal uncertainty
approach (4.3). Using this method, we find that the wave function (4.36), and there-
fore its squared modulus, remain finite throughout the entire interior of the black hole,
implying that all states within it are square-integrable. To ensure the convergence of
the wave function (4.36), we discover that the black hole’s radius acquires a minimum
value (4.38) that depends only on the quantum number n, which determines the pos-
sible states within the black hole, and the deformation parameter β, which defines the
magnitude of minimal uncertainty effects. This minimum radius is universal as it does
not depend on the black hole’s mass.

In order to investigate the fate of the singularity within the minimal uncertainty
approach, we calculate the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar (3.16). In this
case, unlike in the standard quantization scheme, we find that the expectation value is
well-defined and finite throughout the interior of the black hole (see Table 1), bounded
by the domain (4.39). Ultimately, based on these results, we can conclude that both
the finiteness of the wave function and the expectation value of the Kretschmann scalar
indicate that the classical singularity is resolved and replaced by a minimum radius on
the 2-sphere in the minimal uncertainty quantization scheme.

We want to emphasize that the methods applied in this work, as well as the results
obtained by treating the black hole as a harmonic oscillator, both in standard quanti-
zation and in the minimal uncertainty approach, are novel in the literature. This opens
up a potential area of study that will be explored in future projects.
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