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Abstract

In this work we discuss the geodesic motion of covariant effective quantum black hole,
and give the explicit critical values of the quantum parameter, beyond which the geodesic
orbits disappear. By the analysis of the critical orbital behavior, we find that in covariant
effective loop quantum gravity, there exists static free test particle lavitating outside the
black hole, and, different with the attractive effect performed by the classical gravity,
the quantum correction in the general relativity could perform as the repulsive effect in
certain regions.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, direct experimental evidence for the predictions of Einstein’s General Relativity
(GR) has grown significantly. Astrophysical observations, such as the lunar laser ranging [1]
and evolution of planetary orbits [2], have confirmed the validity of GR in the weak field
regime. Meanwhile, the detection of gravitational waves from binary black hole mergers [3] and
the first image of a black hole shadow by the Event Horizon Telescope [4] stand as compelling
confirmations of GR’s accuracy in the strong field regime. Despite these successes, longstanding
theoretical challenges remain, such as the singularity problem and the difficulty of reconciling
GR with quantum field theory. These unresolved issues have motivated substantial efforts to
develop quantum modifications of gravity [5–8].

Canonical quantum gravity as a candidate of quantum gravity, provides a complete trea-
tise of the canonical quantization of GR [9], such as those underlying loop quantum gravity,
advances the idea of a non-perturbative, background-independent quantization of spacetime
in effective Hamiltonian theory [10, 11]. However, it has been challenging to maintain dif-
feomorphism covariance in these effective Hamiltonian frameworks [12]. Recently, Zhang et
al. [13] made significant progress in this direction. They presented a covariant effective quan-
tum gravity (EQG) formulation that maintains diffeomorphism covariance while introducing
a controllable quantum parameter into the gravitational dynamics. Their analysis led to two
quantum-corrected spherically symmetric black hole solutions, providing an ideal arena to in-
vestigate how quantum effects might alter gravitational properties in a covariant setting.

A natural starting point for probing the implications of the quantum parameter on spacetime
is to examine the geodesic motion of test particles. Studies on geodesic motion are instrumental
in understanding astrophysical processes, such as binary inspirals and gravitational wave sig-
nals [14–16], the shadow of black holes [17,18], Penrose process [19], accretion disk [20], and the
distribution of dark matter [21] around compact objects. In GR and some of its modifications,
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gravity remains strictly attractive for ordinary matter sources, and the conclusion often rein-
forced by analyzing particle trajectories near black holes [22–28]. Nevertheless, under extreme
conditions particularly at small scales where quantum effects are expected to dominate, this
classical picture may no longer hold [29].

In this work, we investigate the geodesic motion of massive test particles in the covariant
EQG black hole spacetimes introduced in [13]. Our analysis strictly reveals an suppressing phe-
nomenon: beyond a critical value of the quantum parameter, the gravitational field can exhibit
effectively repulsive behavior. This stark departure from classical expectations emphasizes the
importance of carefully incorporating quantum corrections while preserving covariance. By
demonstrating that even well motivated, diffeomorphism covariant quantum modifications can
produce repulsive gravitational effects, we raise new questions about the fundamental nature
of gravity at the Planckian frontier and beyond.

2 Review of the two black hole models in covariant EQG

The two static black hole solutions in [13] are given by

ds21 = −f1(r)dt
2 +

dr2

f1(r)
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2, (2.1)

ds22 = −f2(r)dt
2 +

dr2

µ2(r)f2(r)
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2, (2.2)

with

f1(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

α2

r2
(1− 2M

r
)2, (2.3)

f2(r) = 1− 2M

r
, µ2(r) = 1 +

α2

r2
f2(r), (2.4)

where M is the mass of the covriant black holes, and α is the quantum parameter. The outer
event horizons r1+ = r2+ = 2M are independent of the quantum parameter. While the inner
horizons are given by

r1− = r2− =
A

3
− α2

A
, (2.5)

A3 = 3α2(9M +
√
81M2 + 3α2). (2.6)

As the parameter α increases to infinity, the inner horizon asymptotically close to the outer
horizon, which indicates that when the mass of the black hole M is small as in the quantum
scale level, the black hole is nearly extreme. When α = 0, the inner horizon vanishes, and turns
out to be the physical singularity at r = 0.
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Since the spacetime is spherically symmetric, we consider the motion on the equatorial
plane, such that θ = π/2 and θ̇ = 0. On the equatorial plane, the behavior of geodesics are
dominated by the radial motion ṙ = ±

√
R(r), where the + and − sign denotes the ingoing and

outgoing trajectories, and the radial potential R(r) in the two black hole spacetime models are
given by

R1(r) = E2 − f1(r)(1 +
L2

r2
), (2.7)

R2(r) = µ2(r)E
2 − f2(r)µ2(r)(1 +

l2

r2
), (2.8)

where E and L are the conserved energy and orbital angular momentum of the particle per
unit mass. It is interesting that the roots of R2(r) is independent of α. We can rewrite R2(r)
as

R2(r) =
µ2(r)

r3
Veff , (2.9)

Veff = L2
2(2M − r) + r2(2M + (−1 + E2

2)r), (2.10)

in which the key term deciding the roots is actually Veff outside of the horizon, which is exactly
the effective potential of the radial motion in Schwarzschild spacetime, as the case of α = 0
for ds1 spacetime, such that the behavior of R2(r) is as same as R1(r, α = 0), so do dR2(r)

dr

and d2R2(r)
dr2

. Therefore, in the following sections we mainly focus on the first model of the ds1
spacetime. For simplicity, in the following sections we set M = 1 in the plots.

3 Circular orbits

3.1 Generic circular motion

For generic circular geodesic motion, the radial potential satisfies

R1(r) = 0,
dR1(r)

dr
= 0. (3.1)

By solving the equations Eq.(3.1) above, we obtain the conserved energy and angular momen-
tum of the circular motion given by

E1(r∗, α) =

√
(L2

1 + r2∗)(r∗ − 2M)(r3∗ + α2(r∗ − 2M))

r3∗
(3.2)

L1(r∗, α) =

√
r2∗(r

3
∗M − (r∗ − 2M)(r∗ − 4M)α2)

(r∗ − 3M)(r3∗ + 2α2(r∗ − 2M))
, (3.3)
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where r∗ denotes the position of the circular motion. As well known in Schwarzschild spacetime,
the innermost stable circular motion (ISCO) locates at rISCO = 6M , the unstable circular
motion is allowed between the innermost circular orbit (ICO) rICO = 3M and rISCO = 6M ,
the stable circular motion exists beyond the ISCO. However, things are interestingly different
in this case. Based on the analysis of the positive property of the formula inside the square
root of L1, we find that the position of the ISCO are still locates at rICO = 3M , due to the
term r∗ − 3M in the denominator of L1, which are independent of the quantum correction
α. However, the circular motion are not always permitted beyond ICO due to the quantum
parameter α.

The positive property of L2
1 is decided by the cubic polynomial

β = r3∗M − (r∗ − 2M)(r∗ − 4M)α2, (3.4)

which implicates that there exists a critical value of the parameter α = αc, beyond which the
angular momentum of the circular motion is unreal.

By simply analyzing the structure of the polynomial β, we can roughly discuss the disap-
pearance of the circular geodesic motion. In the region 2M < r∗ < 4M , the angular momentum
of the circular motion is always real. In the region r∗ > 4M , the angular momentum of the
circular motion is real with the parameter α < αc. However, when α > αc in the region
r∗ > 4M , the angular momentum of the circular motion could be unreal, which implicates that
the circular motion is not always allowed in this region, such that there exists some region,
although beyond the ICO, in which no circular orbits exist, even the ISCO may not be allowed
neither.

The explicit range of the ”no circular” region can be obtained by finding the root of the
cubic polynomial β(3.4). The discriminate of β is given by

∆3 =
4α4(α4 − 432M4)

M2
. (3.5)

When α < 2× 33/4M , we have ∆3 < 0, there exists only one real root for β given by

r∗1 =
α2

3M
− 1

3
(− α6

M3
+ 3

√
1296α4M2 − 3α8

M2
+

27α4

M
− 108α2M)1/3 (3.6)

− 1

3
(− α6

M3
− 3

√
1296α4M2 − 3α8

M2
+

27α4

M
− 108α2M)1/3 ≤ r+ (3.7)

which implicates that outside of the horizon, we always have β ≥ 0, such that the circular
motion is always allowed.

When α = 2× 33/4M , we have ∆3 = 0, the roots of β are given by

r∗0 = r∗2 = 2(
√
3 + 3)M ≈ 9.464M, (3.8)

r∗1 = 4(2
√
3− 3)M ≈ 1.856M, (3.9)
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Figure 1: The disallowed region for circular motion.

which implicate that we always have β ≥ 0 outside of the horizon, therefore, the circular motion
is always allowed.

When α > 2× 33/4M , we have ∆3 > 0, there exists three distinct real roots for β given by

r(i)∗ =
1

3

(
α2 − 2α

√
α2 − 18M2 cos(

1

3
arccos(

108M4 − 27M2α2 + α4

α
√
(α2 − 18M2)3

) +
2πi

3
)

)
, i = 0, 1, 2.

(3.10)

Note that r
(0)
∗ > r

(2)
∗ > r+ > r

(1)
∗ , and when α = 2 × 33/4M , the roots r

(0)
∗ and r

(2)
∗ merge

into a double root and expressed as that given in Eq.(3.8). In the range r
(2)
∗ < r∗ < r

(0)
∗ , the

polynomial β < 0, the angular momentum of the circular motion is unreal, which implicates
that the circular motion is disallowed. In the range r∗ > r

(0)
∗ and r+ < r∗ < r

(2)
∗ , the polynomial

β > 0, such that the circular motion is allowed.
We conclude that the critical value of the parameter and the radius of critical circular

motion are given by

αc = 2× 33/4M, rc = 2(
√
3 + 3)M, (3.11)

when α > αc, the forbidden region for circular motion appears. As the parameter α increases,
the ISCO disappears at rc, and then the stable and unstable circular motion are disallowed.

The position and conserved energy and angular momentum of the ISCO motion can be

obtained by solving d2R(r)
dr2

= 0 combined with the solutions (3.2) and (3.3). In Figure 1, we
show the disappearance of the circular motion, including the vanishing ISCO. The dotted line
and the dashed line denote the boundary of the ”no circular” region r

(0)
∗ and r

(2)
∗ respectively,

between which in the gray region, the circular motion are not allowed. The black line denoting
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Figure 2: The variation of the angular momentum (left) and energy (right) of ISCO.

the position of ISCO, rISCO, intersecting with r
(0)
∗ and r

(2)
∗ at α = αc. Note that in the region

r
(2)
∗ < r < rISCO are the disallowed unstable circular orbits, and in the region rISCO < r < r

(0)
∗

are the disallowed stable circular orbits. Figure 1 shows clearly that ISCO moves far away from
the original position due to the quantum correction. When α > αc, the ISCO disappears first,
then the stable and unstable circular motion disappear as the parameter α increases. Note that
when α → ∞, we have r

(2)
∗ → 4M , which corresponds to our rough analysis before.

In Figure 2, we plot the variation of conserved energy and angular momentum of ISCO due
to the increasing quantum correction α in ds1 spacetime, from which we can see that when
the parameter α increases, while the energy of the ISCO monotonically increases, the angular
momentum of ISCO monotonically decreases to zero and ends at α = αc. This implicate that
at this point, although the radial potential still satisfies zero conditions, including its first and
second derivative, but the ISCO is not a circular motion, and turns out to be a rest particle
hanging at rc, since its angular momentum is zero. Similarly for those with α > αc, the critical
circular orbits turn to be a rest particle hanging at r

(0)
∗ or r

(2)
∗ .

When α is small, the position, conserved energy, and angular momentum of the ISCO due
to quantum correction are given by

rISCO = 6M +
α4

81M3
+O(α6), (3.12)

LISCO = 2
√
3M − 2α2

9
√
3M

+O(α4), (3.13)

EISCO =
2
√
2

3
+

α4

4374
√
2M4

+O(α6). (3.14)

3.2 Marginal circular orbit

The marginal circular orbit (MCO) is the circular orbit with the energy E = 1, by solving
(3.1), we show that the angular momentum and the location of the MCO motion Lm and rm
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Figure 3: The disappearance (left) and the angular momentum (right) of MCO.

should satisfy

Lm =

√
r2(M(r3 + 6rα2)− 8M2α2 − r2α2)

(r − 3M)(r3 − 4Mα2 + 2rα2)
, (3.15)

r4(−3M + r)(r3 − 4Mα2 + 2rα2)− (−2M + r)2(r3 − 2Mα2 + rα2)2 = 0. (3.16)

Note that even though the expression of the Lm in Eq.(3.15) has same form with the
generic circular case in Eq. (3.3), but MCO does not disappear at αc. In Figure 3 we show the
disappearance and angular momentum of MCO motion due to the loop quantum correction
α. The line denoting MCO enter the gray region after intersecting with r

(2)
∗ at α = αm. The

explicit critical value for MCO can be obtained by solving rm = r
(2)
∗ and given by

αm = 3
√
3M, rmc = 6M. (3.17)

When α > αm, MCO does not exist. Similarly with ISCO, the angular momentum of MCO
monotonically decrease to zero with increasing α, and ends at α = αm.

When α is small, the position and angular momentum of the MCO due to the quantum
correction are given by

rm = 4M +
α4

256M3
+O(α6), (3.18)

Lm = 4M − α2

8M
+O(α4). (3.19)

4 Motion with turning points

In the previous section, we show the disappearance of the circular motion. Based on the
continuity of the motion in (E,L) phase space, the circular motion is a double root of the
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Figure 4: The (E,L) phase space of geodesic motion in ds1.

radial potential, and could split into two single roots describing the turning points to form
the root structure with trapped orbits, bound orbits and deflecting orbits as described in [23].
Therefore, it is naturally to deduce that there exists a region such that the generic trapped,
plunging, bound and deflecting orbits disappear. For the convenience of discussion, we here in
Table 1 introduce the root structure notation of the radial potential used in [23].

Notation Denotes Notation Denotes
| outer horizon • simple roots (turning points)
+ allowed region •• double roots (circular orbits)
− disallowed region ••• triple roots (ISCO)
⟩ radial infinity |• roots touching the horizon

Table 1: Notations for the root structures of the radial potential.

In Figure 4, we show the (E,L) phase space of the geodesic motion. The colored curves
are obtained based on the angular momentum and energy of the circular motion described by
(3.2) and (3.3), plotted with r∗ as the parameter. Each colored curve can be divided into two
parts by ISCO at the vertex point, where the lower part describes the unstable circular orbits
which energy can be extended to infinity as r∗ → rICO, and the upper part describes the stable
circular orbits which angular momentum asymptotically to infinity and energy to 1 as r∗ → ∞.

Figure 4 describes the variation of the phase space due the parameter α. When α = αc,
ISCO starts to disappear, and when α > αc, the region that disallows the circular motion
appears, eliminating parts of the stable and unstable circular motion, described by the thick
gray dashed line in Figure 4. The root structures of the stable and unstable circular motion
with E < 1, |+ •− ••−⟩ and |+ ••+ •−⟩, contains not only circular motion with ••, but also
the motion in the + region, such as trapped orbits in | + • − ..., the whirling trapped orbits
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in | + •• and the homoclinic orbits in •• +•, all of which share the same energy and angular
momentum with the circular motion in the phase space. Therefore, the region that the circular
orbits disappear, these kinds of orbits related to circular motion disappear as well.

The vertical black dashed line in Figure 4 denotes the marginal motion with energy E = 1,
of which the cross points with the colored curves are marginal circular orbits. Note that when
α > αm, the ”no-circular” region is beyond E = 1, and intersects with the Marginal dashed line,
such that MCO and the unstable circular orbits with E > 1 disappear, which are described by
the root structure |+ ••+⟩. As we analyzed in the last paragraph, the corresponding whirling
trapped orbits and whirling deflecting orbits ••+⟩ are forbidden as well.

The periodic bound motion are confined by circular and marginal motion in the triangle
like region with root structure |+ •− •+ •−⟩. The turning points of bound orbits in structure
•+• can be seen as the separation of the double root −••− from the stable circular motion, or
•• +• from the unstable circular motion. By continuity in the phase space, when the circular
motion disappear, in the neighborhood region of which, the bound motion disappear as well.
As the red curve with α > αc shown in Figure 4, one can imagine there exists a missing
triangle-like horn region cut by the ”no-circular” dashed line, the boundary of which are the
disappeared circular motion, and inside the region of which, are the disappeared bound orbits.
Similarly, when α > αmc, due to the disappearance of the unstable circular motion |+••+⟩,the
deflecting orbits in the second + region of |+ • − •+⟩ disappear as well. In the following part,
we investigate the non-existence of bound orbits as an example, and then extends to deflecting
cases.

The turning points of the bounded motion are the pericenter rp and apocenter ra, satisfying

R1(ra) = R1(rp) = 0, (4.1)

replacing ra and rp by the taxonomy of eccentricity e and semi-latus rectum p as

ra =
p

1− e
, rp =

p

1 + e
, (4.2)

and solve (4.1), the energy and angular momentum of the bound motion are obtained given by

E =
1

p3

√
(2(1 + e)M − p)((1 + e)2L2 + p2)((2(1 + e)M − p)(1 + e)2α2 − p3), (4.3)

L =

√
p2(Mp3 − (4M − p)(2(1 + e2)M − p)α2)

(p− ((3 + e2)M))(p3 + 2(p+ e2p− 2M − 6e2M)α2)
. (4.4)

The angular momentum of bound orbits are real when α < αbc, where the critical parameter
αbc for the bound motion is given by

αbc =

√
Mp3

(4M − p)(2M(1 + e2)− p)
. (4.5)
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Figure 5: The critical value αbc in terms of e and p for bound orbital motion.

In Figure 5, we show the critical value αbc as a function of e and p. In the case e = 0,
the two turning points merge into a double root as − ••−, such that ra = rp = r∗ = p and
here p denoting the radius of the stable circular motion, and note that the minimum value of
the curve is exactly αc. As the eccentricity increases in 0 < e < 1, such as the cases e = 0.5
and e = 0.8, the critical value of the parameter αbc increases, denoting the start point of the
vanishing bound orbits. Note that for the cases with 0 < e < 1, the minimum value of each
curve is exactly the critical points denoting the disappearance of unstable circular motion and
the corresponded homoclinic orbits in ••+•, where the pericenter rp merge with the first turning
point of the trapped orbits to be a double root denoting the unstable circular orbit, and the +
region between the apocenter and the double root are the homoclinic orbits. The case e = 1
describes the disappearance of the marginal motion with energy E = 1, the minimum value of
which is exactly the critical parameter αm for MCO, where the apocenter goes to infinity, the
pericenter coincide with the turning point of the trapped orbits to be the unstable MCO, and
the root structure composed with whirling trapped orbits and whirlling deflecting orbits read
as |+ ••+⟩. While for other points on this curve, the double root separate into the pericenter
and the turning point, form the root structure composed with trapped orbits and marginal
deflecting orbits as | + • − •+⟩. Note that when e > 1, the apocenter becomes negative, the
critical parameter value still expressed as (5), and shows similar behavior as that in Figure 5,
which is over the line e = 1. The polar points of the curves with e > 1 denoting the critical
value for the disappearance of unstable circular motion with E > 1, so does the related whirling
trapped and whirling deflecting orbits in the root structure |+ ••+⟩. And the other points on
the curve denoting the critical values of the disappearance of deflecting orbits in |+ • − •+⟩.

In classical gravity, the aspects on the geodesic motion has been widely studied. Normally
in classical gravity, the bound orbital motion has non-zero angular momentum, such that the
ingoing and out going particle motion divided by the turning points are not along the same
path, and instead move around the black hole for several circles described by the well known
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rational numbers [30]. The whirling deflecting orbits with E ≥ 1 in the + region of •• +⟩
describes the free falling motion start from far infinity with proper selected energy and angular
momentum in the phase space, and in the end asymptotically close to the unstable circular
orbits around the black hole. Similarly for homoclinic orbits in the + region of •• + • −⟩
with E < 1, except the motion is not start from the infinity, but from some point between the
turning point and the unstable circular motion. The deflecting orbital motion in the + region
of − • +⟩ with E > 1, also starts from far infinity, and in the end moves to infinity, during
the period of which, it may move around the black hole for several circles to reach the turning
point, and then other several circles to fly away the black hole. All these generic motion classes
normally moves around the black hole with several circles, even though not as a whole circle
sometimes, at least produce the non-zero azimuthal change ∆ϕ, such that when touching the
turning point, the motion is not directly bounce back to the original coming path, and instead
chose another direction to leave.

However, in effective quantum gravity, the geodesic motion are interestingly different, espe-
cially the motion with the critical value. On the curves with exactly the critical value α = αbc,
the orbits still exists with zero angular momentum L = 0, which implicates an interesting phe-
nomena that the effective quantum gravity does not only attract, but also repulse. In Section
3, we discussed that at the critical point, the particle will be static lavitating at the position,
where the disappeared circular motion should be. This preliminary shows the repulsive effect
of the quantum gravity. Moreover, in the bound and deflecting cases, the repulsive effect is
even more obvious.

For the bound orbits with critical value α = αbc, we can set a free falling particle, with
initial energy and angular momentum proper selected in the phase space, at any point rb
between rp and ra, such that rp < rb < ra. The radial potential at the turning points are zero
R(ra) = R(rp) = 0, and between rp and ra are positive, such that there exists a polar point we
defined as ro that satisfies R′(r) = 0 and rp < ro < ra. Then the particle falls straight to the
pericenter, and then directly turns back to the apocenter along the same ingoing path, since the
angular momentum of the motion is zero. Therefore the whole bound motion behaves exactly
as same as the kinetic spring motion, bouncing directly between ra and rp, without passing
circles around the black hole. For the ingoing motion, the gravity shows attractive effect when
the particle moves in the region ro < r < ra, and repulsive effect in the region rp < r < ro.

For the critical homoclinic orbits with E < 1, which moves between the apocenter ra and
the double root r∗, the free falling particle straightly moves forward to r∗, and stops at the
critical unstable circular position r∗ and then hang over there in the end. Similarly for the
critical whirling deflecting orbits with E ≥ 1, the particle falls from far infinity, and hangs at
the critical unstable circular position in the end.

For the critical deflecting orbits with E ≥ 1, the particle could fall freely from far infinity,
and moves straightly to the turning points, then directly bounce back to infinity along exactly
the ingoing path. Such kind of geodesic motion clearly shows the repulsive effect in the covariant
effective loop quantum gravity. Note that there still exists a polar point rp < ro < ∞ for the
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critical deflecting orbits, such that when the particle freely moves in the region ro < r < ∞,
the gravity shows attractive effect, and in the region rp < r < ro, the gravity shows repulsive
effect.

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we discussed the behavior of the geodesic motion around the black hole model in
effective quantum gravity. We found that there exists critical values of the quantum correction
parameter, beyond which all classes of geodesic motion in (E,L) phase space starts to disappear,
including ISCO, generic circular motion, periodical bound motion, deflecting motion, and the
motion related to them.

We analytically discussed the critical behavior of various types of geodesic motion and pro-
vided an explicit determination of the corresponding critical parameters. Our results revealed
that the critical circular geodesic motion deviated from the conventional sense of circular mo-
tion, instead resembling a static point suspended in space. This finding suggested the existence
of static, free test particles around the quantum black holes within the framework of covariant
effective quantum gravity.

We compared the behavior of geodesic motion with turning points in classical gravity and
covariant effective quantum gravity. Due to the vanishing angular momentum, the critical peri-
odic bound orbital motion transitioned into the oscillatory motion between the pericenter and
apocenter. And, the critical homoclinic and whirling deflecting orbital motions asymptotically
settled at their respective circular positions in their own root structures. Most notably, the
behavior of critical deflecting orbits provided clear evidence that the covariant loop effective
quantum gravity introduced a repulsive component to the gravitational interaction, supple-
menting the familiar attractive force.

The emergence of the repulsive gravitational regime in covariant EQG carries significant
implications for our understanding of gravity near the Planck scale. Traditionally, gravitational
attraction is taken as a universal property, with orbits and trajectories around black holes
governed by purely attractive potentials. The appearance of static free test particles and
repulsive like behavior challenges this classical intuition and suggests that quantum effects
could drastically modify gravitational dynamics. Especially when the quantum parameter
dominates, the size of the quantum black hole is in Planck scale, where the quantum effect
dominates, which may cause this anti-intuitive behavior.
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