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Abstract: This paper investigates scalar perturbations and quasinormal modes (QNMs) associated with

cylindrical black holes constructed within the frameworks of f(R)-gravity and Ricci-Inverse (RI) gravity.

Moreover, we study the modified Hawking radiation in these black hole solutions and analyze the effects

of coupling constants. These modified theories, which extend general relativity by introducing higher-order

curvature corrections and additional geometric terms, provide a rich platform for exploring deviations from

standard gravitational physics. The study begins by revisiting the cylindrical black holes in these modified

gravity theories, where the effective cosmological constants respectively, are represented by Λ
f(R)
m and ΛRI

m

related to the coupling constants unique to each framework. Afterwards, the QNMs, intrinsic damped os-

cillations of the black hole space-time, are analyzed to probe the stability of the system, with the effective

potential V revealing the impact of the modified gravity parameters. Additionally, the thermodynamic prop-

erties of the black holes are examined through the lens of the Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP),

which introduces quantum corrections to Hawking radiation. The GUP-modified Hawking temperature and

entropy are derived, demonstrating significant deviations from classical results and highlighting the quantum

gravitational effects in these modified frameworks. By linking QNMs, thermodynamics, and quantum cor-

rections, this work not only deepens the understanding of modified gravity theories but also offers potential

observational pathways to test their validity.
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1 Introduction

For decades, black holes have captivated scientists as some of the most fascinating and enigmatic entities in the

universe, primarily due to their unique role in Einstein’s theory of gravity. While many black holes are believed

to form from the gravitational collapse of massive stars (see Refs. [1–5]), others, such as primordial black

holes, may emerge from density fluctuations during cosmic inflation or from early-universe topological defects.

Observational breakthroughs, including measurements of black hole spins in X-ray binaries, gravitational wave

detections from binary mergers via LIGO, the imaging of the supermassive black hole in galaxy M87 by the

Event Horizon Telescope [6–9], and the discovery of star-black hole binary systems through radial velocity

measurements [10], strongly corroborate the existence of black holes. These advances not only deepen our

understanding of gravity but also provide invaluable insights into the properties and dynamics of black holes.

Stephen Hawking’s groundbreaking contributions have significantly advanced our knowledge of black hole

physics. At the core of a black hole lies a singularity [11], a region of infinite density where classical physical

laws break down [12]. Surrounding this singularity is the event horizon [13], a boundary beyond which

not even light can escape the black hole’s immense gravitational pull [14]. Black holes are fundamentally

characterized by three parameters: (i) mass [15], (ii) electric charge [16], and (iii) angular momentum [17].

Hawking’s pioneering work explored quantum phenomena at the event horizon, leading to the concept of

Hawking radiation [18]. This discovery revealed that black holes are not entirely “black” but instead emit

radiation due to quantum effects, gradually losing mass over time. Such findings connect thermodynamics

with quantum mechanics by introducing the notions of black hole temperature (TH) and entropy (S) [19, 20].

Additionally, Hawking’s research linked black holes to gravitational waves [21] and quantum states [22], laying

the foundation for efforts to unify quantum mechanics and general relativity (GR) [23–26]. These theories

continue to inspire contemporary investigations into the quantum nature of spacetime [27, 28].

Among the modified theories of gravity, f(R)-gravity has garnered significant attention [29–31]. This

framework generalizes the Ricci scalar R in the Einstein-Hilbert action to an arbitrary function f(R) [32, 33],

introducing corrections that can explain phenomena such as the accelerated expansion of the universe. While
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f(R)-gravity holds promise, it faces theoretical and observational challenges [34–36]. Furthermore, the in-

terplay between black hole physics and spacetime modifications is evident in scenarios involving Lorentz

violations, where the geometry near the event horizon influences the Hawking radiation spectrum and tem-

perature. Such deviations from GR predictions provide potential avenues for constraining Lorentz-violating

effects through black hole thermodynamics [37–41].

QNMs have long been recognized as essential tools for probing the stability of spacetime configurations,

such as black holes or branes. QNMs, which manifest as damped oscillations with discrete spectra, are intrinsic

to the black hole’s structure, independent of the initial perturbations [42]. The study of QNMs, initiated in

[43–45], has illuminated their significance in characterizing black hole mass, angular momentum [46, 47], and

stability [46]. Moreover, in the context of AdS/CFT correspondence, QNMs elucidate the thermalization rates

in the boundary theory [48]. Beyond stability analysis, QNMs contribute to our understanding of Hawking

radiation [49] and offer insights into quantizing gravity. The boundary conditions governing QNMs-ingoing

waves at the event horizon and theory-specific conditions at infinity-underscore their role in black hole physics

and related theoretical frameworks [50].

Recently, RI- gravity has emerged as a compelling alternative framework within the realm of modified

gravity theories, offering new insights into some of the most perplexing phenomena in theoretical physics,

including causality violations, wormholes, and stellar structures [51–77]. This class of theories generalizes

the standard Einstein-Hilbert action by incorporating higher-order curvature terms and other geometric

quantities, leading to modifications of the field equations that accommodate rich and diverse cosmological

and astrophysical implications. Among these, the study of cylindrical black holes [77] plays a crucial role,

as they provide simplified yet insightful models to explore the effects of these modifications in a highly

symmetric spacetime. Unlike the more commonly studied spherical black holes, cylindrical configurations

inherently possess an anisotropic structure, which enables a detailed investigation of directional dependencies

and dynamical behaviors unique to modified gravity theories. QNMs associated with cylindrical black holes

further enhance their utility as probes of stability, as these damped oscillations are highly sensitive to the

underlying spacetime geometry and the parameters of the RI-gravity model. Moreover, cylindrical black

holes offer an ideal framework for studying thermodynamic properties, such as Hawking radiation and entropy,

particularly when quantum corrections like those introduced by the GUP are considered. These investigations

not only shed light on the deviations from GR but also highlight the intricate interplay between modified

gravity, black hole thermodynamics, and quantum phenomena. By examining these systems, RI-gravity

provides a robust platform for addressing unresolved questions about the nature of spacetime, the dynamics

of exotic matter, and the potential observational signatures that could bridge the gap between theoretical

predictions and empirical evidence. Consequently, the study of cylindrical black holes in this context serves

as a stepping stone toward a deeper understanding of gravitational physics beyond Einstein’s framework.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we present the cylindrical black hole solution within f(R)

and RI-gravity frameworks. Sec. 3 focuses on the QNMs, analyzing the effective potential and their stability.

In Sec. 5, we explore the impact of the GUP on the Hawking radiation and thermodynamic properties of

the black holes. Finally, Sec. 6 concludes the paper, summarizing the results and discussing potential future

directions.
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2 BH solutions within f(R) and RI-gravity theories

In this section, we consider a cylindrical black hole solution formulated within GR, in the context of modified

gravity theory. Therefore, we begin this section by introducing this BH solution in cylindrical coordinates

(t, r, φ, z) given by [78]

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2 dφ2 + α2 r2 dz2, f(r) =

(
α2 r2 − 4M

αr

)
, (2.1)

where the metric tensor gµν and its contravairant form are given by (x0 = t, x1 = r, x2 = φ, x3 = z)

gµν =


−f(r) 0 0 0

0 1
f(r) 0 0

0 0 r2 0

0 0 0 α2 r2

 , gµν =


− 1

f(r) 0 0 0

0 f(r) 0 0

0 0 1
r2

0

0 0 0 1
α2 r2

 . (2.2)

Here M denotes mass of BH, α > 0 is a positive constant, and the coordinates are in the ranges −∞ < t <∞,

r ≥ 0, φ ∈ [0, 2π), and −∞ < z < ∞ called the temporal, radial, angular and the axial coordinates,

respectively.

This space-time (2.1) satisfied the Einstein vacuum field equations with a negative cosmological constant

(Λ < 0) given by

Rµν = Λ gµν , R = 4 Λ, Λ = −3α2. (2.3)

Below, we review this black hole (BH) solution in the context of modified gravity theories. Specifically,

we focus on two prominent theories: f(R)-gravity and RI-gravity. These modified theories extend GR by

altering the gravitational Lagrangian, introducing additional degrees of freedom, and potentially offering

insights into the nature of dark energy, dark matter, and the early universe.

Our main motivation is to investigate the scalar perturbations around the modified black hole solutions

obtained in the gravity theories mentioned earlier. Scalar fields play a crucial role in modified gravity theories

and can lead to deviations from the standard GR predictions. Finally, we study the Hawking temperature,

which is a key feature of black hole thermodynamics. The Hawking temperature, associated with the emission

of black hole radiation, is influenced by the spacetime geometry and the gravitational modifications consider

in the current study. By calculating the Hawking temperature for the black holes in f(R)-gravity and RI-

gravity, we can compare the results with those from GR and gain insights into how these modifications affect

the thermodynamic properties of black holes.

Case A: f(R)-gravity theory

In the framework of f(R)-gravity, the action is modified by an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar R,

which leads to modified field equations. This introduces a richer structure to the gravitational dynamics, as

the function f(R) allows for deviations from the standard Einstein-Hilbert action.

The Einstein-Hilbert action in f(R)-gravity theory is given by

S =

∫
dx4

√
−g (f(R) − 2 Λm) + SM , R = gµν R

µν . (2.4)
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By varying the action (2.4) with respect to the metric tensor gµν , the modified field equations in f(R)-

gravity are given by

−1

2
f(R) gµν + fRRµν + gµν∇2 fR −∇µ∇ν fR + Λm g

µν = T µν , (2.5)

where Λm is the effective cosmological constant in this modified gravity.

Let us consider the function f(R) to be the following form:

f(R) = R + α1R2 + α2R3 + α3R4 + α4R5, (2.6)

where αi (i = 1, .., 4) are the coupling constants.

By solving the modified field equations (2.5) using the metric tensor (2.2), the relations (2.3), and the

function (2.6), and performing the necessary simplifications for zero energy-momentum tensor, T µν , we obtain

the effective cosmological constant as follows [77]:

Λf(R)
m = −3α2 + 432α6 α2 − 10368α8 α3 + 186624α10 α4. (2.7)

In terms of usual cosmological constant Λ, we can write the effective cosmological constant

Λf(R)
m = Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 − 128 Λ4 α3 − 768α4 Λ5. (2.8)

The effective cosmological constant Λm is negative provided the following condition must obey:

16 Λ3 α2 + 768α4 Λ5 < Λ − 128 Λ4 α3. (2.9)

Now, we consider a general function of f(R) given by the following form:

f(R) = R + αk Rk+1, k = 1, 2, ....n. (2.10)

Solving the modified field equations (2.5) for zero energy-momentum tensor, T µν = 0, and after simpli-

fication, we obtain [77]

Λf(R)
m = −3α2 − 3α2 (1 − k)αk (−12α2)k. (2.11)

In terms of the usual cosmological constant Λ, we can rewrite the effective cosmological constant as follows:

Λf(R)
m = Λ + αk (1 − k) 4k Λk+1, (k = 1, 2, ....n). (2.12)

The BH solution (2.1) thus is a valid solution in f(R)-gravity theory. In terms of the effective cosmological

constant Λ
f(R)
m , the BH solution in f(R) gravity framework is described by the following line-element

ds2 =

Λ
f(R)
m

3
r2 +

4M√
−Λ

f(R)
m
3 r

 dt2 − dr2Λ
f(R)
m
3 r2 + 4M√

−Λ
f(R)
m
3

r

 + r2 dφ2 − Λ
f(R)
m

3
r2 dz2, (2.13)
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where Λ
f(R)
m < 0 is given in Eq. (2.8) and (2.12).

Case B: RI-gravity theory

Now, we study the BH solution (2.1) in the framework of RI-gravity theory. In this new gravitational

theory, the Einstein-Hilbert action of GR is modified by a function of the Ricci scalar (R), the anti-curvature

scalar A = gµν A
µν ̸= R−1, and the anti-curvature tensor Aµν = R−1

µν .

Therefore, the action in the framework of RI-gravity is described by

S =

∫
dx4

√
−g (f(R,A, AµνAµν) − 2 Λm) + Sm. (2.14)

By varying the action (2.14) with respect to the metric tensor gµν , the modified field equations in Class-III

model of RI-gravity are given by

−1

2
f gµν + fRRµν − fAAµν − 2 fA2 Aρν Aµ

ρ + Pµν +Mµν + Uµν + Λm g
µν = T µν , (2.15)

where

Pµν = gµν ∇2 fR −∇µ∇ν fR, (2.16)

Mµν = gρµ∇α∇ρ(fAAα
σ A

νσ) − 1

2
∇2(fAAµ

σ A
νσ) − 1

2
gµν ∇α∇ρ(fAAα

σ A
ρσ), (2.17)

Uµν = gρν ∇α∇ρ(fA2 AσκA
σαAµκ) −∇2(fA2 AσκA

σµAνκ) − gµν ∇α∇ρ(fA2 AσκA
σαAρκ)

+ 2 gρν ∇ρ∇α(fA2 AσκA
σµAακ) − gρν ∇α∇ρ(fA2 AσκA

σµAακ). (2.18)

Here fR, fA are defined earlier and fA2 = ∂f/∂(Aµν Aµν).

Let’s consider the function f in this Class-III model to be the following form:

f(R,A, Aµν Aµν) = R + α1R2 + α2R3 + β1A + β2A2 + γ Aµν Aµν (2.19)

with αi, βi and γ being arbitrary constants.

After solving the modified field equations (2.15) for zero energy-momentum tensor, T µν = 0, we find [77]

ΛRI
m = −3α2 + 432α6 α2 −

β1
α2

+
16β2
9α4

+
4 γ

9α4
. (2.20)

In terms of usual cosmological constant Λ, we can write the effective cosmological constant as follows:

ΛRI
m = Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 +

3β1
Λ

+
16β2
Λ2

+
4 γ

Λ2
. (2.21)

The BH solution (2.1) in terms of usual cosmological constant (Λ) within the framework of GR is described

by the following line-element

ds2 = −

−Λ

3
r2 − 4M√

−Λ
3 r

 dt2 +
dr2(

−Λ
3 r

2 − 4M√
−Λ

3
r

) + r2 dφ2 − Λ

3
r2 dz2. (2.22)
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The BH solution (2.1) in terms of effective cosmological constant Λm within the framework of RI-gravity

is therefore described by the following line-element

ds2 =

ΛRI
m

3
r2 +

4M√
−ΛRI

m
3 r

 dt2 − dr2(
ΛRI
m
3 r2 + 4M√

−ΛRI
m
3

r

) + r2 dφ2 − ΛRI
m

3
r2 dz2, (2.23)

where ΛRI
m < 0 is given in Eq. (2.21).

In the subsequent sections, we first examine the scalar perturbations of the modified black hole solutions,

and then investigate the Hawking temperature. We analyze how the modifications introduced by the gravity

theories affect these quantities, and compare the results with those predicted by GR, highlighting the shifts

and deviations caused by the modified gravitational frameworks.

3 Scalar Perturbations and the Effective Potential: QNMs

In this section, we investigate the perturbations of a massless spin-0 scalar field by solving the Klein-Gordon

equation within the context of the modified gravity theories introduced in the previous section. The scalar

field, denoted Φ, is considered to be massless, and its dynamics is governed by the general covariant Klein-

Gordon equation. This equation serves as the fundamental equation of motion for spin-0 massless scalar field

in a curved spacetime and takes the form given by [79]:

1√
−g

∂µ
(√

−g gµν ∂νΦ
)

= 0, (3.1)

where gµν is the metric tensor of the spacetime, and g is its determinant. In the context of modified gravity

theories, such as f(R)-gravity or RI-gravity, the background spacetime and the equation of motion can be

altered due to the modifications to the gravitational action. These modifications can affect the propagating

behavior of the scalar field, and we aim to study how the field behaves under perturbations in these modified

frameworks.

Given that the background space-time (2.13) and (2.23) is cylindrical symmetric and static, we can

express the massless scalar field function Φ(t, r, φ, z) as a decomposition in terms of R(r) as follows:

Φ(t, r, φ, z) = exp(−i ω t) exp(imφ) exp(i k z)
R(r)

r
, (3.2)

where ω is the QNMs frequency, m takes the natural number and k is an arbitrary constant.

The modified BH solutions obtained earlier in the framework of f(R) and RI-gravity together can be

expressed as

ds2 =

Λm

3
r2 +

4M√
−Λm

3 r

 dt2 − dr2(
Λm
3 r2 + 4M√

−Λm
3

r

) + r2 dφ2 − Λm

3
r2 dz2, (3.3)
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Now, we calculate the determinant of the metric tensor (3.3) and it is given by

√
−g =

√
−Λm

3
r2, (3.4)

where Λm → Λ
f(R)
m as given in Eq. (2.8) and (2.12), and Λm → ΛRI

m as specified in Eq. (2.21).

With these, equation (3.1) can be expressed as

f2(r) ∂2r R + f(r) f ′(r) ∂r R +

(
ω2 − ι2

r2
f(r) − f f ′

r

)
R(r) = 0, (3.5)

where prime denotes ordinary derivative w. r. t. r and

ι =

√
m2 − 3 k2

Λm
, f(r) =

−Λm

3
r2 − 4M√

−Λm
3 r

 . (3.6)

We now introduce a new coordinate called the tortoise coordinate, r∗, for the modified BH solutions (3.3)

defined by

dr∗ =
dr

f(r)
, ∂r∗ = f(r) ∂r (3.7)

One can rewrite the above differential equation (3.5) as follows:

∂2r∗ R +
(
ω2 − V

)
R = 0, (3.8)

where the effective potential of the scalar perturbations is given by

V (r) =

(
ι2

r2
+
f ′(r)
r

)
f(r)

=

 1

r2

(
m2 − 3 k2

Λm

)
− 2 Λm

3
+

4M√
−Λm

3 r3

 −Λm

3
r2 − 4M√

−Λm
3 r

 . (3.9)

In the context of f(R)-gravity, the effective potential will be

Vf(R)(r) =

[
1

r2

(
m2 − 3 k2

(Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 − 128 Λ4 α3 − 768α4 Λ5)

)

− 2 (Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 − 128 Λ4 α3 − 768α4 Λ5)

3
+

4M

r3
√

− (Λ−16Λ3 α2−128Λ4 α3−768α4 Λ5)
3

]
×

− (Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 − 128 Λ4 α3 − 768α4 Λ5)

3
r2 − 4M

r
√
− (Λ−16Λ3 α2−128Λ4 α3−768α4 Λ5)

3

 . (3.10)

– 7 –



And in the framework of RI-gravity, it will be

VRI(r) =

[
1

r2

m2 − 3 k2(
Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 + 3β1

Λ + 16β2

Λ2 + 4 γ
Λ2

)


−
2
(

Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 + 3β1

Λ + 16β2

Λ2 + 4 γ
Λ2

)
3

+
4M

r3

√
−

(
Λ−16Λ3 α2+

3 β1
Λ

+
16 β2
Λ2 + 4 γ

Λ2

)
3

]
×

−
(

Λ − 16 Λ3 α2 + 3β1

Λ + 16β2

Λ2 + 4 γ
Λ2

)
3

r2 − 4M

r

√
−

(
Λ−16Λ3 α2+

3 β1
Λ

+
16 β2
Λ2 + 4 γ

Λ2

)
3

 . (3.11)

α2=0.0,α3=0.0,α4=0.0

α2=0.1,α3=0.1,α4=0.0010

α2=0.2,α3=0.2,α4=0.0011

α2=0.3,α3=0.3,α4=0.0012

α2=0.4,α3=0.4,α4=0.0013
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Figure 1: A comparison of the effective potential (3.10) with GR case for scalar perturbations is plotted,
considering cases: m = 0 (left panel) and m = 1 (right panel). Here M = 1, Λ = −0.2, and k = 0.01.
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Figure 2: A comparison of the effective potential (3.11) with the GR case for scalar perturbations is plotted,
considering m = 0 (left panel) and m = 1 (right panel). Here M = 1, Λ = −0.2, and k = 0.1.

From the expressions in Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11), it is evident that the effective potential governing the

scalar perturbations is significantly influenced by the coupling constants present in the modified gravitational

theories. In the context of f(R)-gravity, the effective potential is modulated by the constants α2, α3, and

α4, which arise from the functional form of the gravitational action and the associated field equations. These

constants determine the strength and nature of the interaction between the scalar field and the modified
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curvature terms, thereby affecting the propagation of scalar fields.

Similarly, in the framework of RI-gravity, the effective potential is influenced by a different set of

parameters: α2, β1, β2, and γ. These constants arise from the specific modification used in RI-gravity.

The interplay between these parameters governs how the scalar field interacts with the modified gravitational

background, which affects the dynamics of scalar perturbations in this model.

We have generated Figure 1, which illustrates the effective potential for scalar perturbations within the

framework of f(R) gravity, considering various values of the coupling constants. The figure shows how the

effective potential evolves with changes in the values of the coupling constants α2, α3, and α4. As these

constants increase, the potential gradually rises, indicating that the strength of the scalar perturbations is

affected by the modifications to the gravitational action.

Furthermore, we compare this potential to the standard GR case by setting α2 = 0, α3 = 0, and α4 = 0,

effectively reducing f(R) gravity to the GR limit. This comparison highlights the differences between the

modified gravity theory and GR. In the figure, the red dotted lines represent the effective potential in the GR

case, while the solid colored lines correspond to the potential in the f(R) gravity framework with non-zero

coupling constants. The distinction between these two cases provides insight into how the modifications to

gravity, introduced through the coupling constants, alter the behavior of scalar perturbations in a cosmological

context.

Similarly, in Figure 2, we present the effective potential for scalar perturbations within the framework

of RI-gravity, considering various values of the coupling constants. The figure illustrates how the effective

potential changes with variations in the coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ. As these constants increase, the

potential gradually rises, suggesting that the strength and nature of the scalar perturbations are influenced

by the modifications to the gravitational action introduced by these constants.

Additionally, we compare this potential with the standard GR case by setting α2 = 0, β1 = 0, β2 = 0,

and γ = 0, which effectively reduces RI gravity to the GR limit. This comparison emphasizes the differences

between the modified RI gravity theory and GR. In the figure, the red dotted lines represent the effective

potential in the GR case, while the solid colored lines correspond to the potential in the RI-gravity framework

with non-zero coupling constants.

The distinction between these cases provides valuable insight into how the modifications to gravity, affect

the dynamics of scalar perturbations in a cosmological setting. These modifications could lead to observable

effects that distinguish RI-gravity and f(R) gravity from GR, particularly in phenomena involving scalar field

fluctuations, cosmological perturbations, or the behavior of gravitational waves in modified gravity theories.

4 Vectorial Perturbations

Next, we consider the electromagnetic perturbation, or spin-one vector fields, requiring the use of the conven-

tional tetrad formalism [1, 80], where a basis eaµ(x) is established in relation to the black hole metric tensor

gµν . This chosen basis adheres to the conditions

eaµ(x) eµb (x) = δab , eaµ(x) eνa(x) = δνµ, gµν = ηab e
a
µ(x) ebν(x). (4.1)
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Spin-one fields is described by the following Maxwell equations

1√
−g

(
gσµ gτν

√
−gFστ

)
, ν

= 0. (4.2)

The spin-one Maxwell field after a straightforward calculation yields

∂2r∗ ψe + (ω2 − Ve)ψe = 0, (4.3)

where the potential has the following explicit form in general relativity:

Ve = f(r)
ι2

r2
=

1

r2

−Λ

3
r2 − 4M√

−Λ
3 r

 (
m2 − 3 k2

Λ

)
. (4.4)

In modified gravity theory, we have

Ve =
1

r2

−Λm

3
r2 − 4M√

−Λm
3 r

 (
m2 − 3 k2

Λm

)
. (4.5)

Therefore, in the context of f(R)-gravity, the effective potential will be

Vf(R)
e =

1

r2

(−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 + 128 Λ4 α3 + 768α4 Λ5)

3
r2 − 4M√

(−Λ+16Λ3 α2+128Λ4 α3+768α4 Λ5)
3 r

×

(
m2 +

3 k2

(−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 + 128 Λ4 α3 + 768α4 Λ5)

)
. (4.6)

And in the framework of RI-gravity, it will be

VRI
e =

1

r2


(
−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 − 3β1

Λ − 16β2

Λ2 − 4 γ
Λ2

)
3

r2 − 4M√(
−Λ+16Λ3 α2− 3 β1

Λ
− 16 β2

Λ2 − 4 γ

Λ2

)
3 r

×

m2 +
3 k2(

−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 − 3β1

Λ − 16β2

Λ2 − 4 γ
Λ2

)
 . (4.7)

From the expressions in Eqs. (4.6) and (4.7), it is evident that the effective potential governing the

spin-one vector perturbations is significantly influenced by the coupling constants present in the modified

gravitational theories. In the context of f(R)-gravity, the effective potential is altered by the coupling

constants α2, α3, and α4, which arise from the functional form of the gravitational action and the associated

field equations. These coupling constants determine the strength and nature of the interaction between the

vector field and the modified curvature terms, thereby affecting the propagation of scalar fields.

Similarly, in the framework of RI-gravity, the effective potential is affected by a different set of coupling

constants: α2, β1, β2, and γ. These constants arise from the specific modification used in RI-gravity.

The interplay between these parameters governs how the spin-one vector field interacts with the modified

– 10 –



gravitational background, which affects the dynamics of scalar perturbations in this model.

α2=0.0,α3=0.0,α4=0.0

α2=0.1,α3=0.1,α4=0.0010

α2=0.2,α3=0.2,α4=0.0011

α2=0.3,α3=0.3,α4=0.0012

α2=0.4,α3=0.4,α4=0.0013

1 2 3 4 5

-0.12

-0.10

-0.08

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

r

V

α2=0.0,α3=0.0,α4=0.0

α2=0.1,α3=0.1,α4=0.0010

α2=0.2,α3=0.2,α4=0.0011

α2=0.3,α3=0.3,α4=0.0012

α2=0.4,α3=0.4,α4=0.0013

2 4 6 8 10

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

r

V

Figure 3: A comparison of the effective potential (4.6) with GR case for vector perturbations is plotted,
considering cases: m = 0 (left panel) and m = 1 (right panel). Here M = 1, Λ = −0.3, and k = 0.1.
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Figure 4: A comparison of the effective potential (4.7) with the GR case for vector perturbations is plotted,
considering m = 0 (left panel) and m = 1 (right panel). Here M = 1, Λ = −0.3, and k = 0.1.

In Figure 3, we illustrates the effective potential for electromagnetic perturbations within the framework

of f(R) gravity, considering various values of the coupling constants. This figure demonstrate how the

perturbations potential alters with changes in the values of the coupling constants α2, α3, and α4. As these

constants increase, the potential gradually rises, indicating that the strength of the scalar perturbations is

affected by the modifications to the gravitational action.

Furthermore, we compare this potential to the standard GR case by setting α2 = 0, α3 = 0, and α4 = 0,

effectively reducing f(R) gravity to the GR limit. This comparison highlights the differences between the

f(R) gravity theory and GR. In the figure, the red dotted lines represent the perturbations potential in

the GR case, while the solid colored lines correspond to the potential in the f(R) gravity framework with

non-zero coupling constants.

Similarly, in Figure 4, the electromagnetic perturbations potential within the framework of RI-gravity,

considering various values of the coupling constants is generated. The figure illustrates how the effective

potential changes with variations in the coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ. As these constants increase,

the potential gradually rises, suggesting that the strength and nature of the scalar perturbations are influenced

by the modifications to the gravitational action introduced by these constants.
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5 Effect of GUP on Quantum Tunneling of Scalar Particles in f(R) and RI-gravity
theories

Hawking radiation [81–95] is a quantum mechanical phenomenon that arises near the event horizon of black

holes. Modifications to the standard Hawking radiation, inspired by the Generalized Uncertainty Principle

(GUP) [96–99], provide a window into the interplay between quantum mechanics and gravity. The GUP-

modified Klein-Gordon equation (GUPKGE) is a central tool for exploring these corrections [100]. In this

section, we calculate the GUP-modified Hawking radiation of cylindrical black holes described by two metrics

in f(R)-gravity (2.13) and RI-gravity (2.23). To this end, we employ the quantum tunneling approach and

solve the GUP-modified wave equation for scalar fields propagating in these backgrounds. However, since

both metrics of those modified gravity theories are structurally identical to each other, we consider Eq. (2.22)

as a generic line-element of cylindrical black hole of cosmological constant Λ. Then, we shall replace Λ with

Λ
f(R)
m (2.12) and ΛRI

m (2.20), respectively.

The GUPKGE for a scalar field Ψ is given by [100]

−(i ℏ)2∂2t Ψ =
[
(i ℏ)2 ∂i ∂i +m2

p

] [
1 − 2αGUP

(
(i ℏ)2∂i ∂i +m2

p

)]
Ψ, (5.1)

where αGUP is the GUP parameter and mp is the mass of the scalar particle. The above equation includes

quantum gravitational corrections due to the GUP and will be used to derive the corrected Hawking temper-

ature.

To solve the GUPKGE (5.1), we assume the following wave function for the scalar field:

Ψ(t, r, φ, z) = exp

(
i

ℏ
S(t, r, φ, z)

)
, (5.2)

where S(t, r, φ, z) is the action, expressed as:

S(t, r, φ, z) = −E t+W (r) + j φ+ k z +K. (5.3)

Here, E is the energy, j represents the angular momentum, k denotes the separation constant associated

with the z-direction, and K is a complex constant. Substituting Ψ into the KGE and retaining only the

leading-order terms in ℏ, we obtain:

1

gtt
(∂tS)2 = grr(∂rS)2 +

j2

gφφ
+
k2

gzz
+m2

p

[
1 − 2αGUP

(
grr(∂rS)2 +

j2

gφφ
+
k2

gzz
+m2

p

)]
. (5.4)

After substituting the ansatz (5.3) in Eq. (5.4) and focusing only on radial motion (j = 0, k = 0) and

substituting the equation can be simplified to

1

gtt
E2 = grr(W

′(r))2 +m2
p

[
1 − 2αGUP

(
grr(W

′(r))2 +m2
p

)]
. (5.5)
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Reorganizing and solving for W ′(r), we get:

W ′(r) = ±

√√√√ E2

gtt
−m2

p

(
1 − 2αGUPm2

p

)
grr
(
1 − 2αGUPm2

p

) . (5.6)

which naturally yields the following integral solution for W (r):

W (r) = ±
∫ √√√√ E2

gtt
−m2

p

(
1 − 2αGUPm2

p

)
grr
(
1 − 2αGUPm2

p

) (5.7)

Close to the horizon rh, where gtt(rh) = 0, the metric function ∆(r) = gtt(r) can be expanded as:

∆(r) ≈ ∆′(rh)(r − rh) = 2κ(r − rh), (5.8)

where ∆′(rh) is the derivative of ∆(r) with respect to r at the event horizon and κ denotes the surface gravity:

∆′(rh) = 2κ = −2Λ

3
rh +

4M√
−Λ

3 r
2
h

. (5.9)

Moreover, the radius of the event horizon is expressed as follows:

rh =

√
− 3

Λ
(4M)1/3. (5.10)

Using Eq. (5.8) and the metric functions, the integral for W (r) near the horizon simplifies to:

W (r) = ± 1√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP

∫ √
E2 − ∆′(rh)(r − rh)m2

p(1 − 2m2
pαGUP)√

∆′(rh)(r − rh)
dr. (5.11)

Let x = r − rh, so that ∆(r) ≈ ∆′(rh)x. The integral becomes:

W (r) = ± 1√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP

1√
∆′(rh)

∫ √
E2

x
−m2

p(1 − 2m2
pαGUP) dx. (5.12)

For small x near the pole, i.e., around the event horizon, E2

x dominates, so:

W (r) ≈ ± 1√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP

1√
∆′(rh)

∫
E√
x
dx. (5.13)

Since the integral of 1√
x

is trivial: ∫
1√
x
dx = 2

√
x, (5.14)
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thus, we get

W (r) ≈ ± 2E√(
1 − 2m2

pαGUP

)
∆′(rh)

√
r − rh. (5.15)

To compute the imaginary part around the pole, we employ the Feyman’s prescription method [101, 102]

and performing some manipulations, we obtain

Im(W (r)) = ± πE√
∆′(rh)(1 − 2m2

pαGUP)
. (5.16)

The designation of a negative (positive) sign denotes an ingoing (outgoing) bosons. It is pertinent to ac-

knowledge that the well-known issue of the factor two discrepancy present in the aforementioned expression,

which results in an incorrect estimation of the tunneling rate, can be rectified through a method delineated

in [103, 104] . Alternatively, this issue can be addressed by assigning a probability of 100% to the scenario

involving incoming bosons. Specifically, we express this as

P− ≃ e−2ImW− = 1, (5.17)

which consequently results in

ImS− = ImW− +K = 0 (5.18)

Conversely, when considering the boson being emitted, we observe that

ImS+ = ImW+ +K. (5.19)

Based on Eq. (5.16), it becomes evident that W+ = −W−. Consequently, the tunneling probability associated

with the emitted bosons can be interpreted in the following manner

P+ = e−2ImS+ ≃ e−4 ImW+ (5.20)

Finally, using Eqs. (5.17) and (5.20) the tunneling rate of bosons becomes

TR =
P+

P−
≃ e(−4ImW+). (5.21)

Comparison of Eq. (5.21) with the Boltzmann factor [84]
(
TR = exp(−E

T )
)
, we derive the GUP-corrected

Hawking temperature as follows

TGUP = TH

√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP. (5.22)

where the standard Hawking temperature is given by [105]

TH =
κ

2π
=

√
∆′(rh)

4π
. (5.23)
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Substituting ∆′(rh) =
√
−3 Λ (4M)1/3, the explicit form of TH reads

TH =

√√
−3 Λ (4M)1/3

4π
. (5.24)

Therefore, the GUP-corrected Hawking temperatures of the cylindrical black holes in f(R) and RI-gravity

theories are given by

T
f(R)
GUP = T

f(R)
H

√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP, (5.25)

TRI
GUP = TRI

H

√
1 − 2m2

pαGUP, (5.26)

in which the unmodified Hawking radiations are as follows

T
f(R)
H =

√√
−3 Λ

f(R)
m (4M)1/3

4π
=

√√
3 (−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 + 128 Λ4 α3 + 768α4 Λ5) (4M)1/3

4π
, (5.27)

TRI
H =

√√
−3 ΛRI

m (4M)1/3

4π
=

√√
3
(
−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 − 3β1

Λ − 16β2

Λ2 − 4 γ
Λ2

)
(4M)1/3

4π
. (5.28)

Figure 5 demonstrates the influence of the GUP parameter αGUP and the coupling constants α2, α3, and

α4 on the modified Hawking temperature T
f(R)
GUP for cylindrical black holes in f(R)-gravity. The plot includes

two scenarios: αGUP = 0 (no GUP corrections) and αGUP = 10,mp = 0.1 (with GUP corrections), allowing

for a direct comparison of quantum gravity effects. The Hawking temperature decreases as the cosmological

constant Λ approaches 0, highlighting the suppressive effect of αGUP on the black hole evaporation rate.

Higher values of α2, α3, and α4 further amplify the deviations in T
f(R)
GUP from GR, underscoring the significant

role of higher-order curvature corrections in f(R)-gravity. On the other hand, Fig. 6 illustrates the distinct

thermodynamic behavior of cylindrical black holes in RI-gravity under the influence of the GUP parameter

αGUP and coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ. In the GR limit, where αGUP and RI parameters are all

set to zero, the Hawking temperature TRI
GUP vanishes as Λ → 0, indicating complete black hole evaporation.

However, when RI-gravity is switched on, the Hawking temperature remains finite even as Λ approaches zero,

strongly suggesting the formation of a black hole remnant [106, 107], underscores the non-trivial contributions

of the RI-gravity parameters to black hole thermodynamics. Additionally, the inclusion of GUP corrections

further modifies the evaporation profile, highlighting the interplay between quantum gravity effects and the

modifications introduced by RI-gravity . The observed deviations from GR are amplified by higher-order

curvature corrections governed by α2, β1, β2, and γ.

In summary, the analysis of GUP-modified Hawking temperatures for cylindrical black holes in f(R)-

gravity and RI-gravity reveals significant quantum gravitational corrections. Specifically, the coupling con-

stants α2, α3, and α4 in f(R)-gravity theory significantly alters the GUP-corrected Hawking temperature,

modifying the black hole evaporation rate compared to that in GR. Similarly, in the context of RI-gravity

theory, the coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ were shown to significantly affect the GUP-corrected tem-

perature. Moreover, the GUP introduces a correction factor
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP that reduces the black hole’s

temperature, slowing its evaporation rate. This modification depends on the GUP parameter αGUP and
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Figure 5: Comparison of the GUP-modified Hawking temperatures for cylindrical black holes in f(R)-gravity
under varying coupling constants α2, α3, α4. The results highlight the quantum corrections to black hole
evaporation rates induced by the GUP parameter αGUP and the scalar particle mass mp. Variations in α2, α3,
α4 showcase significant deviations in Hawking temperature compared to GR (black solid line), emphasizing
the impact of higher-order curvature terms in f(R)-gravity. The plots are governed by Eqs. (5.27) and (5.28).
The mass parameters are chosen as M = 1 and mp = 0.1.

the scalar particle mass mp, emphasizing the quantum mechanical influence on black hole thermodynamics.

While the structural similarity of the two gravity theories results in analogous expressions for GUP-corrected

temperatures, the unmodified Hawking temperatures differ due to their dependence on the respective cosmo-

logical constants, Λ
f(R)
m and ΛRI

m . These findings highlight the potential for testing quantum gravitational

theories through observations of black hole radiation spectra, bridging the gap between theoretical predictions

and experimental constraints.

Finally, we want to represent the GUP-modified entropy [99, 108–111] of black holes, which can be derived
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Figure 6: The effects of the GUP parameter αGUP and coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ on the modified
Hawking temperature TRI

GUP for cylindrical black holes in RI-gravity. The results are shown for two cases:
αGUP = 0 (classical scenario) and αGUP = 10 (quantum gravity corrections). In GR limit, the RI)-gravity
parameters are set to zero, the Hawking temperature goes zero as Λ approaches zero. However, when RI)-
gravity is activated, the Hawking temperature remains finite as Λ tends to zero, signaling the possibility of
remnant formation. Variations in α2, β1, β2, and γ reveal significant deviations from GR, emphasizing the
role of RI)-gravity corrections. The plots are governed by Eqs. (5.27) and (5.28). The mass parameters are
chosen as M = 1 and mp = 0.1.

by integrating the first law of black hole thermodynamics [105]:

dS =
dM

TGUP
, (5.29)

where TGUP is the GUP-modified Hawking temperature obtained earlier. Substituting TGUP and using the

standard Hawking temperatures TH , the entropy is given by:

SGUP =

∫
dM

TH
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

. (5.30)

Using the relation dM = κ dA/(8π), where A is the area of the horizon and κ is the surface gravity, and

substituting TH in terms of κ, we can rewrite the entropy expression as:

SGUP =
1

4

∫
dA√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

. (5.31)
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Factoring out the correction term
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP, the integration becomes:

SGUP =
1

4
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

∫
dA. (5.32)

Since the area of the horizon A is proportional to r2h (the radius of the event horizon squared), dA can

be expressed in terms of rh:

A = 2π z rh, dA = 2π z drh. (5.33)

Thus, the entropy becomes:

SGUP =
1

4
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

∫
2π z rh drh. (5.34)

Performing the integration yields:

SGUP =
π z

4
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

r2h + C, (5.35)

where C is the integration constant. By setting C = 0 for consistency with the standard Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy [112] in the absence of GUP corrections, we obtain:

SGUP =
π zr2h

4
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

. (5.36)

Substituting the horizon radius rh =
√
− 3

Λ (4M)1/3, the GUP-modified entropy can be explicitly ex-

pressed as:

SGUP =
π z√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP

(27M2/4)1/3

(−Λ)
. (5.37)

Therefore, in the context of modified gravity theories, as discussed earlier, we find the GUP-modified

entropy as follows:

S
f(R)
GUP =

π z√
1 − 2m2

p αGUP

(27M2/4)1/3

(−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 + 128 Λ4 α3 + 768α4 Λ5)
, (5.38)

SRI
GUP =

π z√
1 − 2m2

p αGUP

(27M2/4)1/3(
−Λ + 16 Λ3 α2 − 3β1

Λ − 16β2

Λ2 − 4 γ
Λ2

) . (5.39)

The GUP-modified entropy (5.37) of the cylindrical black hole demonstrate a reduction relative to the

classical Bekenstein-Hawking entropy due to the factor
√

1 − 2m2
p αGUP. This modification, which relies on

the GUP parameter αGUP as well as the mass of the scalar particle denoted by mp, highlights the significant

role that quantum gravitational phenomena play in affecting the thermodynamic behavior of black holes.

By setting α2 = 0, α3 = 0, and α4 = 0, we reduce f(R) gravity to the GR limit. This comparison

underscores the differences between the modified f(R) gravity theory and GR, offering insights into how
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Figure 7: Behavior of the GUP-modified entropy S
f(R)
GUP for cylindrical black holes in f(R)-gravity as a

function of the cosmological constant Λ. The results are plotted for two scenarios: αGUP = 0 (classical
limit) and αGUP = 10 (quantum gravity corrections). The entropy increases rapidly as Λ approaches zero,
with significant differences observed between the classical and quantum gravity cases. Higher values of the
coupling constants α2, α3, and α4 enhance the deviations from the GR limit. The plots are governed by Eq.
(5.38). The physical parameters are chosen as M = 1, mp = 0.1, and z = 1.

the higher-order scalar curvature (R) modifies the nature of the GUP-modified entropy (5.38) compared to

the results known in GR. Similarly, by setting α2 = 0, β1 = 0, β2 = 0, and γ = 0, we reduce RI gravity

to the GR limit. This distinction highlights how the higher-order scalar curvature (R), the anti-curvature

tensor (Aµν = R−1
µν ) and its scalar (A = gµν A

µν), influence the GUP-modified entropy (5.39), offering a

clear contrast to the results in GR. Figures 7 and 8 provide key insights into the thermodynamic behavior

of cylindrical black holes in RI-gravity under the influence of GUP modifications. In the GR limit, where

the RI parameters are all set to zero, the entropy S
f(R)
GUP makes a sudden icrease as Λ → 0. This behavior is

indicative of a complete evaporation scenario typical of classical black hole thermodynamics. However, when

RI-gravity is switched on, a starkly different trend is observed: the entropy first decreases with Λ in the

low-cosmological constant regime, but it never reaches zero as Λ approaches zero. This suggests the presence

of a residual entropy, potentially signaling the formation of black hole remnants.

The possibility of remnant formation is consistent with theoretical predictions in the literature [106, 107],

where the inclusion of modified gravity corrections prevents the complete evaporation of black holes. In

particular, RI-gravity introduces a stabilizing effect on the black hole’s thermodynamic evolution, supported

by the GUP-induced quantum gravity corrections. Figure 7 highlights how higher-order coupling constants
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Figure 8: GUP-modified entropy SRI
GUP for cylindrical black holes in RI-gravity as a function of the cos-

mological constant Λ. The plot highlights two cases: αGUP = 0 (classical limit) and αGUP = 10 (quantum
gravity corrections). The inset zooms in on the low-entropy region near Λ = −0.5, showcasing subtle vari-
ations induced by the coupling constants α2, β1, β2, and γ. As Λ approaches zero, the entropy tends to
increase, with larger deviations observed for lower values of the coupling constants. The plots are governed
by Eq. (5.39). The physical parameters are chosen as M = 1, mp = 0.1, and z = 1.

α2, α3, and α4 further amplify deviations from the GR predictions, while Fig. 8 emphasizes the interplay

between GUP corrections and RI parameters. Notably, the inset in Figure 8 reveals that entropy remains

finite even in regions where classical entropy would diverge, underscoring the non-trivial effects of RI-gravity

on the black hole’s thermodynamic end state.
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6 Conclusions

This study provided a comprehensive analysis of the scalar perturbations and the GUP-modified thermo-

dynamic properties of cylindrical black holes constructed within the context of modified gravity theories,

specifically f(R)-gravity and RI-gravity theories. We began by re-deriving the cylindrical black hole solu-

tions within these modified gravity theories. The effective cosmological constants were shown to depend on

coupling constants αi, βi, and γ, which characterize the respective theories, as reported in [77]. The results

revealed that these coupling constants significantly influenced the black hole dynamics compared to General

Relativity (GR).

Using the Klein-Gordon equation (3.1), we analyzed a massless scalar field in the background of the

black hole constructed within the framework of f(R)-gravity and RI-gravity theories. In this context, we

derived the effective potential V , as expressed in Eq. (3.9). We showed that this effective potential for scalar

perturbations was influenced by the constants α2 coupled with R2, α3 coupled with R3, and α4 coupled with

R4 in f(R)-gravity theory. Similarly, in RI-gravity theory, the scalar perturbation potential was influenced

by the constants α2 coupled with R2, β1 coupled with A, β2 coupled with A2, and γ coupled with AµνAµν .

Figures 1–2 illustrated the behavior of the effective potential V (r) in both f(R)-gravity and RI-gravity

theories, and compared it with the results in the GR limit.

Moreover, Hawking radiation was analyzed within the framework of the Generalized Uncertainty Principle

(GUP). The GUP-corrected Hawking temperatures for cylindrical black holes constructed in the context of

f(R)-gravity and RI-gravity theories were derived, as presented in Eqs. (5.25) and (5.26), which highlighted

the quantum corrections to black hole evaporation. The analysis demonstrated that the GUP parameter αGUP

causes a reduction in the Hawking temperature, leading to a slower rate of black hole evaporation compared

to the standard result in General Relativity (GR). This slower evaporation is a direct consequence of the

modified dispersion relations that arise from the GUP, which in turn affect the thermodynamic properties of

the black holes.

Additionally, the coupling constants of the modified gravity theories were shown to have significant effects

on the GUP-corrected Hawking temperature. Specifically, the coupling constants α2, α3, and α4 in f(R)-

gravity theory were found to influence the GUP-corrected temperature, modifying the black hole evaporation

rate compared to that in GR. Similarly, in the context of RI-gravity theory, the coupling constants α2, β1,

β2, and γ were shown to significantly affect the GUP-corrected temperature. These modifications resulted

in notable deviations from the GUP-corrected temperature in the GR limit, thus emphasizing the impact of

the modified gravity framework on the thermodynamic properties of the black holes.

Furthermore, the GUP-corrected entropy was also calculated, as expressed in Eq. (5.37), which indicated a

significant deviation from the classical Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. This deviation arises due to the quantum

modifications introduced by the GUP, which alter the black hole’s entropy at the microscopic level. We also

derived the entropy expressions (5.38) and (5.39), respectively for cylindrical black holes in both f(R)-gravity

and RI-gravity theories, highlighting the role of the coupling constants in these modified theories. In both

cases, we observed that the coupling constants influenced the GUP-corrected entropy, leading to substantial

changes compared to the classical entropy expression in General Relativity. These results underscored the

importance of considering both the GUP and modified gravity theories when analyzing the thermodynamic

properties of black holes, as the coupling constants played a crucial role in modifying the entropy and

temperature, thus providing deeper insights into the quantum nature of black hole thermodynamics.
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Future directions for this study involve several promising extensions that could deepen our understanding

of black hole thermodynamics within modified gravity frameworks. One key direction is to extend the analysis

to rotating black holes (Kerr-like solutions) and higher-dimensional black holes within these modified gravity

theories. The inclusion of rotation and additional spatial dimensions could provide richer dynamics, such as

the effects of angular momentum on the GUP-modified thermodynamic properties, Hawking radiation, and

the scalar perturbations, potentially unveiling new phenomena not present in the static, four-dimensional

case.

Another crucial avenue for future research is the exploration of the observational implications of the

modified Hawking radiation spectrum. Since Hawking radiation is theorized to be extremely weak and difficult

to detect, modifications introduced by the GUP and modified gravity could have significant effects on the

emission characteristics, such as its temperature, spectrum, or time evolution. Investigating the potential

for detecting these modified radiation signatures through black hole shadow imaging-such as that achieved

by the Event Horizon Telescope-or through gravitational wave signals from black hole mergers could offer

valuable experimental evidence supporting or challenging the theoretical predictions of GUP-modified black

hole thermodynamics. These observations could also help differentiate between different modified gravity

theories and provide deeper insights into the quantum nature of black holes.

Finally, an exciting direction would be to incorporate other quantum gravity approaches, such as loop

quantum gravity (LQG), into this framework. LQG, which provides a non-perturbative quantization of space-

time, might introduce further modifications to black hole thermodynamics at both the classical and quantum

levels. Exploring how these quantum gravity effects interplay with modified gravity theories could reveal new

aspects of black hole structure, such as the nature of singularities, the role of spacetime discreteness, and the

potential for a finite entropy or temperature at the event horizon. Integrating LQG with the GUP framework

may uncover additional corrections to the Hawking radiation, entropy, and perturbation spectra, and could

offer a unified view of the quantum structure of black holes across various quantum gravity paradigms.

These future directions promise to expand the scope of our current understanding and may pave the way

for groundbreaking theoretical and observational advances in the study of black holes, quantum gravity, and

the fundamental nature of spacetime.
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