arXiv:2502.19366v1 [gr-qc] 26 Feb 2025

Particle production induced by a Lorentzian non—commutative

spacetime

A. A. Aradjo Filho!"*

!Departamento de Fisica, Universidade Federal da Paraiba,

Caiza Postal 5008, 58051-970, Joao Pessoa, Paraiba, Brazil.
(Dated: February 27, 2025)

Abstract

In this paper, we examine particle production, evaporation, and greybody factors for a Lorentzian
non—commutative black hole. We begin by analyzing particle creation for bosons, considering
scalar perturbations to compute the Bogoliubov coefficients, which enable the determination of the
Hawking temperature Tg. Subsequently, we describe Hawking radiation as a tunneling process
using the Painlevé—Gullstrand metric representation, allowing the evaluation of divergent integrals
via the residue method. This approach yields the particle creation density for bosonic modes.
Next, we extend the analysis to fermions, obtaining the corresponding particle creation density.
The black hole evaporation is then examined through the Stefan—Boltzmann law, leading to an
estimate of the black hole’s lifetime. In this context, we identify the presence of a remnant mass
when the black hole reaches the final stage of its evaporation. Furthermore, we compute greybody
factors for bosons, taking into account scalar, vector, and tensorial perturbations. Finally, we
determine the greybody factors for fermions as well. Overall, compared to the Schwarzschild case
(© = 0), the presence of the non—commutative parameter © lowers the Hawking temperature and
reduces the particle creation density for both bosons and fermions, causing the evaporation process
to proceed more slowly. Additionally, © decreases the magnitude of the greybody factors for bosons

and fermions across all perturbations considered in this analysis.
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I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity does not impose an absolute lower bound on measurable distances
within spacetime. Nevertheless, the Planck length is often regarded as a fundamental thresh-
old, hinting at a possible limitation to classical geometric descriptions. To account for such
constraints, non—commutative spacetime models have been formulated, offering a framework
that integrates quantum gravitational effects. These models, which are closely related to
string theory and other approaches to quantum gravity, have become increasingly relevant in
supersymmetric field theories, particularly when analyzed through the superfield formalism
1, 2].

An effective strategy for incorporating non—commutative structures into gravitational
theories involves the Seiberg-Witten map, which enables the gauging of symmetry groups
in deformed field theories [3]. This formalism has been widely applied in black hole physics,
providing a means to explore thermodynamic properties, evaporation dynamics, and thermal
behavior. Research in this direction has investigated emission spectra, equilibrium configu-
rations, and corrections to thermodynamic quantities, taking into account quantum effects
in curved spacetime [4-12].

Significant progress has been made in incorporating non—commutative effects into gravi-
tational models by modifying the matter content in Einstein’s field equations while keeping
the Einstein tensor unchanged [13]. Traditional point—mass representations have been re-
placed with smoothly distributed density functions, such as Gaussian [14] and Lorentzian
profiles [15], offering a more refined approach to describing spacetime geometry. These ad-
justments have driven extensive investigations into black hole thermodynamics, particularly
in the context of quantum tunneling and thermal radiation emission [8, 10, 16].

Beyond thermodynamics, the implications of non—commutative modifications have been
explored in various gravitational scenarios. Studies have examined their influence on topo-
logical features in Gauss—Bonnet gravity [17], as well as their role in shaping geodesic motion
[18]. The effects of non-commutativity have also been investigated in the context of black
hole shadows [19-21], matter accretion, and gravitational lensing phenomena [22-24]. More
recently, perturbative approaches have been employed to assess how non-commutativity

introduces corrections in gravitational frameworks, broadening its theoretical relevance [25].



Quantum mechanics and gravity converge in Hawking’s groundbreaking discovery, which
has played a crucial role in shaping the field of quantum gravity [26-28]. His work revealed
that black holes are not entirely black but instead emit thermal radiation, leading to a
gradual decrease in their mass. This process, now known as Hawking radiation, emerges from
quantum field effects in curved spacetime near the event horizon [29-36]. The implications
of this phenomenon have profoundly influenced black hole thermodynamics and quantum
effects in gravitational settings [37-47]. An alternative perspective on Hawking radiation
was later introduced by Kraus and Wilczek [48] and further refined by Parikh and Wilczek
(27, 49, 50], framing the process as quantum tunneling across the event horizon. This semi—
classical interpretation has since been widely applied to various black hole models [51-63].

This study explores particle production, evaporation, and greybody factors in the context
of a Lorentzian non—commutative black hole. The analysis begins with bosonic particle
creation, where scalar perturbations are introduced to compute the Bogoliubov coefficients,
leading to the determination of the modified Hawking temperature Tgy. Hawking radiation
is then examined through a tunneling framework, employing the Painlevé-Gullstrand metric
representation. This formulation allow us to evaluate the divergent integrals via the residue
method, providing the particle creation density for bosonic modes. The investigation is then
extended to fermionic fields, yielding the corresponding particle production density as well.
The black hole’s evaporation process is analyzed using the Stefan—Boltzmann law, which
allows for an estimation of its lifetime. In this framework, a remnant mass is identified
as the black hole approaches the final stage of evaporation. Greybody factors for bosonic
fields are subsequently computed, incorporating scalar, vector, and tensorial perturbations,

followed by a similar evaluation for fermionic fields.

II. THE BLACK HOLE SOLUTION

Integrating non—commutativity principles with general relativity allows for modifications
to the structure of spacetime [64-74]. Several formulations of non-commutative field theory
have been developed based on the Moyal product [75]. This section begins by analyzing the

essential properties of the black hole solution under consideration, starting with the given
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T O where M represents the total

mass distribution function [13, 16, 74], pe(r) =

mass, and © is the non-commutative parameter with dimensions of [L?], defined through



the commutation relation: [z#, 2] = i©*. To describe how mass is distributed within
this framework, the function Mg is introduced and computed as Mg = for 4rripe(r)dr =

M — %. With this formulation, a Schwarzschild-like black hole solution emerges in the

non—commutative scenario
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By considering 1/g,, = 0, we obtain the following solutions
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and

r_=M— \/WMQ _\/E;ﬁ\/@M, (4)

in which r, and r_ represent the event the Cauchy horizons, respectively.

III. PARTICLE CREATION

A. Bosonic case

This study investigates how the presence of the non—commutative parameter © affects the
emission of Hawking radiation. The analysis is motivated by Hawking’s seminal work [76],
where he examined the quantum behavior of a scalar field in a curved spacetime background.
His approach involved solving the wave equation for the scalar field, expressing the wave

function as

V_l_%mgg%—g@a,,@) —0. (5)

Here, the inverse metric tensor is denoted by g4, while gg represents the determinant of the

metric; and the scalar field is labeled as ®. In this manner, the corresponding field operator

can be expressed as

=), (fz‘e“ze + ﬁ@a?f> =) (p?b? + 00T + g2 + CLQC?T> . (6)
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In this framework, the functions f© and f® (where f© denotes the complex conjugate)
correspond to purely ingoing wave components. The solutions pP and pP are associated

exclusively with outgoing waves, whereas ¢© and ¢° describe modes that lack outgoing

contributions. The operators a?, b2, and ¢ function as annihilation operators, while their
. or ;0 e . .
conjugate counterparts a; T, b, T, and ciT serve as creation operators. The focus here is

to determine how non—commutativity influences these wave solutions. In other words, the
objective is to examine the extent to which the parameter © modifies Hawking’s original
formulation, altering the behavior of f©, f©, p®, 59, ¢®, and ¢°.

Given the spherical symmetry of the metric under investigation, the wave solutions for
both ingoing and outgoing modes can be expressed using spherical harmonics. In the region

outside the black hole horizon, these solutions take the following form [62, 63, 77]:
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In this formulation, the radial functions are represented by F9(r) and PO (r), while the
angular dependence is captured through the spherical harmonics Y}, (0, ¢). The coordinates
v® and u®, corresponding to advanced and retarded coordinates, are defined as v® = t +
r*, u® =t —r* where r* denotes the tortoise coordinate.

With these definitions in place, the objective is to identify the corrections introduced by
non—commutativity in the coordinate functions. A useful way to approach this problem is by
analyzing the motion of a particle traveling along a geodesic within the modified spacetime,

where its trajectory is parameterized by an affine parameter s. Within this setup, the

particle’s momentum takes the form
dx”
S )
=g ,— . 9
Pp = g, (9)
The momentum remains a conserved quantity along the geodesic trajectory. Additionally,
the corresponding expression can be written as

6 da# dz¥
= G ds ds’

L

(10)

where this quantity also remains conserved along geodesic paths. For massive particles, we

set L = —1 and choose s = 7, where T represents the proper time. In contrast, for massless



particles—the primary focus of this analysis — we assign £ = 0, with s acting as a general
affine parameter.

Notice that if we regard a stationary, spherically symmetric spacetime and restricting
the analysis to radial geodesics, where pg = L = 0, within the equatorial plane (0 = 7/2)

approach, the relevant equations governing the motion can be determined
E = Ag(r)t. (11)

In this formulation, the particle’s energy is defined as £ = —p?, while differentiation with
respect to the affine parameter s is denoted by a dot, representing d/ds. Following this, an

additional relation can be established, leading to

(3_> - A@vé;(rw (12)

and through a series of algebraic transformations, the following expression is obtained

% (tF 1) =0, (13)

where the tortoise coordinate r* is defined below

dr
dr* = (14)

V/Ae(r)Be(r)’

or, explicitly, it is written as
r*=r 4+ Mln <8\/@M—i— Vr(r — 2M)>

. oM (ﬁM . 4\/@> tanh~! (#\/%8@) (15)
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In addition, it is important to observe that Eq. (13) gives rise to two conserved quan-

tities, namely v® and «®. By manipulating the expression for the retarded coordinate, an

alternative formulation is obtained:

du® 28
T Aol (16)

For an ingoing geodesic parameterized by s, the advanced coordinate u® is treated as a
function of s, denoted as u®(s). To determine its exact form, two fundamental steps are

required: rewriting the radial coordinate r as a function of s, and, subsequently, performing

7



the integration outlined in Eq. (16). The final expression for u®(s) directly influences the
Bogoliubov coefficients, which are essential in characterizing the quantum radiation emitted
by the black hole.

To move forward with this derivation, the functions Ag(r) and Bg(r) are used to perform
the integration of the square root term appearing in Eq. (12). This integration is carried
out over the range 7 € [r,,r], while the affine parameter spans § € [0, s]. Implementing this

procedure, the resulting expression is obtained as follows:

r(9,s) =M + \/WM _\;ﬁ‘/@M _

Notice that, to arrive at this result, the negative sign in the square root was selected when

Es. (17)

solving Eq. (12), ensuring consistency with the ingoing geodesic trajectory.
Proceeding further, the function r(s,©) is employed to perform the integration. By

focusing on the region near the event horizon [78], the following result is written

e) _ 1
uvicinity(s) ~ _7T3/4M - 8\4/7_1'\/6

X [21n (%) <7T3/4M2_8\%\/6M+\/EM\/M <\/7_TM_8\/6) (18)

Y
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where C' represents an integration constant. Additionally, in the asymptotic region far from

the event horizon [78], the expression takes the form

2VM <—4\/@ — \/E\/ M (ﬁM —~ w@) + ﬁM) tanh ™" < yTBA )

2V M/ TM—-8V60
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X
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(19)

However, when analyzing particle creation, only g, (s) will be considered, following the
standard approach adopted in the literature [62, 63, 78-81]. Additionally, the relationship

between ingoing and outgoing null coordinates can be understood through the principles of

8



geometric optics. This connection is expressed in terms of the parameter s, which satisfies

e_,06 . .
the equation s = D” , where v§ corresponds to the advanced coordinate at the horizon

reflection point (s = 0), and D represents a constant factor [63].
Having laid the groundwork, the next step is to determine the outgoing solutions of the
modified Klein—-Gordon equation while accounting for the effects introduced by the non—

commutative parameter ©. The obtained expressions take the following form:

2= [ (0019 + %79 4, 20
0

S}

ww’

where a8 , and 89, represent the Bogoliubov coefficients, which characterize particle cre-

ation and mode mixing in the presence of non—-commutativity [78, 82-84]
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and
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0 N 1/2
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e ™ — s

(22)

9

where K is a normalization constant. This result indicates that the quantum amplitude
governing particle production is influenced by non—commutative effects, with the parameter
O introducing modifications to the metric structure, as argued previously.

Interestingly, despite the influence of quantum gravitational corrections on the quantum
amplitude, the power spectrum at this stage still retains its blackbody nature. To confirm

this behavior, it is necessary to evaluate the following expression:

o 2 _ e{m[4<7r3/4M2—8 YrVOM+/aM /M (/TM~8v8)—4/O M(\/%M—S\@))”ww@ 2

ww’ ww

|

(23)



Analyzing the flux of emitted particles within the frequency interval w to w + dw [48], the

expression is obtained as

P(w,0) :2—: — S (24)
] 1
or, therefore,
P(w,0) = dw 1 .
2 (s i svmvein i E e (A
(25)

An important point to highlight is that when comparing the obtained expression with the
Planck distribution, a direct correspondence can be observed, allowing for an interpretation

of the radiation spectrum in terms of thermal emission

dw 1
P(w,0) = %K, (26)
so that
To = !
4(n3/4M2—8%\F®M+ﬁM\/W—4\@ M(y7M-8V0))
m3/AM—8 Y7/O (27)
1 S 40°%2 28072

TRM T 2(rMP) T WM mMB

Above results is accomplished by considering the expansion up to the second order in
O. It reveals that the thermal spectrum remains consistent with the expected modifications
[85]. As discussed in the evaporation subsection, the Hawking temperature obtained in Eq.
(27) matches the value derived from the surface gravity method in Eq. (68), confirming
theoretical consistency. To further illustrate this behavior, Fig. 1 presents a graphical
representation, including a comparison with the standard Schwarzschild scenario. In general,
an increase in O leads to a smaller Hawking temperature.

In a complementaty manner, it is important to emphasize that energy conservation for the
entire system has not yet been fully accounted for. As radiation is emitted, the black hole’s
total mass diminishes, causing a progressive reduction in its size. To address this effect,
the next section applies the tunneling approach formulated by Parikh and Wilczek [86]. To
implement this approach, we utilize the method outlined in [29, 60, 63, 86]. Expressing the

metric in the Painlevé—Gullstrand coordinates, it takes the form:
ds* = —Ag(r)dt* + 2He(r)dtdr + dr? + r*dQ?, (28)

10
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Figure 1: The Hawking temperature Ty expressed in terms of the black hole mass M and

the non—commutative parameter ©.

where Hg(r \/ Ag(r -1 1) The probability of quantum tunneling is directly
related to the imaginary component of the action [29, 60, 63].

The trajectory of a freely moving particle in curved spacetime is governed by the action
Se = / p° dat. (20)

To extract the imaginary contribution, we analyze the expression
dx“ = pPdt + pPdr. (30)

Since the term pPdt = —wdt remains entirely real, it does not influence the imaginary part

of the action. As a result, only the radial component contributes, leading to

oy
ImSe = Im / p®dr =Im / / dp,” dr. (31)
T4 Ti 0

By applying Hamilton’s equations to a system characterized by the Hamiltonian H =
M — &', it follows that dH = —dw’, where the energy of the emitted particle is constrained

within the range 0 < w’ < w. This leads directly to the following expression:

Ty M—-w
= = 32
Im S = Im / / dr/dt dr = Im / dr/ dr/dt (32)

Next, rearranging the integration order and introducing an appropriate substitution, the

expression transforms into

d A O.w

11



where the function
(M — ') <ﬁr - 4\/@)

r

A(r,0,w') =

(34)

is introduced to simplify the expression. Under this formulation, the result turns out to be

Given that © represents a small parameter, the integrand in the previous expression can

ImSe = Im/ —dw’ (35)

be expressed as

o=t [Toaw [Tard L 2/6 (2
0 i 1_

/ ’ 2
V2 M+w r<\/§ M;w_l)

+2@ (\/_m/ —6M —1—36w>
(a5 )

An important observation is that replacing M with (M — w') introduces a new pole at

(36)

2(M — ') in the integral. Evaluating the contour integral around this pole in the counter-

clockwise direction leads to the following expression
Im Se = 4w <M - g) 4160 In(M) — 160 In(M — w). (37)

As discussed in [60], the emission probability for the emitted particles, including the effects

of non—commutative corrections, is given by:

[~ ¢ 2mSe _ e—87rw(M—%)—32®1n(M)+3261n(M—w). (38)

In the limit w — 0, the radiation spectrum recovers the standard Planckian distribution
derived in Hawking’s original formulation. Consequently, the emission spectrum reads

1
Plw,0) =

o 687rw(M—g)+32®1n(M)—32@1n(M—w) 1

(39)

The presence of w and © introduces deviations in the emission spectrum from the standard
blackbody distribution, a distinction that becomes clear upon analysis. When w is small, the
spectrum retains a Planck—like shape but with a modified Hawking temperature. Moreover,
the number density of emitted particles can be reformulated using the tunneling probability
as

r 1

my(w, 0) = T smw(M-%)+320 (M) 320 (M) _ | )

12
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Figure 2: The particle density n,(w, ©) is plotted for various values of the

non—commutative parameter ©.

In summary, the Hawking amplitudes are modified by the presence of ©, leading to
corrections in the power spectrum. These alterations cause the spectrum to deviate from
the standard blackbody distribution, particularly when energy conservation is accounted
for. To better understand the influence of © on ny(w,O), Fig. 2 depicts its variation
with respect to the non—commutative parameter. The figure reveals that as © increases,
the particle number density decreases. Moreover, in comparison to the non—commutative

scenario, the Schwarzschild case corresponds to the uppermost curve.

B. Fermionic modes

Black holes emit radiation at a characteristic temperature, producing a spectrum similar
to blackbody radiation. However, this emission does not inherently account for modifications
introduced by greybody factors. The radiation consists of particles with different spin states,
including fermions. Research conducted by Kerner and Mann [87], along with subsequent
works [88-93], has established that both massless bosons and fermions radiate at the same
temperature. Additionally, studies on spin—1 bosons have demonstrated that even with the
inclusion of higher—order quantum corrections, the Hawking temperature remains unaffected
(94, 95].

In the case of fermions, the action is often described through the phase of the spinor wave

function, which is governed by the Hamilton—Jacobi equation. An alternative representation

13



of the action can be formulated as [60, 96, 97]:
S = S0 1 g,

In this formulation, S(® corresponds to the classical action for scalar particles, while S®) ac-
counts for spin—dependent corrections. These corrections stem from the interaction between
the particle’s intrinsic spin and the spin connection of the spacetime. However, they do not
lead to singularities at the event horizon. Their overall effect remains minor, primarily influ-
encing spin precession, allowing them to be safely disregarded in this analysis. Furthermore,
the influence of emitted particles on the black hole’s angular momentum is negligible, espe-
cially for non-rotating black holes with masses far exceeding the Planck scale [60]. Due to the
statistical symmetry of particle emission, where spins are radiated in “opposite directions”,
the total angular momentum of the black hole remains effectively unchanged.

Building on the previous results, the focus now shifts to examining the tunneling process
for fermionic particles as they traverse the event horizon of the black hole under considera-
tion. The emission probability is evaluated within a Schwarzschild-like coordinate system,
which is known to exhibit a coordinate singularity at the horizon. For alternative approaches
that employ generalized Painlevé-Gullstrand and Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates, a detailed
discussion can be found in [87]. To establish the framework for this analysis, we begin by

introducing a general metric given by:

1
Be(r)

In the context of curved spacetime, the Dirac equation is expressed as:

ds* = Ag(r)dt? + dr? + Co(r,0)d6? + De(r,0)dp?. (41)

(79, + %) Y =0, (42)
where
V,=0,+ %FCL b 0s (43)
and .
Yap = i[%ﬁﬁ]- (44)

The +* matrices obey the Clifford algebra, which is defined by the anticommutation

relation

{’7047’75} - 2904617 (45)
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with 1 represents the 4 x 4 identity matrix. In this formulation, the v matrices are

i 10 ) 0 &

f)/t = o - , V= B@(T) L = )
Ae(r) \ 0 -1 & 0

N 1 0 & e = 1 0 &
C@(T) 61 6 ’ D@(T,@) _’2 6 ’

in which ¢ represents the Pauli matrices, which satisfy the standard commutation relation:
0,05 = ]]_5” + flEijkO'k, for i,j, k= 1, 2, 3. (46)

In contrast, the matrix associated with v° is written

—

: . Be(r) 0 —1
5:Il t.r.0 Y — 3 S}
TETYY Ao(r) Co(r,0) Do(r 0) \ T G

(47)

To represent a Dirac field with spin directed along the positive r—axis, the following ansatz

is chosen [98]:

enify. (48)

The analysis is centered on the spin—up (1) configuration, while recognizing that the
spin—down (]) case, aligned along the negative r—axis, follows an analogous procedure. By

inserting the ansatz (48) into the Dirac equation, the following expression is obtained:

g 4 Y Bolr) iy | mH =0,
A@(T)

y .
- (392/% + ﬁ &pr) =0,
. (49)
WY g — HBe) Oy | +mY =0,
Ae(r)
H i
— (c%z/& + 7 &pz/JT) =0.
Considering the leading order in A, the action reads
Uy = —wt+&(r) + L0, 9) (50)

15



which leads to the following equations [60]:

(\/n%—y\/f}@ )€ (r >+m% — 0, (51)

H i
T (L“’ N sineL“’) =0 (52)
nwy
- +7—[\/B +mY =0, 53
H i

The expressions for # and ) do not alter the conclusion that Eqgs. (52) and (54) impose
the constraint Ly+1(sin #) "' L, = 0. This implies that L(f, ¢) must necessarily be complex, a
condition that holds for both outgoing and ingoing solutions. As a result, when computing
the ratio between outgoing and ingoing probabilities, the terms involving L cancel out,
allowing it to be disregarded in the subsequent analysis. For massless particles, Eqs. (51)
and (53) lead to two distinct possible solutions:

W

M=y S0 =t = s %)
H=1Y, @r)=¢ =~ INCENG) (56)

where &, and &, represent the solutions associated with outgoing and ingoing particles,

respectively [60]. This leads to the expression for the total tunneling probability, given by
F”L/) ~ 6_2Im (gout_gin)‘ (57)
Accordingly, the result can be written as:

fout (’I")

(58)

r) = / Bt

It is important to highlight that, under the dominant energy condition and the Einstein
field equations, the functions Ag(r) and Beg(r) possess the same roots. Consequently, in the

vicinity of r = r, their behavior can be approximated to first order as:
Ae(r)Be(r) = Ag(r4)Be(rs)(r —ri)* + ... (59)

which reveals the existence of a simple pole with a well-defined coefficient. By applying

Feynman’s method, the following expression is therefore

M (Eont — Eon) 2me

1)
" _Im/dr Ao Bo(r)  F

16

(60)



025}
020} ©
D 0.8
~ 0.15}
3 0.6
“~ 0.10F
S 0.4
0.05F
02
0.00F . . . . .
0.00 002 004 006 008 0.10 0

W

Figure 3: The particle density ns(w, ©) is plotted for different values of the

non—commutative parameter ©.

In this framework, the surface gravity is expressed as

5= 5/ A6 Bo(ry). (61)

Given these conditions, the tunneling probability follows the relation

Fw ~ 672”7“). (62)
This expression determines the particle number density ny(w, ©) corresponding to the black
hole in question below

np(w,0) = b ! (63)

L+Ty ﬁw?’/%(, /M (VEM—8V6)+ {*/EM)3
exp
M\/(ﬁM—S\@) (—4\@+ Yr, /M(ﬁM—S\@)—‘r\/TrM)

In Fig. 3, the dependence of ns(w, ©) on the non-commutative parameter O is illustrated,

+1

with a comparison to the Schwarzschild limit. As in the bosonic case, increasing © leads to
a reduction in fermionic particle density. The Schwarzschild scenario, where © = 0, stands

out as the uppermost curve in the plot.

IV. THE BLACK HOLE EVAPORATION

An essential factor to analyze in this context is the duration of the black hole’s evaporation
process. This can be determined as [99, 100]

dM

i —acaTp. (64)
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In this formulation, a corresponds to the radiation constant, o represents the cross—sectional
area, and « accounts for the greybody factor. Unlike the approach used in earlier sections to
determine the Hawking temperature T, the analysis here adopts the surface gravity method
to explore the black hole’s thermal properties.

The radiation emitted by the black hole is predominantly composed of massless particles,
such as photons and neutrinos. Due to the challenges associated with the emission of long—
wavelength particles, the high—frequency limit is often adopted. In this regime, radiation
propagation is effectively described by null geodesics, a principle known as the geometrical
optics approximation [101, 102]. Consequently, the cross—sectional area o is expressed as
7R2, where R corresponds to the shadow radius. Additionally, under this framework, the
greybody factor approaches av — 1 [103].

The spacetime under consideration possesses a timelike Killing vector, given by é = d/ot,
which leads to the existence of a conserved quantity. This one emerges due to the symmetry
associated with € and can be obtained by applying the Killing equation, as demonstrated in

the following derivation:
VY (E1E,) = —2KE". (65)
In this formulation, V, represents the covariant derivative, whereas x denotes the sur-
face gravity, which remains uniform along the trajectories defined by é . This invariance is

reflected in the fact that the Lie derivative of k with respect to é vanishes, leading to the

following condition

Lk =0, (66)

Notably, x maintains a constant value at the event horizon. In a coordinate basis, the
components of the timelike Killing vector are given by er = (1,0,0,0). Consequently, the

following expression holds:

_ Ay(r)
2

K

(67)

T=r4
Hawking’s groundbreaking discovery, detailed in Ref. [76], demonstrated that black holes
emit radiation, leading to the definition of the Hawking temperature. This temperature is
expressed as Tg = k/2m, and within the framework of our analysis, it takes the following

form:

1 S) 403/2 28062

To ~ — — — .
®T8M  2(nM?) WML m2M5

(68)
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Interestingly, the Hawking temperature derived via the surface gravity method coincides
with the result obtained from the analysis of Hawking radiation using Bogoliubov coefficients,
confirming the consistency of both approaches. With this validation in place, attention now
turns to the evaporation dynamics of the non—commutative black hole. A crucial aspect
of this process is determining the remnant mass, M,e,. In this scenario, as the black hole
reaches the final stage of evaporation, where Ty — 0, the mass satisfies the following relation:
NG

T

From the given equation, it becomes evident that the only parameter affecting the modifi-

M;em = (69)

cation of My, is ©. It is worth noting that in deriving the expression for M,ey,, only the
first two terms of the Hawking temperature expansion from Eq. (68) were considered.
Additionally, within the framework of the geometric optics approximation, o is interpreted

as the effective cross—section for photon capture:

7 <\/M (9\/%M - 64\/@> + 3(4/EM)4 (70)
s (SWMQ —16y/TVOM + 7r3/4M\/ M (9y7M — 64\/@>> |

Here, r,), represents the radius of the photon sphere, defined as follows. It is worth mention-
ing that a recent study [85] also derived the photon sphere radius. However, a typographical

error was present in its expression, which has been corrected in this work

[, \/M<9\/EM—64\/@>
roh = = | 3M +

2 v

(71)

It is important to note that in the limit © — 0, both o and 7, revert to their standard
Schwarzschild values, specifically 277M? and 3M, respectively, as expected. Using these

results, we substitute the obtained expressions into Eq. (64), leading to:

a T (\/M (9vmM - 64v8) + 3\4/77M)4 (xM? — 40)* .

32768715/2 )13 (—16\/@ + \4/%\/ M <9ﬁM - 64\/@) + 3\/7?M)
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in which T = aa. With this definition, the problem reduces to solving the following equation

[85]:

te'uap
/ Tdr =
0
M’rem
/ dM
M;

-1

(\/ M (9\/EM - 64\/@> + 33/%1\4)4 (rM? — 40)"

- (—16\/@ + ﬁ\/ M (9y7M - 64v/8) + 3ﬁM)
(73)

where M; represents the initial mass of the black hole, and te,, denotes the time required
for the black hole to reach the final stage of its evaporation. By solving the equation and
considering the first-order expansion in the limit © < 1, the general expression for tevap is

obtained as

16384 2818048
tevap = ——— 7T3(MJ§ — M?) — 8—]_ @7T5/2(MJ% — MZQ) — Tg@ 7T2(Mf — Mz), (74)

where, for simplicity, we have assumed T ~ 1. Additionally, when the black hole reaches its

final stage, characterized by My = M,er, — 2v/6 //7, the expression simplifies to:

4096
tevapfinal = mﬂ—gm <\/EM2 - 2\/6> (796 e + 97TMi2 + 54\/%\/6]\4@) . (75)

Fig. 4 illustrates the final evaporation time, tevapfinal, for various values of © and initial
mass M;. The plot reveals that as © increases, fevapsinal decreases. In other words, a larger

© causes the evaporation process to proceed at a slower rate.

V. GREYBODY FACTORS: BOSONIC CASE

It is well-known that black holes emit radiation. Such an emission is recognized in the
literature as Hawking radiation. Fundamentally, it is as a consequence of quantum effects
occurring near the event horizon. Once emitted, this radiation propagates outward but is
influenced by the curvature of spacetime surrounding the black hole, leading to modifications
in both its spectral distribution and intensity before reaching a distant observer. As a
result, an observer at infinity perceives a spectrum that deviates from an ideal blackbody

distribution.
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Figure 4: The final evaporation time fevapfinal 1S presented for various values of the

non—commutative parameter © and initial mass M;.

The extent of this deviation is quantified by the greybody factor, which characterizes how
the black hole’s gravitational potential alters the radiation’s propagation. In this section,
we analyze the greybody factor for massless spin—0 and spin—1/2 particles emitted from it.
The study is conducted using general semi—analytic methods [104-110]. The upper bound
on the greybody factor, denoted as T, is expressed as:

T, > sech? ( / o G(w, @)dr*) : (76)

oo

with

S,V 2

V0 + w2 = V™ — )
2h '
In this context, h represents a positive function that meets the conditions h(+oc) =

G(w,0) =

(77)

h(—oc0) = w. Meanwhile, V:e(;’v’t) denotes the effective potential, where the superscripts “s”,
()]

v”, and “t” refer to scalar, vector, and tensor perturbations, respectively. When h is set

equal to w, we obtain the following expression:

. +oo V(s,v,t) +o0 V(vavt)
Tb(SM) > sech? / zﬁ—dr* = sech? / 5 Aeﬁ( TBa )dT : (78)
N w Th Wm

As previously discussed, calculating the greybody factors requires determining the corre-

sponding effective potential, which varies depending on the type of perturbation being con-
sidered. These perturbations are classified as scalar (Ve(f?)), vector (Ve(ﬁv)), or tensor (Ve(f;)) In
the following, we will derive each of these potentials to compute the greybody factors. Ad-
ditionally, by utilizing these effective potentials, it becomes possible to study the evolution

of the perturbations over time as well.
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A. Scalar perturbations

To begin, let us consider the Klein—Gordon equation, which governs the behavior of

scalar fields in a curved spacetime
1
vV —9e

In this context, we focus on examining the scalar field as a small perturbation. Therefore,

a,u[ggy V _g@al/q)(t7 T, 67 90)] =0.

it takes the following form:

2
1 02@(t,r,0,¢) +rl2 [Q (Ae(r)r25¢(t,r,9,w)>]

~ Ao(r) o2 or or (79)
1 o (. 0 1 0*®(t,r,0,0)
r2sin 6 {% <sm9%®(t,r,0, <p))} T D¢p? =0

Here, «/—ge = r?sin @, where the determinant of the metric is considered. Given the spher-
ical symmetry of the system, the scalar field can be decomposed into spherical harmonics,

expressed as

\_/

O(t,r,0,p) = ZZYlm : (80)

=0 m=—1

with ¥, (0, ¢) stands for the spherical harmonics. Taking into account such a decomposition,
the radial equation in Eq. (79) reads

0*U(t,r) | Ael(r) {2 {A@(r)r2g (M)H_A@mﬁ(ﬁﬂw(t’r) —0 (81

ot? r or or r 72

The Klein-—Gordon equation can be recast into a Schrodinger-like form by introducing
the tortoise coordinate, as defined in Eq. (14)

_82\11(15, ) n O*W(t,r)

ot2 Or+2 + Ve(f?)<T)\Ij(t7 T) =0, (82>

with the effective potential, being given by

00+ 1) L 2M 16vV/OM

(s) _
Ve (1,0) = Ao(r) 2 3 S

(83)

Fig. 7 displays the variation of Vff (r,©) for different values of © and ¢. In general, as ©
increases, the effective potential Ve(ff (r,©) decreases for ¢ = 0. However, for higher angular
momentum values, specifically £ = 1 and ¢ = 2 (with r 2 1.89), an increase in © results in

a corresponding rise in the effective potential.
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Figure 5: The scalar effective potential, V;(f?) (r,0), is presented for various values of © and

l.

Substituting Eq. (83) into Eq. (78), the following expression is obtained:

+oo V(S)
Tb(s) =sech? / off dr
o 2wy/Ae(r)Be(r)

2

SM
3 (\/M (ﬁM—E&\/@) + %M>3

F3VA(20(6+ 1)+ 1)M — 8VOBI(I + 1) + 2)] } .

= sech?

x [3\4/7?(26(6 +1)+ 1)\/M (ﬁM - 8\/6)

(84)

Fig. 6 illustrates the greybody factors for scalar perturbations, Tb(s), across various values
of ©® and /. For the values of ¢ considered in this analysis, the non—commutative parameter

O leads to a reduction in the magnitude of the greybody factors.

B. Vectorial perturbations

We now focus on the electromagnetic perturbation, which requires adopting the standard

tetrad formalism [111-113]. In this formalism, a basis ef, is constructed with respect to the
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Figure 6: The greybody factors for the scalar perturbations Tb(s) are shown for different
values of © and /.
black hole metric gf?,,. These ones must satisfy

a [ __ sa a v __ SV a _ ,© ab v e _ .0 ab __ a
e,ueb - 6177 ep,ea - 5,” eu - gpyn@ €h, g;u/ - nabe,ueu = €auf,- (85>

Within the tetrad formalism for electromagnetic perturbations, the Bianchi identity for

the field strength, §jaq = 0, implies the following relation

(VA6 81) +7v/Bolr) Fons = 0. (86)
(T\/A@(T) Ste sin 9> , +r2sin 6 Sort = 0. (87)

As a result, we have
U%C(sabhc = 0. (88)

Above expression can also be rewritten in terms of spherical polar coordinates as

(rv/Ae(r) 5or) VA Bor) Sung + v/ Bo(r) Fior = 0 (89)

In these equations, the vertical bar denotes intrinsic derivatives, while the comma repre-

sents directional derivatives with respect to the tetrad indices. By combining Egs. (86) and

24



0.030

0.025F

—
© 0020¢ 08

-
= 0.015F 0.6

=]
=3 0010} 04

0.005F 02

0.000

Figure 7: The vector effective potential, Ve(f‘f’) (r,0), is presented for various values of the

non—commutative parameter © and /.

(87) with the time derivative of Eq. (89), the following result is therefore

A B F
[\/A@ ( VAe(r .7-") } + @(r)r o(r) (smee) sinf — ry/Beo(r) Fu = 0.
| (90)
In this case, F = Fpsinf. Notice that, by applying Fourier decomposition (0; — —iw)

and expressing the field in the form F(r,0) = F(r)Y,/ sin 0, where Y () corresponds to the
Gegenbauer function [114-118], Eq. (90) can be addressed

{\/A@ (\/K .7-") } 4w/ Bo(r) F— Ao (r)y/Bo (r)r—10((+1) F = 0. (91)

Introducing the redefinition ¢, = ry/Aeg(r)F, Eq. (91) can be transformed into a

Schrodinger—like equation. Under this formulation, it takes the form
OF e+ Wi = Vi (1, 0) (92)

which allows the effective potential for vector perturbations to be expressed as shown below

0e+1)

VY (r,0) = Ae(r) = (93)

r
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Figure 8: The greybody factors for vector perturbations, 7, b(v), are displayed for various

values of the non—commutative parameter © and /.

By inserting Eq. (93) into Eq. (78), the resulting expression is

+o0 V(V)
T =sech? / eff dr
o 2wy/Ae(r)Be(r)

[ ST+ 1)1/ /TM — 8/ (64

| VTM3/2 + YaMA//TM — 8V6 — 8VOM

= sech?

Fig. 8 presents the greybody factors for vector perturbations, Tb(v), for different values
of the non—commutative parameter © and ¢. For the values of ¢ analyzed, an increase in ©
— analogously to what happened to the scalar perturbations — leads to a reduction in the

magnitude of the greybody factors.

C. Tensorial perturbations

This section focuses on investigating greybody factors in the context of tensorial (grav-
itational) perturbations. The analysis follows a methodology similar to that presented in

Ref. [39, 85, 119]. Notably, a comparable approach can also be implemented using vierbein
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formalism [120-122]. To proceed, the axially symmetric spacetime is described by
ds® — e27d? + e2(dd — Gidt — Godr — Gadf)2e?2dr? + e¥346°. (95)

Considering the unperturbed black hole configuration, the following expression is obtained

¢ = Ao(r), ¢ = (1 - 2”:@) = (96)

with
A=r*=2m(r)r, e =r, ¥ = rsin 0, (97)

and
G =q2=G3=0. (98)

The metric given in Eq. (2) can be rewritten in the following form:

Ae(r) =1- M, (99)

r

which leads to

AMAVO
VT

The parameters ¢, ¢2, and g3 are commonly used to describe axial perturbations. Notably,

M@(T):M—

when considering linear perturbations such as v, 51&, 0fi9, and dfi3, even—parity polar modes
arise. However, these modes will not be analyzed in this work. Shifting the focus to Einstein’s

equations, the resulting expressions can be written as
(631/1-%17—,&2—,&3@23)73 — _6310—17—;124-;13@02’0’ (100)

with 22 = r, 2% = 0§ and Qp = Ga —dB.a, Qa0 = Gao—Gi.a [39, 85, 119, 123]. Additionally,

the above expression can be reformulated as

Ao(r) 1 0Q

\/Z 3 sin’ 9% = —((11,2 - (52,0),0, (101)
in which Q is given as
Q(t,7,0) = AQassin® 0 = A(Gas — Gs) sin® 6. (102)
Another key equation to consider is given by
(637’Z+D_ﬂ2_ﬁ3@23),2 = 631;_17+ﬁ2_ﬁ3@03,07 (103)
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it can be shown that

VAsVAaQ

rsin®f 00 (@15 = Gs0)o- (104)

This result can be further established by introducing the expression Q(r, 0) =
@(T)lez/ ?(#), where C7(6) represents the Gegenbauer function, which satisfies the following

relation [39, 85, 119]

d .95 ,d N i 20 5oy
{@sm 9@+n(n+2y)sm 0] Cr(9) =0, (105)

therefore

r Ae(r)Ad —”Aem@ ~2A9(T)Q+W2Q 0, (106)

dr 73 dr —H 72

in which g? = ((—1)(¢{+2). Here, we define Q = rZ, which allows us to express the equation

as
d2
(dr*z +ot =V @)> Z =0, (107)
Moreover, the effective potential can be derived as shown below
(l+1) 6Me(r)  2Mg(r)

Vi (r, 0) = Ao (r) ( e Bl (108)

so that /s

161/©

ey | 2V (1R )

Vi (r,0) = Ao (r) | =3 5 (109)

Fig. 9 illustrates the behavior of V;(fff)(r, ©) for various values of © and /. In general,
when © increases, the effective potential decreases for £ = 0. However, for / =1 and ¢ = 2,
a larger © leads to an increase in the corresponding effective potential.

By inserting Eq. (109) into Eq. (78), the resulting expression is given by

+o0o V(t)
Tb(t) —sech? / off dr
2w/ Ae(r)Be(r)

VM
3 <\/M (ﬁM _ 8\/@> n \4/%1\4)3 (110)

—8VOBL(0 +1) — 4) + 3¢/T(21(¢ + 1) — 3)\/M (ﬁM - 8\@)

—sech?

X

+3vm(20(+1) = 3)M]} .
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Figure 9: The tensorial effective potential, Ve(f;) (r, ), is presented for various values of the

non—commutative parameter © and ¢.

Fig. 10 presents the greybody factors for tensor perturbations, 7, b(t), for different val-
ues of the non—commutative parameter © and ¢. Analogouslly to the scalar and vector

perturbations, an increase in © results in a reduction of the greybody factors’ magnitude.

VI. GREYBODY FACTORS: FERMIONIC CASE

This section focuses on the analysis of massless Dirac perturbations in the spacetime of
a static, spherically symmetric black hole. To investigate the behavior of the massless spin—
1/2 field, we employ the Newman—Penrose formalism, which provides a convenient approach
for describing fermionic dynamics in curved spacetime. The Dirac equations governing this

system can be written as [124, 125]
(D+e—p)Fi+ (0 +7—a)F, =0, (111)

(A+pu—7)Fo+(0+p—7)F =0, (112)

in which F} and F; are the Dirac spinors, while the operators D = [#0,,, A = n*0,, § = m"0,,,
and § = m*0,, denote the directional derivatives corresponding to the selected null tetrad

frame.
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values of the non—commutative parameter © and /.

For this analysis, the null tetrad basis vectors are formulated in terms of the metric

components as

lu:G, ig—g;,o,o), w =2 (1L-VAe(Bo(r),0,0),  (113)

mt

1 7 1 —1
—— (0,01, = — (0,01, — ) . 114
V2r ( T ’sin@) ’ m V2r ( T sm@) (114)

Based on these definitions, the non—zero components of the spin coefficients are deter-

mined below

_ _1Bs(r) __VAe(r)Be(r) _ Ae(r) |Be(r) . ootd
T T rAe(ry M7 o 0= f=—a= %

(115)

By decoupling the equations governing the massless Dirac field, a single equation of

motion for [} is obtained
(D =20)(A+ =) = (6+B)3+B8)] Fi = 0. (116)
By incorporating the previously defined expressions for the directional derivatives and
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spin coefficients, the equation can be explicitly reformulated

2A1 0; — ( /Aolr Be \/B@( >> ! 70 (117)
@

\/ B@ B@ 7“ 82 ’r’ <\/A@ B@ A@ (r))

7” T

L g ﬂ 1 L
+[sm 08 +Zsin08¢ o 89(811196’9) 4cot 6’—1—2]]71 0.

In order to decouple the equations into their radial and angular components, the wave

function is represented as

Fy = R(r)S;m(0, ¢)e ™", (118)

with the radial component is expressed as

oy _( [A60)Bo(r] | Aelr) | [Bo m) —iw  \/Ae B@ B@ r) T
4 A (T‘) Ao )

2A6(r) 2r (r ()

Bo(r) ( A6(r)Ba(r) , Ao(r) /B@<r>> )
Ao(r) " 2r 4\ Ae(r) l

In this context, A\; functions as the separation constant. Recasting the radial coordinate

(119)

R(r)=0.

in terms of the generalized tortoise coordinate r*, as specified in Eq. (15), allows the radial

equation to take the form of a Schrodinger—like wave equation, given by:

d2
s+ v oo (120)

The effective potentials Ve% corresponding to the massless spin—1/2 field are expressed as

follows [126-128]

Vi = ¢ +2%)2A®(7‘) + (£+ %) V Ae(r)Be(r)0, <AT®(T)) : (121)

r

Without any loss of generality, we choose Ve} as the potential for analysis. A similar
treatment applies to szﬁ; however, since its behavior closely resembles that of V(;f [126, 129],

our discussion will be centered on Veg In an explicitly manner, we have:

(204 1) (ﬁr(iﬂM_r)_lG\/@M) (l+%)2 (2]\/[(7“—\/;—7«_'—1)
e " - (122)

3/4,.5 1
2m/4r \/ 8VOM f/mr(r—2M)
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Figure 11: The effective potential for the fermionic case, Vj&, is shown for different values

of © and /.

To better interpret the above expression, Fig. 11 illustrates the behavior of V;f('r’7 O) for
different values of © and /. For ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2, the overall trend shows that as © increases,

the potential also increases. As a result, the greybody factors are given by:

T =sech? / +OO Ve dr | . (123)
o 2wy/Ae(r)Be(r)

It is important to note that, unlike the greybody factor calculations in previous sections,
the present analysis is carried out numerically. The results are displayed in Fig. 12, where
they are compared to the Schwarzschild case (© = 0). In general, the parameter © leads
to a reduction in the magnitude of T, bT . Compared to the Schwarzschild case, which exhibits

the highest magnitude, the results show a noticeable attenuation.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated particle production, evaporation, and greybody factors

for a Lorentzian non-commutative black hole. We began by analyzing bosonic particle
e

oo and

creation, considering scalar perturbations to compute the Bogoliubov coefficients, «
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Figure 12: The effective potential for the fermionic case V;f is shown for different values of

O and /.

B9 ,, which allowed us to determine the Hawking temperature, To. The non—commutative
parameter © was found to suppress its magnitude.

Next, we described Hawking radiation as a tunneling process using the Painlevé—
Gullstrand metric representation, so that we could evaluate the divergent integrals via the
residue method. This approach led to the derivation of the particle creation density for
bosonic modes, ny(w, ©). We then extended the analysis to fermions, obtaining the corre-
sponding density ns(w, ©). In both cases, the presence of © consistently reduced the particle
production rates.

The black hole evaporation was examined within the framework of the Stefan—Boltzmann
law, leading to an estimate of its lifetime in the high—frequency limit, where radiation was
well approximated by null geodesics in the geometrical optics regime. As © increased,
the evaporation process slowed down, as reflected in the final evaporation time, teyapfinai-
Additionally, we identified the emergence of a remnant mass, M.,.,, when the black hole

reached the final stage of its evaporation.
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Furthermore, we computed greybody factors for bosonic fields, considering scalar (Tb(s)),

vector (Tb(v)), and tensorial (Tb(t)) perturbations. We also determined the greybody factors

for fermionic fields, denoted by 7, bT . For all these configurations, © turned out to reduce the

magnitude of them.

As a natural extension, it would be worthwhile to perform a similar analysis for different

implementations of non—commutativity, such as a Gaussian distribution, and compare the

results. This and other related investigations are currently in progress.
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