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Tidal Love numbers (TLNs) characterize the response of compact objects to external tidal fields
and vanish for classical Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes in general relativity. Nonvanishing TLNs
therefore provide a potential observational window into new physics. In this work, we present a uni-
fied and fully analytic study of the TLNs of three representative classes of regular black holes—the
Bardeen black hole, the black hole with sub-Planckian curvature, and the black hole arising in
asymptotically safe gravity—under scalar, vector, and axial gravitational perturbations. Employing
a Green’s function method combined with systematic perturbative expansions, we show that TLNs
of regular black holes are generically nonzero and exhibit strong model and mode dependence.
In many cases, higher-order corrections develop logarithmic scale dependence, closely resembling
renormalization-group running in quantum field theory and revealing a scale-dependent tidal re-
sponse absent in classical black holes. Our analysis demonstrates that the internal structure of
regular black holes, including de Sitter or Minkowski cores and quantum-gravity-inspired modifica-
tions, leaves distinct fingerprints in their tidal properties. These results establish TLNs as promising

probes for testing regular black hole models with future gravitational-wave observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) predicts the existence of both
gravitational waves (GWs) and black holes (BHs). The
direct detection of GWs from binary BH mergers has
provided strong observational confirmation of these pre-
dictions [I]. During the early inspiral phase of a binary
coalescence, the orbital separation gradually decreases,
and tidal interactions—if present—become increasingly
important. Such tidal interactions are characterized by
the tidal Love numbers (TLNs), which quantify the re-
sponse of a compact object to an external tidal field by
relating the induced multipole moments to the applied
tidal potential. The concept of Love numbers was first
introduced by A. E. H. Love in 1909 [2] to describe the
Earth’s deformation under lunar and solar tides. In rela-
tivistic astrophysics, TLNs have become essential observ-
ables linking the internal structure of compact objects to
GW signals, and are now used to constrain neutron star
equations of state [3] [4].

In GR, a remarkable property of four-dimensional,
asymptotically flat BHs is the vanishing of their TLNs.
This was first shown for Schwarzschild BHs  [5HIOI,
the same result was then shown to apply tor Reissner-
Nordstrom [TTHI3] (however, fermionic tidal perturba-
tions may induce nor-zero TLNs [14] [T5]), Kerr [16-
24] and Kerr-Newman [25] BHs. However, deviations
from this prediction can arise in modified gravity the-
ories [I11, [26H29] or when BHs are surrounded by mat-
ter [30H33]. On the other hand, exotic compact objects,
including BH mimickers, wormholes, and ultracompact
stars, typically possess non-zero TLNs [I1, 34H37]. The
existence of nonvanishing TLNs in such cases could there-
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fore serve as a smoking gun for new gravitational physics
[11], B8-43]

Regular BHs (RBHs)—monsingular solutions that
avoid curvature divergences at the center—have been
extensively explored as phenomenological models of
quantum-corrected spacetimes [44 [45]. Examples in-
clude the Bardeen BH, which introduces a de Sitter-like
core to remove singularities [46] [47]; the BH with sub-
Planckian curvature, which maintains finite curvature for
all masses [48, 49]; and BHs arising in asymptotically
safe gravity (ASG) [60H53], which embody key aspects
of quantum-gravity renormalization effects. Despite in-
creasing interest, a systematic investigation of TLNs in
these RBH scenarios remains incomplete [54H57]. Un-
derstanding how their internal geometries and quantum-
inspired corrections influence tidal responses is therefore
crucial for connecting theoretical models to future GW
observations.

In this work, we perform a comprehensive analysis
of the TLNs of three representative classes of RBHs:
the Bardeen BH [46], the BH with sub-Planckian cur-
vature [48], and the BH formed through gravitational
dynamics during collapse within ASG [52], under scalar,
vector and axial gravitational perturbations. To obtain
these results analytically, we adopt a Green’s function
technique developed in [28]. This method enables closed-
form analytic solutions to the perturbed master equa-
tions and allows us to extract the full asymptotic struc-
ture of the tidal response. Our results reveal several
notable features. First, TLNs of RBHs are generically
nonzero, with their magnitude and sign depending sensi-
tively on both the background model and the perturba-
tion sector. Second, higher-order corrections frequently
exhibit logarithmic scale dependence in the asymptotic
region, leading to a “running” of the TLNs reminis-
cent of renormalization-group flow in quantum field the-
ory. This scale dependence constitutes a qualitative dis-
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tinction from classical GR BHs and offers new insights
into how quantum-gravity-motivated modifications of the
near-horizon or interior geometry manifest in observable
tidal properties. Third, different classes of RBHs dis-
play characteristic tidal signatures-such as the presence
or absence of logarithmic running or the pattern of mode
dependence-that may enable their discrimination in fu-
ture GW observations.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Sec. [IT in-
troduces the background metrics of the three representa-
tive RBH models. In Sec. [[T]| presents the formalism and
Green’s function technique used to compute the TLNs..
Section [[V] discusses the obtained results for scalar, vec-
tor, and axial perturbations, highlighting their physical
implications. Finally, Sec. [V] concludes with a summary
of our findings and prospects for future GW tests of RBH
models. We use geometric units G = ¢ = 1 everywhere.

II. BACKGROUND OF REGULAR BLACK
HOLES

In this section, we briefly review the three aforemen-
tioned models of RBHs, focusing on their metric repre-
sentations and fundamental properties. The metrics for
all three can be uniformly expressed in Schwarzschild co-
ordinates as:

dr?

f(r)

where dQ? = d6? + sin® 0d¢? is the metric on the unit
two-sphere. The distinguishing feature of each specific
RBH model is then given by its unique metric function

f(r).

ds®> = —f(r)dt* + +r2d0?, (1)

A. Bardeen black holes

The Bardeen BH stands as the first RBH in GR, which
was initially introduced as a phenomenological model
[46]. Aydén-Beato and Garcfa provided a physical in-
terpretation of the Bardeen BH by showing that it can
be sourced by a magnetic monopole within a nonlinear
electrodynamics framework [47]. In addition, quantum-
gravity corrections derived from the generalized uncer-
tainty principle have also been suggested as an alterna-
tive mechanism for generating the Bardeen BH [58)].

The metric function of the Bardeen BH takes the form

2M 72

f(T):l—W,

(2)
where M is the mass of the BH and the parameter ¢
acts as a regularization parameter. The solution con-
tinuously reduces to the Schwarzschild spacetime in the
limit ¢ — 0. As shown in [47], the spacetime has hori-

zons only when ¢ < % ~ 0.77 M. For larger values

of ¢, the spacetime has no horizons. A notable feature

of the Bardeen BH is that the central singularity is re-
placed by a regular core, which behaves effectively as a de
Sitter region. This becomes clear from the small-r expan-
sion, where f(r) — 1 —2M7r?/q¢?, as r — 0. Dymnikova
[59] showed that, within GR, any static spherically sym-
metric BH with a regular center and matter obeying the
weak energy condition must approach a de Sitter core
at the center. Well-known examples include the Hay-
ward BH [60] and the Frolov BH [61], in addition to the
Bardeen BH.

To study the gravitational perturbations of all three
RBHs within a unified framework, we adopt the perspec-
tive that the regularity of the Bardeen BH arises from
effective quantum corrections rather than from nonlinear
electrodynamics, in analogy with the mechanisms under-
lying the other two RBH models.

B. Regular black holes with sub-Planckian
curvature

Alternative to the Bardeen BH, Ref. [49] analyzed
the general conditions required for obtaining a finite
Kretschmann scalar and proposed a RBH solution fea-
turing a Minkowski core. In this scenario, as r — 0,
the metric functions satisfy —gy = ¢ — 1, so that
the central singularity is replaced with a flat Minkowski
spacetime instead of a de Sitter core. However, Ling
and Wu [48] pointed out that in the RBH proposed in
Ref. [49], the maximum value of the Kretschmann scalar
depends on the BH mass. For a fixed short-distance reg-
ulator, the peak curvature scales as M?, meaning that
it can grow arbitrarily large and exceed the Planck scale
M;} for sufficiently massive BHs. This behavior conflicts
with the expectation from quantum gravity that space-
time curvature should remain bounded.

Motivated by this issue, Ling and Wu [48] constructed
a new class of RBHs with a Minkowski core, based on the
generalized uncertainty principle in curved spacetime, in
which the Kretschmann scalar remains sub-Planckian for
any BH mass. At large radii, this metric can reproduce
the asymptotic behavior of Bardeen, Hayward, or Frolov
BHs, depending on the choice of the potential form. The
metric function of the RBH with a Minkowski core and
bounded curvature is

fr)=1+2¢(r)=1-— 2M e oM/ (3)

where 1(r) denotes the modified Newton potential, M is
the mass of the BH, and ag, x and ¢ are dimensionless
parameters. The parameters ag characterizes the devia-
tion from the Newtonian potential and encodes quantum-
gravity corrections. To ensure the existence of a horizon
and keep the curvature below the Planck scale, the pa-
rameters must satisfy ¢ > x > ¢/3 and ¢ > 2. Typically,
when oy = 0, the metric reduces to the Schwarzschild
solution. For z = 2/3 and ¢ = 2, the metric matches
the large-r asymptotics of the Bardeen BH, while choos-
ing x = 1 and ¢ = 3 yields the Hayward-like asymptotic



behavior. In this work, we focus on the case x = 1 and
c=3.

C. A regular black hole in asymptotically safe
gravity

The Asymptotic Safety scenario provides a compelling
candidate framework for quantum gravity, whose defining
feature is the existence of a non-Gaussian ultraviolet fixed
point of the renormalization group (RG) flow. In this
approach, the scale dependence of Newton’s constant is
governed by RG trajectories that approach the UV fixed
point at high energies, thereby preventing divergences
in the gravitational coupling and ensuring the predictive
power of the theory [62].

Recently, Bonanno et al. [52] extended the proposal of
Markov and Mukhanov [63] and investigated the gravita-
tional collapse of dust (a pressureless ideal fluid) within
the framework of ASG. Guided by the Reuter fixed point
[50], the authors introduced a multiplicative coupling be-
tween the matter sector and gravity, which effectively im-
plements the weakening of the gravitational interaction
at high energies. This modification leads to an effective
Lagrangian that yields a regular interior geometry, which
can be smoothly matched to a static and asymptotically
flat exterior spacetime. The matching is uniquely fixed
by requiring that both the induced metric and the ex-
trinsic curvature remain continuous at the boundary of
the collapsing matter distribution when approached from
either side.

The resulting static, spherically symmetric exterior
line element takes the form

2
f(r):l—;—glog (1+6%5>, (4)

where M denotes the BH mass and £ is a scale parameter
characterizing the deviation from the Schwarzschild so-
lution. The precise value of £ is currently unknown and
should be constrained observationally. In the limit & — 0,
the Schwarzschild geometry is recovered. A numerical
analysis of the horizon condition f(ry) = f'(rn) = 0,
reveals a critical value &, ~ 0.4565M? with r, ~
1.2516 M. For 0 < £ < &, the metric exhibits two event
horizons, an inner and an outer one. The two horizons
merge into a single degenerate surface for £ = &, cor-
responding to an extremal BH. For & > &, no horizon
forms.

III. TIDAL LOVE NUMBERS USING THE
GREEN’S FUNCTION TECHNIQUE

In this section, we briefly review the definition of TLNs
in GR and revisit the procedure presented in Ref. [2§],
where the TLNs of static, spherically symmetric BHs
were computed using the Green’s function technique.

A. Definition of relativistic tidal Love numbers in

GR

For a staitc, spherically symmetric metric of the form
as Eq. 7 we can fix the BH horizon radius to r, = 1.
To achieve this, the original horizon radius r; can be
reparameterized as

N
ra(n) =2M + > ey, (5)

n=1

where 1 denotes the parameter characterizing the devi-
ation from the Schwarzschild BH and is expected to be
very small. For instance, n = ¢ in the Bardeen BH case.
Substituting this expansion into the metric function f(n)
and expanding it in powers of 7,

N (k)
k=0 ’

we can solve for the coefficients c1, o, c3, ... order by or-
der by comparing the coefficients of 1 at each expansion
order. When the horizon is fixed to r, = 1, the mass
M cannot be an independent quantity and can be de-
termined by f(rp) = 0. In some modified metrics, M
cannot be obtained in closed form, so we treat M itself
as a power series in the deformation parameter 7,

N
M(n) =" Myn" (7)
n=0

Plugging this into the condition r,(n) = 1 and expanding
this equation in powers of 7

N (k)

(0
A 7’11; )1, (8)
k=0

we can sequentially solve for the mass expansion coeffi-
cients My, My, Ms,.... In the subsequent calculations,
we only retain terms up to the third order, i.e., N = 3.
This procedure ensures that the horizon is always normal-
ized at r, = 1 in different modified gravity backgrounds,
thereby providing a consistent framework for subsequent
perturbation equations and the computation of TLNs.
Assuming that the external tidal field is weak, the lin-
ear perturbation can be used to study the tidal response
of a self-gravitating object. Due to the spherical sym-
metry of the Schwarzschild spacetime, massless pertur-
bations of integer spin s admit complete separation of
variables, leaving a single radial master function to be
determined. In particular, the perturbations of scalar
fields (s = 0), electromagnetic fields (s = 1), and the
odd-parity (axial) gravitational perturbations (s = 2)
can all be written in a Schrodinger-like Regge-Wheeler
(RW)-type equation, each characterized by a different
effective potential. In the gravitational case, the axial
perturbations are governed by the original RW equation



[64]. In contrast, the even-parity (polar) gravitational
perturbations of a Schwarzschild BH satisfy a distinct
Schrédinger-like master equation, known as the Zerilli
equation [65]. In the static limit, the RW equation reads

)5 (F50)Gr¥0)) = Fs(Vhaw (%) =0, (9)

where the effective potential is

I(l+1 1—s?
(+1) , 1-s

Vaw (r) = -2 3

: (10)

the metric function for the Schwarzschild BH is fg(r) =
1 —1/r and s denotes the spin of the perturbing fields.
It is known that the general solution to Eq. @ can be
expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions, and it
is straightforward to find the solution that is regular at
the horizon. The asymptotic behavior of the solution at
large r is generally given by [10]

U(r) ~ritt [1 + (’)(7“_1)] + K} rt [1 + (9(7“_1)]7 (11)

where K is a constant that encodes the tidal response of
the BH, which directly corresponds to the TLNs. This so-
lution can be interpreted as consisting of two parts in the
asymptotic region r — oo: the growing mode, which rep-
resents the external tidal field, and the decaying mode,
which describes the induced response. It has been rigor-
ously proven that the TLNs of the Schwarzschild BH is
vanishing [BHIO]. This finding has since been extended
to Reissner-Nordstrom [IIHI3], Kerr [16H24] and Kerr-
Newman [25]BHs.

The TLNs defined in Eq. are derived from the
asymptotic expansion of linear perturbations at large dis-
tances, where the expansion consists solely of power-law
terms in r. These values are constant and hence indepen-
dent of the measurement scale. However, in the presence
of matter fields [30], or within alternative backgrounds
or modified gravity theories [8 [T} 27], the perturbation
fields at large distances do not necessarily exhibit a sim-
ple power-law series. Instead, the asymptotic behavior
may involve logarithmic terms,

U(r) ~ pltl [1 + (’)(7‘71)]

12

+ K [logr—l—@(l)} [1 +(9(7°_1)}. (12)
The coefficient of the logarithmic term can be interpreted
as a beta function in the context of a classical renormal-
ization flow [8, [10] [11].

B. The Green’s function technique

In the following we give a brief review of the Green’s
function technique adopted in Ref.[28] to extract the
TLNs of BHs in modified gravities. Assume that the
static limit of the perturbation equations shares the form
of the RW equation @ but with distinct functions for the

4

effective potential V' (r) and the metric f(r). Performing
the following transformation

o(r)

U(r) = 70

.20 =

the perturbation equation becomes

Fsr) H{s(r) L@ (r)) ~ Fs () Ur) &) = 0. (14)

We can find that all the information of the modified
spacetime is encoded only in a new effective potential

Vv 1 dZ\2 d az
005 e () a2k )]
=7 1zlsG a\s ) (19
In this work, we mainly consider the scalar, vector, and
axial gravitational perturbations of RBHs. For the scalar
and vector fields, the effective potentials are uniformly
given by [66]
1—s?

r

(t+1
(+1)

V(r) = f'(r). (16)
The case of axial gravitational perturbations is more
complicated than that of scalar and vector fields. This is
primarily because the former involves perturbing the un-
derlying equations of motion. However, since the metric
is introduced as a phenomenological model—rather
than being derived from a known action or as an ex-
act solution to specific field equations—the underlying
fundamental theory remains unknown. To address this
issue, we adopt the viewpoint that quantum or regular-
ization corrections are effectively modeled as arising from
the stress-energy tensor of an anisotropic fluid within the
framework of classical Einstein gravity [67H69]. In this
framework the axial perturbations are particularly sim-
ple, as they decouple from the matter perturbations. Asa
result, the perturbation equation is of the standard form
given by @, and the effective potential is expressed as

7o) [1

r

vy =N SOy

r

Next, we consider the following expansions for the effec-
tive potential and the master function:

Ulr)=> 0"UW(r), &)=Y n*eW(r), (18)

k>0 k>0

I Tt is important to note that the effective potential derived in [70]
applies to an anisotropic fluid with an arbitrary non-zero radial
pressure. In contrast, the effective potential in [7I] was obtained
specifically for the case of vanishing background radial pressure.
In the limit of pq(no) = 0, the rr-component of the Einstein field
equations yields the following relation for the metric gradient:

a(r) = ‘Z(:) 1;(1770(;). Using this relation, Eq. consistently

reproduces the results presented in [71] when the limit p$°> =0
is taken.




where as before the parameter n represents the deviation
from the Schwarzschild BH. Obviously, the zeroth-order
potential is U©)(r) = Vrw (7).

Our strategy is to solve equation order by order in
7 by the Green’s function method. At the leading order
of n, we recover the standard RW equation.

[15) 2 (s5(r)2) = FsrIU ()] #O) =0, (19)

This equation has three regular singular points and can
be easily transformed into the standard hypergeometric
equation. The two linearly independent solutions to this
equation are written in terms of the hypergeometric func-
tion as

1
oV (r) = r*1,R <—l — 5, —1+ s —2l; T) , (20)
Oy _ .t . . 1
O (r)=r""al |1 +1 S’l+1+s’21+2’r . (21)

As analyzed in [28] 56], for I € C, both the solutions
are divergent in the form o log(r — 1) at the horizon.
However, a unique linear combination of the two solutions
exactly cancels the logarithmic terms at the horizon. As
a result, the horizon-regular solution can be written as
O (r) = o\

hor-reg

(r) =)+ KV 0V (r), (22)

Here, K; ©) is the constant encoding the tidal response
at zero order, whose explicit expression is

N(-2D)T(l+14+s)T(1+1—5)

I(—=l—s)T(=l+s)T(20+2)

K = (23)

This value is zero for a physical multipole [ € Z, which
corresponds to the fact that the TLNs are vanishing for
four-dimensional BHs in GR.

Next, we consider the higher-order expansion of the
perturbation equation . At k-th order, O(n*), k > 1,
the equation takes the form

o) (S5 520 () = F5(UO () B0 (1)

(24)
= fs(r) 8™ (r),
where the source term S (r) is given by
k-1 . 4
SH®(r) = Z UE=D () @O (r). (25)
i=0

By observing that the derivative operator of the above
inhomogeneous equation is the same as that of the ho-
mogeneous equation , the solution to the inhomoge-
neous equation can be obtained using the Green’s func-
tion method. The Green’s function G(r,7’) is defined by

dG(r,r")

dii ( fs( =" ) —UO@ G, 1) = 8(r — 1), (26)

with 4(r) being the delta function. Here, appropriate
boundary conditions must be imposed. At the horizon
r = 1, the field ®(r) is required to be regular. Asr — oo,
we demand that ®(r) = O(r!), which is justified by the
fact that the full-order solution ®(r) can always be renor-
malized such that the coefficient of the growing mode
r!*1 is set to unity. Then the Green’s function can be
constructed with the two linearly independent solutions
(20) and of the corresponding homogeneous equation

(19
1

Grr) = =577 [ (1) Brorees () O(r — )

+ Prorres(r) @ () 007 = 7)], (27)

where ©(r) denotes the Heaviside step function, and the
factor 21 + 1 arises from the Wronskian of the homoge-
neous solutions [28].

Using this Green’s function, the k-th order solution of
the inhomogeneous equation can be written as

/ G(r,r") Sk (r"ydr’
1

k) ()

1

2 +1

39 () / Briorreg (F)SH (') dr”
1

T

+ (I)hor-reg(r) /oo (I)(_O) (TI)S(k) (7“/) dT/] .
(28)

With this solution, the TLNs can be determined by the
coefficient of the decaying mode r~! at large r. As
pointed out in [28], for I € Z, only the constant part of
the integral contributes to this term in the r — oo limit.
Accordingly, the TLNs are identified from the constant
term in the following expression:

! oV (s ar.  (29)

1[8®W(r)] = A

We emphasize that when logarithmic behavior appears
in the asymptotic expansion, the logarithmic terms are
also regarded as part of the TLNs.

IV. TIDAL LOVE NUMBERS FOR REGULAR
BLACK HOLES

In this section, we investigate the linear static response
of the three types of RBHs introduced in Sec. [[[under the
influence of external tidal fields (scalar, vector, and axial
gravitational types). By employing the Green’s function
method introduced in Sec. [[TT, we can extract the TLNs.

A. Bardeen black hole

Here, we extract the response of the Bardeen BH un-
der scalar, vector, and axial gravitational perturbations.



Since we set the horizon radius to r, = 1, the mass pa-
rameter can be expanded as

M(q)=3+3¢+2¢" — 54°+0(¢®). (30)

Correspondingly, the metric function f(r) admits a series
expansion in powers of ¢ given by

f(r)=1—1—3q2(7i_1)—2q4<3—9+ 15)

16r 8&r3  16r°

Y B I
T\ 39, " 3273 32,5 " 32,7

+ O(¢%).

(31)
Plugging this into Eq. and then Eq. 7 and per-
forming the expansion in powers of g. The power-series
expansion of the effective potential for the scalar (s = 0)
and vector (s = 1) perturbations can be collectively ex-
pressed as

_ =3+610+ 1) —65*  6l1+1) =65

Ui(r) 44 473
12 4 12 52
5 (32)
31(14+1)—3s>  —6+211(11+1)—21s?
Ua(r) = 83 8rd
57+ 421(1+1)+ 3052 99+ 61(1+ 1) + 66 52
167° 1676
33+ 1252
Il+1)—s® —4+171(1+1) — 1752
Us(r) = =153 1614
—43 +1601(1 +1) — 124 52
3275
219+ 1601(1 + 1) + 92 s*
3276
N —41 4 341(1 + 1) + 74 52
3277
391+ 21(1+1) 4106 5>
3278
27 + 652
NCT (34)

For the axial gravitational perturbation (s = 2), plugging
into Eq. and then Eq. , and performing
the expansion in powers of ¢, one obtains the effective-
potential expansion coeflicients

—94+31(l+1 —21+61(l+1 21
Ur(r) = 2r§ ) 4T4( i 5 (39)
94 311+1)  —69+211(1+1)
Us(r) = 8r3 8rd
363 +421(1+1) 513+ 61(1+1)
167> 1676
1
65 (36)

4T

341412 N —554+ 171+ 1712
1673 1674
—307+1601(1+1) 1251+ 1601(1 +1)

3275 3276
215+ 341(1+1) 1753+ 21(1+ 1)
3277 32r8

Us(r) = —

123

+ 55

(37)

1. Scalar field response

In this section, we compute the TLN of Bardeen BH
under scalar perturbation. The lowest multipole number
starts from [ = 0. For [ = 0, the zeroth-order O(q°)
growing and decaying modes are given by Eqgs. and
, and take the following form:

o (1) = 8O (1) = Bpopreg(r) =1, (38)
39 (r) = — rlog(l - i) . (39)

We should point out that the first equality in the first
equation follows from Eq. , which relies on the fact
that K vanishes for integer multipole number [ in the
case of the classical Schwarzschild BH. For s = 0 and | =
0, the source terms at first order O(¢?) can be obtained

from Eq. 7 yielding

SO () =UD(r) 2O (r) = % — 4%. (40)

Furthermore, the first-order solution and the second-
order source term at O(q*) can be written as follows:

> 3 3
M (p) = NSO (Y g = 2 _ 2
o (1) /1 G(r,r") S (r") dr 1 (41)
S () =U@ () 2O (r) + UV (r) 2D (r)
21 9 33 3

- L2 42
2r6+2r5+8r4 4r3 (42)

Moreover, the second-order solution and the third-order
source term at O(q%), following Eqs. and (225)), can
be computed as follows:

@ (r) = / G(r,r") S@ (') dr'
1

3 21 3 15
=t e o — 4
16 + 3273 + 8r2  32r’ (43)
SE ) =U® () O (1) + U (r) D ()
+UD ()o@ (r)
693 1285 329 579 41 1

T 3208 T 12877 326 ' 12875 Gdrd 43
(44)




For [ = 0, the TLN is obtained from Eq. , which
expanded in ¢? gives

3 3 3

1[8W)(r) = ~1tos o (45)

1820 = 5~ gt T g g ()
, 1 231 2 P 1

7I8P(r) = g5 + 657"6 - 122:5 - 1?;824 12Zi3

We find that, in the case of the scalar perturbation with
I = 0, there exist non-vanishing TLNs and no logarith-
mic terms appear. Moreover, we find that the first- and
second-order terms provide negative contributions to the
TLNs, while the third-order term gives a positive contri-
bution. Up to O(¢®), the TLN is given by

3 3 1 .
KO — 2.2 4 6 8
(=0 41 167 327 ol

For I = 1, The zeroth-order solutions and
take the following form:

(48)

r
(I)SS) (T) = (I)(O) (T) = q)hor—reg(r) = _5 + 7'25 (49)

(0) 1 9 1
O (r)=—-12r 467 log 1—; —127° log 1—; .
(50)

the corresponding integrals Eq. expanded in ¢? are
given by

15 1 13 » 2 logr
(1) -4 - 24 _
S IO T A T A R R
255 1572 7 3 305
7S _ e 2t 2
S = —5r ~ 6 32 T2 e
o w1 g
8r2  32r 167 4 4 8
72?2 3logr 5 15logr  63logr
_ 2080 1 _
2 1 TRt TR 8r
3 _ 451og®r _ 3log?r  39log?r
B T 812 16r
3 9 3 9, o log®r 45 .
4rlog r+ 5" log”r + 5 3 Liz(1 — )
3Lia(1—7) 39Lis(1—7) 3 _.
_ — —rLis(1 —
472 8r g7 L2l =)
+3r% Lig(1 — r) + 3logr Lis(r) — 6 Liz(r)
+6¢(3). (52)

We can see that for [ = 1, the TLNs is non-zero and log-
arithmic terms appear. In particular, the I[S (1)] part is
simple enough to extract TLN explicitly: the correspond-
ing coefficient reads Kloz(ll) =15/16 —1/2logr. However,
the I[S@)] part is more complicated. This complexity

arises from the multiple integrations of logarithmic terms
during the computation. Such integrations unavoidably
produce the polylogarithm function. Nevertheless, we
can extract the constant and logr terms from I[S®)](r)
at large r. The TLN at the second order of ¢° is then
obtained as K7} = —303/64 + 6 ((3) — 3/41og r, which
is positive and has a negative logarithmic running at the
second order. Note that we compute the TLN only up to
second order, since the integration cannot be per-
formed analytically further, and consequently we cannot
construct the third-order source term. Up to O(q®), the
TLN is given by

15 1
Ki_, = <16 - §log 7"> s

+ (_3&3 +6¢(3) — glog r) ¢ +0(¢°). (53)

2. Vector field response

Now we compute the TLNs of the Bardeen BH under
vector perturbation. Similar to the steps present in the
previous subsection, for s = 1 and [ = 1, the TLNs can
be obtained from the following expressions:

I[8W](r) = = — 1o 1 2logr, (54)
2 2
N8 =-S0 - T Sy B T T
B 71% N 7724r2 B 211:gr ar?logr 4 31:2gr
51ijgr B %Tlogr_ 31o2g27‘ N zrlogQT

+ %2 log?r + 2log”r — 3Lia(1 —7) + gTLb(l =)

+ ;ﬁ Lia(1 — 7) + 12log  Liy(r) — 24Lis(r)
+24¢(3). (55)

From I[SM](r) we obtain the first-order vector TLN
K11 M 1/2 — 2logr, which is positive and has a nega-
tive logarithmic running. From the asymptotic behavior
of I[SW](r) at large r, the second-order vector TLN is
obtained as K, ® = —381/16 + 24((3) — 3logr, which
is negative plus a positive logarithmic running. Up to
O(q°%), the vector TLN for [ = 1 is given by

1
K, = (2 — 210gr> q°

T <_?f61 +24¢(3) - 3logr) ¢ +0(q°). (56)

Finally, for [ = 2, the integration for vector per-



turbation at each order of ¢ becomes

2 3 4
118W(r) = (13 333 3" | 37 3 27logr’
160 ~ 320 320 10 8 40
(57)
1 21161 2571 282
1[8®)(r) = 9997 37T 6 5713 829r
256 160 64012~ 640r 640
_ 299772 284712 n 2722 - 39973
320 256 320 20
B ﬁ _ 27723 + 27m2rd n 18117 logr
32 10 8 320
24372logr  8llogr  3753logr  27rlogr
20 80r2 320r 32
+_243r210g7' 81r31og7'+_413110g2r
40 4 160
~ 8991r log?r  81r2log®r2 _ 8173 log? r
320 320 10
81rtlog®r  243log®r 4131
Lig(1 —
8 PR R S
729¢(3) 8991r . 81r2
— Lip(1 — Lig(1 —
10 160 21— )+ JgpLiz(l=n)
1r? 1r#
_8 ; Lio(1—17r)+ 84T Liz(1 — )
729 . 729 _ .
+ 20 log r Liag(r) — TOng(r). (58)

The first-order correction of the vector TLN directly
reads K, - —153/160 —27/401log r. The second-order
correction of the vector TLN is obtained from the asymp-
totic behavior of I[S™M](r) at large r, which is gvien by
K@ = —24087/256 + 729/10¢(3) + 27/80logr. Up to
O(q%), the vector TLN for [ = 2 turns out to be

24087 729 27
¥ (— + 2w+ logr) ¢+ O

80
(59)

3. Awzial gravitational field response

Here, we compute the TLNs of the Bardeen BH under
axial gravitational perturbations for [ = 2 and [ = 3. We
carry the calculations up to second order in ¢*. For [ = 2
the expansion of the integration in ¢* reads

103 2172 r3 9yt
718 _ 2 7
[S™](r) 0 10 YRR (60)
3541 2163 13081 8371 2312
7118 - — _ _
ST = o8 ~ 3202 ~ Ga0r T 320 80
1173 974 6193
- 80 _ﬁ+7320 IOgT. (61)

From these results we see that the first-order TLN is non-
vanishing and contains no logarithmic running, whereas

logarithmic running appears at second order through the
logr term in I[S@](r). In this case, all the correction
terms contribute positively to the TLN. The TLN up to
O(q%) can be expressed as

3541
128

6193 A .
+ 390 logr)q +0(q°). (62)

103
K2, _ 2
=27 5 q

For the case of [ = 3, we obtain the following results:

1667 252 125513 73r%  39p°
D) — B _
8700 = o080 ~ 24t Toos 224 T 140
28"’
1934113 1667 1918717 600521
1159)(r) = _ o7 L,
161280 384072 8064007 44800
2303r2 | T0667r%  2081r¢ 317
2688 20160 4480 8
6 1 1
_ 9r° 8889 log r (64)
112 "~ 403200

Similarly, the TLN for [ = 3 up to O(¢%) turns out to be

) 1667 1934113

B , 18889
=3~ 70080 ¢ "\ 161280

403200

log r) *+0(q°%).

(65)
The behavior of TLN for [ = 3 closely resembles that of
the [ = 2 case: the first-order term contributes a finite
and non-zero TLNs without logarithmic running, while
the second-order correction introduces a logarithmic de-
pendence in r. Both cases contribute positively to the
TLNs and the running.

B. Regular black holes with sub-Planckian
curvature

In this subsection, we compute the TLNs of the RBH
with sub-Planckian curvature [48]. Without loss of gen-
erality, we choose the parameters x = 1 and ¢ = 3. Sim-
ilar to the Bardeen BH case, we consider the response
under scalar, vector, and axial gravitational perturba-
tions. Setting the horizon radius r;, = 1, the mass can
be expanded according to Eq. as

(66)

Up to the same order in the regular parameter «g, the
metric function can be expanded as

I (1-r)ayp  (=1+4r3—-3r%a3
= 1 —_ =
1) T + 274 877
(1—9r3 + 2475 — 16r%) o 4
18,10 +O(eg). (67)
The effective potentials for scalar (s = 0) and

vector (s = 1) perturbations can be expanded in the



same way as follows:

C20(141)—2s* 14211 +1)—2s?

Ur(r) = 473 4r4
24211 +1)—2s* 9+6s>
* 475 476 7 (68)
6I(1+1)—6s2 —4+101(+1)—10s2
alr) = =153 1674
—114+14101+1)— 1452 27+ 101(+1) + 1452
1675 1676
14+61(1+1)+6s2 22420(1+1)+ 10>
1677 1678
9
- 167’97 (69)
3201 +1)— 3252  —25+681(1+1) — 6852
Ualr) = 96 12 9614
—83+1161(1 +1) —116s% 51+ 641(1 + 1) + 8s?
96 1° 48 r6
86+ 1161(1 + 1) +10s* 217+ 801(l + 1) + 825>
96 r7 96 r8
30+ 191(1+ 1) + 265> 83+ 141(1 + 1) + 40s?
96 9 96 r10
19+20(1+1)+16s?
06,11 . (70)

The expansion of the effective potential for axial
gravitational perturbations (s = 2) is given as follows:

=34+I1(1+1) —-7+2I(1+1)
U(r) = 273 4t
—4+411+1) 51
T T ()
94 311+1)  —1T+511+1)
Galr) = 873 8rd
534 140(1+1) 165+ 1001 +1)
1675 1676
L4031+ 1), 504101+ 1)
8r7 8rd
45
. 2
1679’ (72)
—34+11+1) —220+681(+1)
U3(T) = 3,3 96 14
—431+1161(1+1) 363+ 641(1 + 1)
96 1 48 r6
155 +290(1+1) 1111 +801(1 + 1)
24 77 96 18
126 +191(1+1) 311+ 141(1+1)
4879 96110
31+20(l+1
& (73)

96 11

1. Scalar field response

First of all, we compute the TLNs for the RBH with
sub-Planckian curvature under scalar field perturbations.
For the case | = 0, The zeroth-order (O(a)) growing and
decaying modes, corresponding to Eqs. and , are
given explicitly by

oV (r) = 2O(r) = Bporreg(r) =7, (74)
o (ry=—r log(l - i) . (75)

In the case s = 0 and [ = 0, the first-order source term
at O(ay) is derived from Eq. as

5(1)(7“) — U(l)(r) @(0)(T) =

Applying the Green’s function formalism, the first-

order solution and the second-order source term (O(a?))
are expressed as
o 1 1 1
1 _ 1 _
oW () = /1 G(r, ") SV () dr' = 1T E I
(77)
S@)(r) = U@ () 80 () + U0 (r) 2 (1)
__ 2 B 1 B 5 1
8r8 1677 276 85 8t 43
(78)

Similarly, the second-order solution together with the
third-order source term at O(a), following Eqs. and

, are given by

@ (r) = / G(r,r") SD ') dr'
1
3 1 1 1 7

- - - - 79
16 * 32r5 3213 42 32r (79)
SO () =UB () O (1) + UD(r) @D () + UD () 2P ()
21 35 29 275
T128r11 48710 T 9679 32p8 1 19277
11 185 145 25
T ons T 1285 T 19201 9608 (80)
For [ = 0, the integral is expanded in aq as
1 3 1 1
ISMEr) = — = + = - — — — 1
S ==t e T &
3 3 3 1 5 5
7182 -2 _ 2 4 2 4 - 4+ ° 2
S =1~ e T 165 T 5d "85 162
1
- = 2
e (82)
1 3 1 5 29 55
7183 =_z — —
[S™0) = =5+ 1285 ~ 3845 T 967 1020 T 10215
N 11 N 185 145 25 (83)
96r4 ' 384r3  384r2 961



From the above results, it can be seen that, similar to
the Bardeen BH, the case with [ = 0 exhibits non-
vanishing TLN, and no logarithmic term appears. The
first-, second- and third-order corrections all contribute
negatively to the TLNs. Since we have chosen the pa-
rameters x = 1 and ¢ = 3, this type of BH shows the
same asymptotic behavior as the Hayward BH at large
r. In this case, the scalar TLNs for [ = 0 can be written
as

1 3
KlO:O:,,aO 2

1 .
1 —— a3+ 0(a)). (84)

T 167 6

For [ = 1, the TLNs are computed up to third order of
ag. The zeroth-order solutions and take the

following form:

r
20 (r) = 2(r) = Phorreg (1) = —5 + 77, (85)

1 1

<I>(_O)(7") =—12r4+6r log(l — ) — 1272 log<1 — ) .
T r

(86)

The TLNs can be obtained from the following expres-
sions:

13 1 17 31 g2
1 _
1S90 =5+ o e tamr T2 6
(87)
35 1 7 19 11
2 _
18@](r) = T192 646 G645 961t T 06r3
65 53 r r2
"2zt T § (88)
289 1 313 5459
71183 - _ _
S0 = =5016 T 5129~ 23010/5 T 16128017
11 3373 6200 3583
2304076 ' 23040r5 2304011 2304073
1501 587 251 2
T 16082 T 11s2r T288 9 (89)

Here, we can see that for the scalar perturbations with
I = 1, the TLNs are non-zero and no logarithmic term
appears. The contributions to the TLNs exhibit negative
behavior similar to the case of [ = 0. This is in contrast
to the Bardeen BH, whose TLN is positive and has a
negative logarithmic running for [ = 1. All contributions
up to the third order can be accurately expressed as

13 35 5, 289 4

KO = 2, — 22 42 220
=17 T8 Y0 T 792 40 T 9016 Y0

+0(ag).  (90)

2. Vector field response

Next, we compute the TLNs for vector perturbations
(s = 1). Similarly, for the case | = 1, the TLNs can be
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obtained from the following integrations

I[S(l)](r):—ﬁ—kﬂ—ﬁ—ﬁ, (91)
35 7 7 1 25 r r?
71182 e T S T Y Mt
[ Itr) 48  16r%  48r3 + 8r2 + 24r 12 16’
(92)
I[S(S)](T) _ 4687 65 103 317 3359
8064 896r7  1152r6  5760r  5760r4
1531 209 1073 _ @ _ ﬁ
576073 © 1152r2 © 1152r 288 18’
(93)

Similar to scalar TLNs, we can clearly see that the TLNs
are non-zero and that no logarithmic running appears
and the contributions are also negative. The contribu-
tions to the TLN up to third order can be explicitly
written as

13 35 4687
Kllzl :—an—@ag—mag‘ko(ag) (94)
For | = 2, we compute the TLN only up to second order
of ay, as the integral cannot be performed analyti-
cally, so we cannot construct the third-order source term.
The explicit TLNs for the vector perturbations can be
extracted from the following expressions:

][5(1)}(71)_1 ﬂ_@_i ﬁ_f
320 64 320 320 10 8
9logr
10 7 (95)
[ = 3204 9% 189 1161 1449
256 80  1280r* 128073  128r2
21889 81w2  627r  387m?r  6341r2
160r ' 16r 640 80 1280
3n2r2  91r3  6m2r3 3t 3md
+ o+ - -
80 10 5 32 2
24271ogr 10872 1 9logr 35llogr
80 5 87T 168 802
6333logr 3rlogr 27r2logr 3
sor 8 1o Torlesr
27log?r  243log*r  1161rlog®r
80 16r 80
9r2log?r  18r3log?r  9rtlog’r  54logdr
80 5 2 5
N Z—;Lig(l )+ 243 ngil r) 1161r 111(2)(1 T)

92 Lis(1 — 7 3673 Lis(1 — r .

— Zé ) ;( ) —9rt Lig(1 —r)
324logrLis(r) 648Lis(r) = 648((3)

- 5 5 '

(96)

Here, the explicit form of the first-order TLN is K llz(i ) =
3/320 — 9/10 logr. The second-order TLN is obtained



from the asymptotic behavior of I[S®)](r) at large 7,
which is given by K. = —40025/256 + 648/5((3) +
27/201ogr. We observe that at first order Kllz(i) is posi-
tive while its running is negative. In contrast, at second

order the coefficient K llz(f) becomes negative, yet its run-
ning turns positive. Up to O(ag), the TLN is given by

3
KL, = (320 T 10gr> g
40025 648 27
it E iy 2
< ors T E ¢(3)+ 50 ogr) af
+O(af). (97)

8. Auzial gravitational field response

In this subsection, we compute the TLNs of the RBH
with sub-Planckian curvature under axial gravitational
perturbations for [ = 2 and [ = 3. For the case of [ = 2,
expanding the integral in «ag, the leading-order and
next-to-leading-order terms are given by

337 51r 72 r3 34
(D _ 337 5lr % 37
N8 =10-"%0 "0 12 40" (98)
21491 5729 189 3301 803
IsC))(y = 2491 5720 - 180 3301 80
2880 192073 16072 57607 320
72 17¢3 9r4 2149
SIS A 1
80~ 240 160 "m0 8" (99)

Similar to the case of the Bardeen BH, we find that the
TLNs exhibit no logarithmic running at the first order,
while a logarithmic dependence appears at the second
order. And the contributions are both positive. The TLN
for [ = 2 up to the second order in ay can be expressed
as

214
9 1

, 337 21491
- 0 2880

i=2 = 155 @ 2880 og r) ag +O0(ad).
(100)

For the case of [ = 3, expanding the integral in ag,

the leading-order and second-order terms are given by

1691 4257 9572 130173 rt
7118 — — — _
[ST(r) 4320 336 + 72 3024 672
1375 36
140 28 (101)
) 1427983 28747 51497 3562691
I§¥)(r) = — -
3628800 6912073 5040072 72576007
867421r  74633r2 2583113 134
403200 40320 60480 13440
2 5 6
9r B QL 669067 log 1 (102)
280 112 518400

Similar to the [ = 2 case, however, we note that the
second-order constant term takes a negative value, indi-
cating a weaker tidal response in comparison to the [ = 2
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mode. The expansion of the TLN for [ = 3 up to the
second order is given by

, 1691
=3 74390
+ (’)(a(?j).

1427983
3628800

669067
518400

log r) og
(103)

It is worth noting that in Ref. [2§] the authors real-
ized the Hayward metric as a background solution within
the effective field theory framework of scalar-tensor the-
ories with a timelike scalar profile [72], and evaluated the
TLNs associated with axial gravitational perturbations.
In contrast, in the present work the deviations from the
classical singular Schwarzschild BH are modeled entirely
within classical GR by introducing a nontrivial stress-
energy tensor corresponding to an anisotropic fluid. The
RBH possessing sub-Planckian curvature for the param-
eter choice x = 1 and ¢ = 3 exhibits the same asymptotic
behavior as the Hayward solution. A remarkable feature
emerging from our results is that the logarithmic run-
ning of the TLNs already appears at the lowest multipole
I = 2, whereas in the EFT-based realization it only shows
up for [ > 4. This highlights that the TLNs are sensitive
probes of the internal structure of RBHs and are capable
of distinguishing between different RBH realizations.

C. The regular black hole in asymptotically safe
gravity

In this subsection, we calculate the TLNs of the RBH
[52] in ASG under scalar, vector, and axial gravitational
perturbations. Similarly, setting r, = 1 we can express
the BH mass M as a series expansion in terms of the
deviation parameter &,

1 3¢ 3¢ 9¢° 4
M(g)_§+1+7+ﬁ+o(§)' (104)

Up to the same order in the parameter &, the metric
function can be expanded as

1 3(=1+7)¢& 3(=2+7r3)(=1+1r3)&?

fr)=1- ro 274 B 2r7
9(—6 + 12r% — 776 4 19) &3
_ A g0 ) +0O(&h). (105)

The effective potential for scalar field (s = 0) and vector
field (s = 1) can be expanded in the same way as

~31(14+1)—3s*  —3461(1+1)—6s>

U(r) 273 4rd
—3+31(1+1)—-3s%2 9(3+2s?)
1
+ 270 476 ’ (106)
3U(1+1)—3s2  —214601(1+ 1) — 60 52
Ualr) = 273 1674
—69+961(l+1)— 9652 + 724+ 151(1+ 1) + 3952

165 416



93 + 120(1 + 1) + 425>

L 2731210+ 1) +1205°
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take the explicit forms

8r7 1618 ©
9(69+2052) (107) V(1) = 2O (1) = Bporreg(r) =7, (112)
1679 ’
O, — 1
9(20 + 212 — 25%)  9(—3+ 100 + 10> — 10s?) e (r)=—r log(l - T) : (113)
Us(r) = 1673 1677
9(15 — 241 — 2412 + 24s%)  9(42 + 301 + 3012 + 1252) When s = 0 and [ = 0, the first-order source term at
- 1675 + 1616 O(&') can be evaluated from Eq. , yielding
9 (66 + 241 + 241% +245%)  9(141 + 61 + 61> + 60s2) 97 3 3
(1 ! 0) () — _ 2 2
+ 1677 1673 SOy =D () eO(r) = 5 g e (114
9(—243 — 60s?)  9(—82 — 2] —2[*> — 16s?) ) .
1679 16710 Using the Green’s function approach, the first-order
_ 2 agu2 9 solution and the corresponding second-order source term
L 9(—152 +12é+112l 38s%) 9 (281864—1245 ) O(€2) are obtained as
r r
(108) o0 3 3 3
1 _ 1 _
oW () = /1 G(r, ") SV () dr’ = 1T nE
In addition, the first-, second-, and third-order effective (115)

potential contributions for axial gravitational perturba-
tions can be written explicitly as follows:

C—124310+1) 274611+ 1)

Ur(r) = 2r3 4rd
~154+31(1+1) 171
124+ 31(1+1)  —261 +60(I + 1)
Ua(r) = 23 164
453+ 961(1+ 1) 444 + 15(1 + 1)
1675 476
L ATTH 12104 1) | 1185~ 12004 1)
8r7 1678
2925
- — 11
1679’ (110)
364+ 9I(1+1)  —387 +901(I + 1)
Ualr) = 813 * 1674
27(=37+81(1+ 1))  27(43+5I(1+1))
1675 8r6
| 27(59 +41(L+1)) | 9(645 +61(L+ 1))
8r7 1678
10395 9(181 +1(I + 1))
1679 810
9(—296 + (1 +1)) 1377
+ o 5 (111)

Next, we compute the TLNs of the RBH in ASG for
scalar, vector, and axial gravitational perturbations.

1. Scalar field response

We first compute the TLNs of the RBH in ASG under
scalar perturbations for [ = 0 and [ = 1. For the case
[ = 0, the zeroth-order (O(£°) modes, representing the
growing and decaying solutions in Egs. and ,

S () =U@ () 2O (r) + UV (r) 2D (r)

_ 351 105 33 n 315 15 21
8r8 87 496 1605 4rt 161737
(116)

Proceeding to the next order, the second-order solu-
tion along with the third-order source term at O(£3), as

indicated by Eqgs. and , are given by

5 21 21 33

@ (r) = / G(r,r")y SD ") dr'
1

_ 3.3 15 B 33

4 3205 1674 0 32r3 1672 32r’

(117)
Sy =UB () 2O (r) + UD (r) @D (r) + UV (1) 2P (1)
_ 25515 1035 2331 729 1755
T128711 16710 6499 498 T 3297
405 3807 441 27
- - . 118
1676 12875  64r4 1673 (118)

For [ = 0, we can extract the TLNs from the following
functions:
3 9 3 3
718 =24 7
S =1+t s e 1

3 117 21 33 105 15

(119)

7182 -2 -t s 90, VY Y
S =156t 8s T 1604 T 168 82
21
- 120
6 (120)
9 2835 1035 333 243
7183 _ _ 7 _ _ _ o
SN = —16 T 1289 128/ 6417 8r6
351 405 1269 441 27
3275 6drt 12873 12812 1671
(121)

From the above, we can see that the TLNs are non-zero
and no logarithmic running appears. Moreover, the con-



tribution at each order of £ to TLN is all negative, show-
ing similar behavior to the RBH with sub-Planckian cur-
vature. Thus, up to the third order of £ the scalar TLN
for [ = 0 is be expressed as

(122)

0 _ 3y B 9a
Kfg=—76- 8- 58 +0(.

For [ = 1, the scalar TLNs can be obtained from the
following expressions:
13 3 17 31 roor?
(1) __2 -t oy D
NS =% "6 62 T 167 71 3
(123)
35 39 13 299 71 95
7183 S _
SN0 = =30 ~ 60,8 T 15 T Gaed T 608 3202
323 7r r?
D 124
64r + 16 2’ ( )
591 945 24609 7611
71183 — 2 _
SPI0) =~ 105 * 5129 ~ 2560, T 560,7
_ 6399 17247 _ 3237 9099
1280 r6 1280 15 16074 2560713
2475 267 9r 372
- =20y 125
51272 + 32r 16 8 (125)

Similar to the [ = 1 case, we can see that the TLNs at
each order of £ are all negative and do not exhibit running
terms. The explicit expansion of the scalar TLN for [ = 1
can be written as

991

s & oD,

K, = *féf —52 (126)

2. Vector field response

Next, we compute the TLNs of the RBH in ASG under
vector perturbations, for [ =1 and [ = 2. For [ = 1, the
TLNs can be obtained from the following expressions:

13 15 roor?

1[sM)( ) ==yt 1T T (127)
35 123 13 23 155 r
2 _
1% = =% ~f6m * 55 * 16,2 " 167~ 16
2
T (128)
4917 18063 801 93 10221
718®) - _ _ _ _
[ 1r) 896 + 89677 12876 2075 32014
2439 45 2007 9r 3
32073 8r2 128 16 16
(129)

Similar to scalar TLNs, the contributions to the TLN at
each order are all negative and no logarithmic running
appears. Up to the third order, the explicit expansion of
the vector TLN for [ = 2 can thus be written as

4917

e £+ 0L,

KL 1=—f5——§2 (130)
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For [ = 2, we mainly compute the first two orders of
the TLNs. As mentioned earlier, the third-order integral
cannot be obtained analytically. The TLN can be
obtained from the following expressions:

9 81 387r  3r%  3r3 34

320 " 64r 320 320 | 10 8
27logr
10
9 73383  81w? 3321
118*(r) = - 64 T80 1280r% 64078 25612
1576023 72972 11271r  3483n2r
1280r  16r 1280 80
28527r2  27w2r?  3261r%  54n3rd
T 60 80 a0 T
3rt 27x%rt 21843 logr n 97272 log 7

8 2 80 5
_8110g7’ 31591ogr 56997 logr

1673 8072 80r
27rlogr  243r2logr
8 10
243log”r  2187log”r  10449rlog®r
80 167 80
~ 81rlog®r N 162r*log” r  81r'log®r
80 5 2
4861og®r 243 2187 Lig(1 — 7)
7 0 4274 it Sl
5 0 2(1=r)+ 8r
104497 Lig(1 —r)  81r°Lig(1 — 1)
40 40
2473 Lig (1 —
3 or) ;2( ") _ 8154 Lin(1 — 1)
2916logr Lig(r) 5832 5832¢(3)
5 5

I[sW)(r) =

(131)

2457 27135

+ 817r% log

(132)

We find that the first-order contribution to the TLN is
positive, while the logarithmic running behaves inversely.
The second-order correction of the vector TLN can be
obtained from the asymptotic behavior of I[S®](r) at
large r. Up to O(&3), the vector TLN for | = 2 is given

by
9 o7
1 —_— [ —
Kiep = (320 10 © gr) ¢
89997 5832 243
- iy | 2 3
(-5 + T2 + 5 tour ) €+ 0(E).

(133)

from which one can see that the second-order contribu-
tion is negative while the running is positive.

3. Awzial gravitational field response

Finally, we compute the TLNs of the RBH under axial
gravitational perturbations within the framework of ASG



for I = 2 and [ = 3. For the case of [ = 2, the expansion
of the integral in £ is given by

171r  3r2 33 3t

ISW(py=90 - — = = = 134
SN =925~ %0 " 20 ~ 20 (134)
159 513 927 177 4llr  3r2
7118 -7 g e -t e 2
S =5~ 65 102 TR 16 8
2173 3rd
_or 1
80 20" (135)
269379 45333 1832517 1538937
159)(r) =
11200 44876 ' 224005 2240074
1060911 63063 62280  28971r
5600/% 80072 | 1600r 640
44172 273 4
U (136)

Consequently, the TLN for [ = 2 up to the third order
can directly read as

159 269379
Ky =96+ 752 * 11200

£+0@E. (137
It is evident that the TLN is nonzero in this case. How-
ever, we find that, even when computed up to the third
order, no logarithmic running term appears for the [ = 2
mode under axial gravitational perturbations in ASG, in
contrast to the previous two models. Moreover, their con-
tributions to the TLN are all positive, which is consistent
with the previous two types of RBHs.

For the case of [ = 3, the expansion of the integral
in £ is given as follows

9  475r 153572 52913 rt rd
718 =2 _ _ 4
[ST10r) 77112 T 336 336 336 4
2 6
_ % (138)
208181 513 10763 124613
7118 - _ _
[S1r) 6720 11273 224072 3360r
191577 N 152972 B 9073 B 57’“4 N 7L5
960 84 192 672 ' 16
26 237logr
_ i aofloer 139
7 = (139)
159)(r) = 143685019 120825 1309101
N 376320 12544r6 3136015
4498499 3584485 8035661
125440r* ' 1881613 12544012
2444089  57889r 11404512
8960r 1280 3584
1984773 N 57t 69r° 30
2688 112 560 14
320991 logr
ittt = 14
4480 (140)

Unlike the [ = 2 case, here the logarithmic running terms
appear at both the second and third orders. Only the
first-order term contributes positively to the TLNs, while
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the second and third-order terms contribute negatively.
Accordingly, the TLNs up to the third order can be ex-
pressed as

9 208181 = 237logr
Kis=—¢+(- ’
== 7ot < 6720 7 ) ¢
143685019 320991 logr\ 4 A
_ O(e).
( 376320 4480 )5 o0
(141)

This indicates that for [ = 3, the logarithmic contribu-
tions emerge beyond the leading order, marking a quali-
tative difference from the [ = 2 case in the axial gravita-
tional perturbations of the RBH in ASG.

D. Comparison of three regular black holes

In Table [, we present the leading-order tidal Love
numbers (Ceonst; Clog) for RBHs under scalar, vector, and
axial gravitational perturbations. All regular parameters
are evaluated at ¢> = 0.1, ag = 0.1, and £ = 0.1 for
the Bardeen BH, the BH with sub-Planckian curvature
and the RBH in ASG, respectively. We can clearly ob-
serve both the connections and distinctions among the
three models. The key finding is that all RBH mod-
els exhibit generally nonzero TLNs under scalar, vector,
and gravitational perturbations, signaling a breakdown
of the classical “no-hair” theorem in the quantum grav-
ity regime and confirming a dynamical response of the
internal structure to external tidal fields.

From Table I we can identify several qualitative and
potentially observable discriminants among the three
RBH models.

(i) Scalar sector. For the monopole mode I = 0, all
models exhibit negative, scale-independent TLNs, so this
mode is not very diagnostic. However, the dipole mode
I = 1 shows a clear separation: the Bardeen BH yields
a positive TLN with non-vanishing logarithmic running,
whereas both the sub-Planckian and ASG black holes
give negative TLNs without any running. Thus, the sign
and scale dependence of the scalar dipole TLN already
distinguish de Sitter-core geometries from Minkowski-
core and ASG BHs.

(i) Vector sector. In the dipole mode I = 1, the
Bardeen BH again stands out by having a positive TLN
accompanied by a sizeable negative logarithmic term,
while the other two models have negative, non-running
TLNs. For the quadrupole mode [ = 2, the three mod-
els occupy distinct regions in the (Ceonst, Clog), Bardeen
has (Ceonst < 0, Ciog < 0), the sub-Planckian BH has
a very small positive constant and a moderate positive
running, and the ASG BH shows a slightly positive con-
stant but a much larger positive running. This pattern
provides a two-dimensional “fingerprint” for discriminat-
ing the three scenarios.

(iii) Axial gravitational sector. The axial quadrupole
TLN [ = 2, which is expected to be the most relevant for



GW observations, exhibits a pronounced enhancement in
the ASG case: at the same deformation parameters, the
ASG BH has Cgopgt = 0.9, about a factor of three larger
than the Bardeen and sub-Planckian values ~ 0.26—0.28,
while remaining free of logarithmic running. The oc-
tupole mode [ = 3 shows a similar hierarchy of mag-
nitudes. These features indicate that the ASG BH leaves
a much stronger imprint in the axial gravitational chan-
nel, offering a particularly clean observational handle on
this quantum-gravity motivated model.

These results indicate that TLNs not only serve as
a criterion for distinguishing classical BHs from their
quantum-corrected counterparts, but also act as a preci-
sion diagnostic probe, offering a new theoretical window
into decoding the internal structure of BHs and the un-
derlying quantum gravitational mechanisms. Moreover,
they highlight promising directions for future GW obser-
vatories to test these physical phenomena.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a systematic theoretical study of
the tidal response of three important classes of RBH
models—Bardeen BH, the BH with sub-Planckian cur-
vature, and the BH in the ASG framework—under static
tidal fields, with a focus on calculating and analyzing
their TLNs. In GR, the TLNs of four-dimensional,
asymptotically flat BHs vanish, indicating that they do
not develop induced multipole moments under external
tidal fields, exhibiting a unique “rigidity.” However, be-
yond classical GR—e.g., when quantum-gravity effects or
matter fields are considered in RBH models—this zero
property can be violated. Therefore, TLNs serve as an
extremely sensitive probe for investigating BH interior
structures, testing GR, and exploring quantum gravity
effects.

The core methodology of this work is an analytic
Green’s function technique developed in [28]. For consis-
tent comparisons across different RBH models, all hori-
zons were normalized to r, = 1. The mass M and
metric function f(r) of each BH were then expanded as
series around their respective deviation or regular pa-
rameters (g for Bardeen, ag for sub-Planckian, and & for
ASG BH). By introducing a field redefinition, all correc-
tions to GR are encapsulated in a new effective potential
U(r). The perturbation equations are then solved or-
der by order: the zeroth-order solution corresponds to
the Schwarzschild background and is expressed in terms
of hypergeometric functions, while higher-order solutions
are obtained systematically via the Green’s function for-
malism to handle the inhomogeneous terms. The TLNs
are extracted from the coefficients of the r—! terms in
the asymptotic expansion at spatial infinity. Notably,
when logarithmic terms appear (e.g., logr), their co-
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efficients are also interpreted as part of the TLNs and
can be understood in a classical RG framework as a “S-
function” [8 10, [11].

The study yields rich and revealing results. First, for
all three classes of RBHs, the TLNs are generically non-
zero under scalar, vector, and axial gravitational per-
turbations, in stark contrast to classical GR BHs. This
directly confirms that the nontrivial core structures of
RBHs (e.g., the de Sitter core of Bardeen BH or the
Minkowski core of sub-Planckian curvature BH) signif-
icantly affect their tidal response. Second, the TLNs
strongly depend on the perturbation type and multipole
l. For instance, in scalar perturbations of Bardeen BH,
the [ = 0 TLNs are negative and free of logarithms,
whereas [ = 1 exhibits logarithmic structure. Third, a
key finding is the ubiquitous presence of logarithmic run-
ning. In many cases, first-order corrections do not con-
tain logarithms, but second- or third-order corrections
produce TLNs of the form K ~ constant + Slogr. This
logarithmic term [ renders the TLNs scale-dependent,
analogous to running couplings in quantum field theory,
suggesting an underlying renormalization-group struc-
ture even in classical gravity systems.

These findings have significant physical implications.
Non-zero TLNs provide direct theoretical guidance for
distinguishing RBHs from classical ones via GW observa-
tions. Future observatories, such as LISA [73], Taiji [74]
or TianQin [75], may detect these tidal imprints during
binary black hole mergers. The emergence of logarith-
mic terms further links TLNs to quantum gravity con-
cepts like asymptotic safety, indicating that BHs’ tidal
responses may encode high-energy quantum gravitational
signatures.

Looking forward, this work opens multiple promising
directions. Theoretically, it would be interesting to study
more realistic rotating RBHs or to study responses un-
der dynamical (non-static) tidal fields. For higher-order
computations, combining numerical and analytic tech-
niques becomes necessary due to the complexity of in-
tegrals. Observationally, incorporating these TLNs into
waveform models of binary mergers will be crucial for
assessing their detectability with future GW detectors.
Finally, understanding the microscopic origin of logarith-
mic terms and their potential role in BH thermodynamics
and the information paradox will likely provide a frontier
connection between gravity, quantum theory, and differ-
ential geometry.
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TABLE I. Leading-order tidal Love numbers (Cconst, Ciog) for regular black holes under scalar, vector, and axial gravitational
perturbations. All coefficients are evaluated at ¢® = 0.1, ap = 0.1, and & = 0.1 for the Bardeen, Sub-Planckian, and ASG black

holes, respectively.

Perturbation Type Mode I Bardeen BH (¢* = 0.1) Sub-Planckian BH (ap = 0.1) ASG BH (£ =0.1)
=0 Ceonst = —0.075 Ceonst = —0.025 Ceonst = —0.075
Scalar Clog =0 Clog =0 Clog =0
=1 Ceonst = 0.094 Cleonst = —0.027 Clonst = —0.081
Clog = —0.05 Clog = 0 Clog = 0
=1 Ceonst = 0.05 Ceonst = —0.11 Ceonst = —0.33
Vector Clog = —0.2 Crog =0 Crog =0
l=2 Ceonst = —0.096 Ceonst = 0.00094 Cleonst = 0.0028
Ciog = —0.068 Clog = 0.09 Chog = 0.27
=2 Cconst =0.26 Cconst = 0.28 Cconst =0.9
Axial Grav. Clog =0 Crog =0 Clog =0
=3 Ceonst = 0.017 Ceonst = 0.039 Ceonst = 0.13
Clog =0 Clog =0 Clog =0
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