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We study scalar test-field perturbations on top of a Kerr–black-bounce background, i.e. a family of rotating
regular black holes and/or rotating traversable wormholes that can mimic Kerr black holes. We compute the
quasi-normal modes for a massless field in both the regular black holes and wormhole branches, confirming
the stability of the former and identifying a set of growing modes that renders the latter unstable. We further
compute the superradiance amplification factors, for massless and massive fields, in the regular black hole
branch, confirming that these objects superradiate, though to a lesser degree than the corresponding Kerr black
holes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past century, general relativity (GR) and black
holes have been extensively tested with great success. In par-
ticular, the recent detection of gravitational waves from the
coalescence of binary compact objects [1–4] and the observa-
tion of the shadow cast by the supermassive body at the center
of M87 [5] were huge leaps in the direction of getting a dir-
ect confirmation about the existence of black holes and thus
testing the robustness of GR. Nonetheless, the existence of
singularities in GR and the inability to resolve them within
the classical framework of the theory indicates the break-
down/incompleteness of the theory at high energy scales (typ-
ically in the Planckian regime) and in particular at black hole
cores. While it is widely believed that quantum effects may
cure singularities, we currently lack a consistent UV-complete
quantum theory of gravity to settle the issue. However, we can
still gain relevant insights by postulating different quantum
gravity scenarios and studying the corresponding regularized
effective spacetime geometries stemming from them. Indeed,
current observational bounds/constraints on compact objects
leave room for studying and speculating about some of these
geometries as black-hole alternatives/mimickers [6, 7]. To
this end, a large number of models — inspired by quantum
gravity scenarios and other arguments — have been proposed
over the years. Only few of them, however, represent viable
outcomes of gravitational collapse [8, 9]. Two examples in
this category are regular black holes (trapped regions charac-
terized by a regular core) and wormholes. Instances of both
these types of compact objects are commonly seen in the lit-
erature (particularly within semi-classical or quantum theor-
ies of gravity) [10], and for this reason the research focus is
now shifting more towards testing whether these alternative
geometries give rise to characteristic signatures albeit closely
mimicking the typical features of classical GR black holes.

After the release of the Event Horizon Telescope Collabor-
ation’s picture of the central massive object of M87 [5], con-
siderable effort has been put into computing shadows of well-
motivated candidate ultracompact objects belonging to theor-
ies alternative to GR [11]. In order to probe other plausible

signatures of these black-hole mimickers, the computation of
the quasi-normal modes (QNMs) has also been the subject of
intense scrutiny. Any deviation from the classical black-hole
picture is expected to have an imprint on the QNM spectrum.
Since the post-merger ringdown of a classical black hole is
described in terms of the QNMs, this opens up the possibil-
ity of testing any deviations from GR by analyzing the ring-
down signals as obtained by LIGO [12–15], or in the future
by the proposed third generation detectors [16]. QNMs are
computed within the perturbative regime of the background
theory and are sensitive to the boundary conditions imposed at
asymptotic infinity as well as on the horizon [17–19]. Hence
any modification to the near-horizon geometry, such as in the
case of the exotic compact objects [20, 21], where the event
horizon is removed due to quantum effects (or, exotic matter
fields), as well as any deviations from the well-studied Kerr
geometry can be directly linked to gravitational-wave obser-
vations via the QNM analysis [22].

Besides studying the QNM spectrum and the shadow meas-
urements for these black-hole mimickers (or, few other can-
didate spacetimes), as well as looking for deviations from GR,
it is also important to explore the stability of these objects
under small perturbations. In particular, if they are rotating
(mimicking a Kerr black hole) and possesses an ergosphere,
one must carefully address the issues arising due to super-
radiant instability [23–28]. For example, a highly reflective
as well as rapidly rotating black-hole mimicker would suf-
fer from superradiant instability [29–34]. This is because, the
amplified (superradiant) modes get further amplified due to
reflection from the reflective surface in the near-horizon re-
gion of the black-hole mimicker and their repeated passage
through the ergoregion, while for black holes all these amp-
lified modes would have been absorbed by the event horizon,
thus taming superradiant instability. Therefore it is of utmost
importance to study the phenomenon of superradiance for ro-
tating black-hole mimickers, in order to understand their vi-
ability.

It is worth stressing that among the possible black hole
mimickers, regular black holes are further plagued by another
kind of instability, linked to the required existence of an inner
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horizon. Indeed, these structures typically suffer from the so-
called “mass inflation” instability [35, 36] which renders them
at most meta-stable solutions possibly leading to other regu-
lar geometries [8, 9] (if one postulates that quantum gravity
will always avoid the formation of a singularity). This mech-
anism (which also applies in the presence of a cosmological
constant [37]) cuts short the ongoing debate about the survival
of the strong cosmic censorship conjecture [38–42], but chal-
lenges the regular black-hole scenarios as a viable resolution
of singularities.

Also in order to side step this issue, we shall focus here
on the Kerr–black-bounce scenario [43], a family of regular
black holes and/or traversable wormholes capable of mimick-
ing Kerr black holes to an impressive extent. In particular,
these solutions, in the black-hole case, are regularized by a
wormhole throat which can be large enough to avoid the pres-
ence of an inner horizon and hence its associated mass in-
flation instability. Notably, these geometries are also simple
in that they are described by a single additional parameter,
other than the mass and the spin, that regularizes the singu-
larity and basically describe the size of the wormhole throat.
Indeed, this class of compact objects interpolates smoothly
between regular black holes and traversable wormholes, de-
pending on the choice of the spin and this regularizing para-
meter. For all these reasons, Kerr–black-bounce solutions re-
cently received considerable attention [44–49] and we here
contribute to the study of their phenomenology by investig-
ating the dynamics of a scalar test field propagating on top
of the Kerr–black-bounce background. Specifically, we con-
sider a massless scalar field and compute the QNMs; when
the background is a traversable wormhole, we further search
for unstable modes and derive the ensuing instability times-
cale. Finally, we endow the field with a mass and study the
superradiance by computing the amplification factors.

The paper is organized as follows: We start by reviewing
the basic aspects of the Kerr–black-bounce scenario in Sec-
tion II. Perturbations of this background due to a scalar test
field are introduced in Section III, while specification to the
QNM case is deferred to Section IV, in which the QNM fre-
quencies associated with the Kerr–black-bounce scenario are
determined. We study the spectrum of superradiant amplifica-
tion in Section V, then we conclude in the subsequent section.
Hereafter we have set the fundamental constants G = c = 1.

II. BACKGROUND METRIC

In this section we briefly review the background spacetime,
which is described by the Kerr–black-bounce metric [43]:

ds2 = −

1 − 2M
√

r′2 + `2

Σ

 dt2 +
Σ

∆
dr′2 + Σ dθ2

−
4Ma sin2 θ

√
r′2 + `2

Σ
dt dϕ +

A sin2 θ

Σ
dϕ2 (1)

with M and a being the mass and the spin of the spacetime,
and ` a real positive regularizing parameter, with

Σ = r′2 + `2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r′2 + `2 − 2M
√

r′2 + `2 + a2,

A =
(
r′2 + `2 + a2

)2
− ∆a2 sin2 θ . (2)

Note that, in the limit ` → 0, the Kerr–black-bounce metric
reduces to the Kerr metric. The above line element effectively
adds rotation to the Simpson–Visser black-bounce metric [10,
50, 51] through the Newman–Janis algorithm and has been
recently extended to charged spacetimes [52].

The coordinates (t, r′, θ, ϕ) are convenient to classify the
spacetime. According to the value of the parameter `, the
line element in Eq. (1) describes a regular black hole or a
traversable wormhole. Notice that r′ may take negative val-
ues as well, in the sense that the metric is symmetric under
the exchange r′ → −r′, meaning that the spacetime describes
two identical patches glued at r′ = 0; we will refer to the two
patches as “our universe”, for r′ > 0, and the “other universe”,
for r′ < 0. When ` , 0, the spacetime is free of singularit-
ies and r′ = 0 represents a regular finite traversable surface,
i.e. r′ = 0 represents a wormhole throat, whose nature (time-
like, null or spacelike) depends on the specific values of a and
`. The line element presented in Eq. (1) may have coordinate
singularities for values of r′ such that ∆ = 0, which turn out
to be the event horizons,

r′± =

√
r2
± − `

2 , r± ≡ M ±
√

M2 − a2 . (3)

Thus, depending on the choice of the parameters, we may
have two (if a < M and ` < r−), one (if a < M and
r− < ` < r+) or no coordinate singularities (if a < M and
` > r+, or if a > M). Note, in particular, that for r− < ` < r+,
the regular black hole has no inner horizons; as mentioned in
the Introduction, this is quite an attractive feature — one not
shared by most regular black holes described in the literat-
ure — as it entails this spacetime might avoid mass inflation.
The complete classification, including the limiting cases, to-
gether with the corresponding Penrose diagrams, can be found
in Ref. [43]. Here, we will only distinguish between configur-
ations with ` < r+, which we will call regular black holes, and
` > r+, to which we will refer to as (traversable) wormholes.
The intermediate case ` = r+, corresponding to a wormhole
whose throat is null and coincides with the (extremal) event
horizon, will often require specific considerations.

For the scope of this paper, it is better to perform the
coordinate transformation to a new radial coordinate r =√

r′2 + `2 and work with the metric

ds2 = −

(
1 −

2Mr
Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

δ∆
dr2 + Σ dθ2

−
4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dt dϕ +

A sin2 θ

Σ
dϕ2 (4)

with now

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2, δ = 1 −
`2

r2 ,

A =
(
r2 + a2

)2
− ∆a2 sin2 θ . (5)

With these coordinates (t, r, θ, φ) we recognize the metric in
Eq. (4) as a particular case of the Johannsen family [53, 54].
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Note that now r > `, with r = ` representing the wormhole
throat; the horizons, if any, are located at r = r±.

We stress here that the line element in Eq. (1), or alternat-
ively in Eq. (4), is motivated by quantum gravity arguments
and is not a general relativistic solution. Yet, it is reason-
able to think that, once the configuration settles down and be-
comes stationary, quantum gravity effects will be accountable
in terms of an effective stress-energy tensor. This effective
stress-energy tensor is proportional to the Einstein tensor and
describes the matter content of the solution. Details can be
found in Ref. [43], but the important fact is that the matter con-
tent of the spacetime is localized close to the origin r′ = 0 (i.e.
r = `) and energy density and pressures fall off as 1/r4. This
means that the spacetime is effectively vacuum even close to
the throat and hence the line element in Eq. (1) describes a
good black-hole mimicker.

III. SCALAR PERTURBATIONS

In this section we will study the perturbation on the back-
ground Kerr–black-bounce geometry due to a test scalar field.
For this purpose, we start with the Klein–Gordon equation
�φ = µ2φ for a massive scalar field φ with mass mφ = ~µ.
Further, assuming the decomposition φ = eimϕe−iωtS (θ)R(r),
with m and ω being the azimuthal number and the frequency
of the perturbation, the Klein–Gordon equation separates into
an angular equation

1
sin θ

d
dθ

(
sin θ

dS
dθ

)
+

(
a2

(
ω2 − µ2

)
cos2 θ + Alm −

m2

sin2 θ

)
S = 0 , (6)

i.e. the spheroidal harmonics equation, whose eigenvalues Alm
are also characterized by the harmonic number l, and a radial
equation

√
δ

d
dr

(
√
δ∆

dR
dr

)
+

(
K2

∆
− µ2r2 − λ

)
R = 0 , (7)

where K =
(
r2 + a2

)
ω − am and λ = Alm − 2amω + a2ω2.

The coefficient of R can be seen as ω2 − V(r), where unlike
the static case, the potential V(r) generically depends on the
frequency.

In the non-rotating limit, Eq. (6) reduces to the spherical
harmonics equation with eigenvalues Alm = l(l + 1). More
generally, Eq. (6) must be solved perturbatively in aω or nu-
merically [55]. In our computations, we have used the Leaver
method [56] to determine the angular eigenvalue.

For the radial equation, on the other hand, two limits are
worth considering: one corresponding to spatial infinity, i.e.
r → ∞, and one to the near-horizon or near-throat region,
depending on the background geometry.

At spatial infinity, the radial function has the following
asymptotic behavior

R(r) ∼
1
r

eqrrM(µ2−2ω2)/q , q = ±

√
µ2 − ω2 . (8)

The sign of the real part of q determines the behavior of the
wavefunction at r → ∞. If Re(q) > 0 the solution diverges,
while for Re(q) < 0 the solution tends to zero. The general
solution will be a linear combination of both cases.

In the massless case, Eq. (8) reduces to a simpler form,

R(r) ∼
1
r

e±iωrr±2iMω (9)

where the plus (minus) sign corresponds to outgoing (ingoing)
waves. It is to be noted that the asymptotic solution at spatial
infinity is independent of the parameter `, but for determining
the near-horizon or near-throat asymptotic solution, ` would
play an important role, which we explore now.

When the regularizing parameter ` satisfies ` < r+, the met-
ric in Eq. (4) describes a regular black hole and the two inde-
pendent solutions close to the event horizon behave as

R(r) ∼ (r − r+)±iσ , σ =
am − 2Mωr+

γ (r+ − r−)
, γ =

√
1 −

`2

r2
+

.

(10)

For traversable wormholes with regularizing parameter ` >
r+, close to the throat the two linearly independent solutions
are asymptotic to

R(r) ∼ exp

± iω̃
(
a2 + `2

) √
2`(r − `)

∆(`)

 ,
ω̃2 =

(
ω −

am
a2 + `2

)2
−

∆(`)
(
`2µ2 + λ

)
(
a2 + `2)2 −

∆(`)2(
a2 + `2)3 . (11)

In the particular case in which the throat of the wormhole
becomes a null surface and coincides with the black-hole ho-
rizon, i.e. for ` = r+, the corresponding solutions are of the
form

R(r) ∼ exp

±i
am − 2Mωr+

r+ − r−

√
2`

r − `

 . (12)

In Eqs. (10) to (12) the plus (minus) sign corresponds to
outgoing (ingoing) waves.

A. Boundary conditions

For determining the QNMs or the superradiant amplifica-
tion factor associated with the perturbation of the background
geometry due to a test scalar field, one needs to supplement
Eq. (7) with appropriate boundary conditions.

The boundary conditions at spatial infinity are set irrespect-
ive of whether the spacetime contains a black hole or not; but
they do depend on which physical problem is at hand: when
considering QNMs, we demand purely outgoing wave; for su-
perradiance, instead, we allow for both solutions in Eq. (11),
as both ingoing and outgoing energy fluxes need to be estim-
ated.

The conditions at the inner boundary of the domain of in-
tegration, on the other hand, depend solely on whether the
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boundary is a horizon or a throat. Indeed, a horizon is only
traversable in one way and for this reason we demand that
no outgoing modes come out of it. The null-throat case,
` = r+, might raise doubts, since the horizon coincides with
the wormhole throat. We resolve to treat it as a black hole,
i.e. we disallow outgoing modes. Our choice is justified upon
inspection of the conformal diagrams (Fig. 1) representing
each case: causal curves originating from the “other universe”
cannot cross the throat, and therefore they do not influence
the physics taking place in “our universe”. (The only causal
curves that reach r = +∞ after having crossed r = ` origin-
ated from the “other universe” in the past analytical extension
of the spacetime.) This is at variance with what happens in the
timelike throat case. Indeed, when ` > r+ the throat is travers-
able in both directions and the “two universes” are causally
connected. Since the geometry on the two sides of the worm-
hole is symmetric, we assume that the scalar field will inherit
the symmetry of the background. This assumption translates
into perfect reflection at the throat, which we implement by
demanding R(`) = 0. Our choice of boundary conditions is
summarized in Table I.

Inner boundary

regular black hole (` < r+) pure absorption, cf. Eq. (10)

null-throat wormhole (` = r+) pure absorption, cf. Eq. (12)

traversable wormhole (` > r+) pure reflection, R(`) = 0

Infinity, cf. Eqs. (8) and (9)

QNMs purely outgoing

superradiance ingoing and outgoing

Table I. Behavior of the radial function close to the inner boundary,
i.e. the horizon for regular black holes and the throat for wormholes,
and asymptotically, according to the physical problem under invest-
igation.

Clearly, different/other choices of boundary conditions are
possible. For instance, the symmetry between the “two uni-
verses” could easily be broken, e.g. by the presence of some
matter on one side of the wormhole but not the other; if this
were the case, perfect reflection at the throat could not be jus-
tified. Alternatively, one could imagine a situation in which
the background is still symmetric but the perturbation is not,
as in a scattering problem whereby a wavepacket is prepared
in “our universe” and sent towards the object; in such a case,
boundary conditions at the throat might not be needed at all.
Finally, one might envisage a scenario in which the exotic
matter that keeps the wormhole open is not transparent to the
perturbation; this would make the dynamics non-conservative
even at the test-field level. All these possibilities, though in-
teresting, lie beyond the scope of this work.

IV. QUASI-NORMAL MODES AND (IN)STABILITY

QNMs can be obtained by various analytical methods but
the complicated form of the potential makes it difficult to solve
the perturbation equation without added assumptions or im-
posing restrictions on the parameter space. In this section, we
focus on obtaining the QNMs numerically by the direct integ-
ration and shooting techniques. This approach is valid both
for the black-hole and the wormhole branches. For the regu-
lar black holes, the QNMs can also be determined using the
more analytic WKB approach [57, 58], and its generalization
to rotating backgrounds [59, 60]. Below we first detail the two
methods, then present our results.

A. Methods

1. Direct integration

The direct integration technique [61] works as follows.
First, consider the non-rotating case. For the black hole, we
integrate Eq. (7) supplied with the correct boundary condi-
tions both from infinity and from the horizon to an intermedi-
ate point (typically the maximum of the scalar potential) and
then we shoot for the value of ω such that the radial func-
tion and its derivative are continuous at the intermediate point.
The same procedure is followed for the null-throat wormhole,
though this case is technically more subtle — we provide
more detail in Appendix B. For the wormhole, we only in-
tegrate from infinity and shoot for the value of ω such that the
solution is zero at the throat.

In practice, infinity is taken to be at some large value of r —
e.g. 75M. Similarly, the integration must start or stop a small
distance away from the horizon or the throat, since the coef-
ficients of the differential equation diverge there. Moreover,
shooting requires an initial guess for the value of the QNM
frequency ω. In the black hole case, we looked for solutions
in the vicinity of the tabulated value of the corresponding fun-
damental QNM of Kerr. The wormhole case requires a more
thorough mapping of the solutions to the eigenvalue problem.

For the rotating case, once the desired value for a/M is
fixed, we start by considering the non-rotating QNM frequen-
cies as initial guess values and then we solve for the angular
eigenvalue. Next, we integrate the radial equation as in the
non-rotating case and we shoot for the frequency ω. We re-
peat this procedure as long as the frequency ω converges to a
constant value; in practice, this is often achieved within five
iterations.

2. WKB

Alternatively, for regular black holes and null-throat worm-
holes, the QNMs can be determined with the WKB approach
as well.

Let us begin with the non-rotating case again. In a nutshell,
the WKB approximation connects two solutions in a matching
region, and gives the best results when the matching region is



5

our universe

other universe

throat i+

i¯

i0

throat

(a) The regular black hole. The maximally
extended spacetime continues above and below

the portion shown by repetition of this
fundamental block.

our universe
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roa

t

other universe

throat

(b) The null-throat wormhole. The analytically
extended spacetime continues above and below

by repetition of this fundamental block.
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th
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at

i+

i¯

i0

(c) The traversable wormhole.

Figure 1. Penrose diagrams of regular black hole, null-throat wormhole and traversable wormhole. The white area represents “our universe”
while the gray area is the “other universe”.

around the maximum of the scalar potential, which in this case
does not depend on the frequency of the perturbation. Hence,
the potential can be Taylor-expanded around the maximum of
the potential and, at leading order, the QNM frequencies are
given by

ω2 = V0 − i
√
−2V ′′0

(
n +

1
2

)
, n = 0, 1, . . . , (13)

where a prime represents a derivative with respect to the tor-
toise coordinate, and the subscript “0” means evaluated at the
maximum of the potential. The integer n is the overtone num-
ber and the QNM with n = 0 is called the fundamental mode.
Higher order corrections to this equation have been computed,
as well as approaches to increase its accuracy [58, 62–65].
In our computations, good results are achieved considering a
fourth-order approximation.

The rotating case is more involved, as the scalar potential
and the angular eigenvalues do depend on the frequency. The
strategy in this case is to work perturbatively in powers of
aω. For aω sufficiently small, we expect to obtain good ac-
curacy with this truncated series. In our computations, we
have considered up to sixth-order terms. The procedure to
determine the QNM frequency is then, in essence, equivalent
to the WKB method in the non-rotating case, and we need to
numerically solve an equation of the form

ω2 = f (a, ω, `, n, l,m) , (14)

in order to determine ω, given a, `, n, l and m. Generically,
Eq. (14) will contain a number of spurious roots which we
discard by starting with the well-defined solution for a = 0
and following the roots for increasing a/M.

B. Results

1. Regular black holes

Some of our results are presented in Fig. 2, where solid lines
are obtained with the direct integration method, while dashed
lines come from the WKB method. We verified that the res-
ults are not affected significantly by changes in the parameters
entering our numerical routines. Clearly, the two methods are
in good agreement for a . 0.5M, although less so for the
l = m = 0 mode. This is not surprising, as the WKB approx-
imation is expected to hold best for values of l larger than the
spin of the perturbation (l > 0 in this case). In the non-rotating
limit, our results are also in agreement with those in Ref. [66],
obtained both with the WKB and time-domain methods. The
fundamental QNM frequencies, as presented in Fig. 2, show a
clear dependence on the regularizing parameter `, though the
relative variations in their magnitude are rather mild. Each
fundamental mode is accompanied by a whole tower of over-
tones which can in principle be computed with the same meth-
ods.

2. Null-throat wormholes

As mentioned before and as explained in detail in Ap-
pendix B, the null-throat case is technically more involved
than the regular black hole one. As a result, the numerical
values of the QNM frequencies are sometimes dependent on
the parameters entering the numerical routine, in some cases
to a significant degree. The structure of the space of solutions
is also more complex.

Despite the hurdles, a solid qualitative picture does emerge:
wormholes with a null throat are stable, in the sense that their
QNMs have negative imaginary part; and in all of the cases
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Figure 2. QNMs for regular black holes and null-throat wormholes (empty circle for the ` = r+ case): real (top panels) and imaginary parts
(bottom panels) of the QNM frequencies have been plotted as functions of the dimensionless regularizing parameter (`/M), for the first few
l = m modes, for selected values of the spin parameter. The solid lines arise out of the direct integration scheme; while the dashed lines
correspond to the WKB approximation, valid up to a/M . 0.5.

we have studied there exists a mode that can be reached along
the curves of Fig. 2, the empty circle, in the limit ` → r+

1.
In other words, wormholes with a null throat seem to be phe-
nomenologically akin to regular black holes, and a limiting
case thereof, in all respects hereby considered.

3. Wormholes

Given the different boundary conditions, there is no reason
to expect that the curves of Fig. 2 will cross over smoothly to
the wormhole branch. Lacking guidance from known results,
the frequency space had to be spanned more broadly in order
to confidently identify the QNMs. More specifically, we con-
sidered a rectangular grid of points in the Im(ω)-[Re(ω) > 0]
space, wide enough to enclose our rough expectations for the
QNM frequency, and computed the quantity arg[R(`)]. A plot
of this quantity permits to visually locate the zeroes of R(`)
in the frequency space, since the argument yields a recogniz-
able pattern around them2. In this way, we were able to pick
accurate guesses for our shooting routine.

As a result of this investigation, we were able to pinpoint
a “fundamental” QNM, which we tracked under changes of
the rotation parameter a and regularizing parameter ` — see
Fig. 3. This mode is stable and is the least damped of a family
of stable modes, which we identify as the overtones.

1 In same cases, the empty circle seems not to lie in the black-hole curve:
this is due only to numerical precision.

2 This is analogous to what the Mathematica’s ComplexPlot function does.

In addition to these, for high enough values of the spin para-
meter, and for Re(ω) < mΩH, being ΩH the would-be horizon
angular velocity, a second family of QNMs appears. All of
the modes in this second family are unstable; the imaginary
parts of their QNM frequencies are very small, but positive,
and span several orders of magnitude, between approximately
10−6/M and 10−15/M, corresponding to instability timescales
in the approximate range 10 to 1010 (M/M�) s. For some spe-
cific cases, a few of these modes have been presented in Fig. 4.

Once again, the qualitative picture presented herein is un-
affected by changes in the parameters that specify the numer-
ical routines; the numerical values of the QNM frequencies,
instead, are sometimes sensitive to these choices. Our res-
ults on the instability time scale are compatible with those in
Ref. [30], where Kerr-like wormholes are modeled by the Kerr
metric with a mirror at finite Boyer–Lindquist radius larger
than the would-be horizon.

V. SUPERRADIANCE FOR REGULAR BLACK HOLES

The existence of an ergoregion, and the fact that some of its
features depend on `, motivate an investigation into the phe-
nomenon of superradiance: bosonic waves propagating on top
of a Kerr black hole background can get amplified at the ex-
pense of the hole’s rotational energy. It is reasonable to ex-
pect that the same will happen in a Kerr–black-bounce back-
ground, though to a different degree — cf. [28]. In what
follows we first build an intuition on the relevant physics
by analyzing the Penrose process in the vicinity of a Kerr–
black-bounce regular black hole, then compute the spectrum
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Figure 3. QNMs for rotating wormholes: real (top panels) and imaginary parts (bottom panels) of the QNM frequencies have been plotted as
a function of the dimensionless parameter ε := (`/r+) − 1, depicting how much the wormhole throat is shifted from the would-be black-hole
horizon. We have presented the QNM frequencies for the first few l = m modes, for selected values of the spin parameter.
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Figure 4. Unstable QNMs for rotating wormholes: real (top panels) and imaginary parts (bottom panels) of the QNM frequencies have been
presented as a function of the dimensionless regularizing parameter ε := (`/r+) − 1, for the first few unstable l = m modes for selected values
of the spin parameter. As evident, the imaginary part of the QNM frequencies are positive, signaling instability.

of superradiant amplification, for massless and massive scalar
fields and for different values of `.

We do not repeat the same analysis for the wormholes, as
these are known to yield no supperadiant amplification ac-
cording to an argument presented in Ref. [67]. To understand
why, think of a scattering experiment whereby a monochro-
matic wave, with amplitude I, is sent from past null infinity in
our universe towards the wormhole: part of the radiation will
be reflected and part will be transmitted, will cross the throat
and reach the future null infinity in the other universe. Let the
amplitudes of the reflected and transmitted waves — as read
off at infinity — be R and T , respectively. As a consequence
of the equation of motion, one can write the following relation

−iωour(|I|2 − |R|2) = −iωother|T |
2 (15)

(the two sides of the equation are nothing but the Wronskian,
which is r-independent, computed at infinity in our universe,
on the left, and in the other, on the right). Crucially, because
of the symmetry of the spacetime the frequency of the wave at
infinity in our and in the other universe coincide, ωour = ωother.
Hence |R|2 6 |I|2, i.e. superradiant amplification cannot hap-
pen. As already mentioned in discussing boundary conditions
in Section III A, alternative scenarios can be conceived; their
exploration however lies beyond the scope of this work.

A. The Penrose process around regular black holes

Classical analyses of the maximal efficiency of the Penrose
process [68] are summarized in Ref. [69] — see also [70–72].
In this framework, one typically considers particles on the
equatorial plane and splitting at their turning points, i.e. with
vanishing radial velocities; and further notices that the most
efficient extraction of energy requires both decay products to
be photons. One finds

η =
Eoutput − Einput

Einput
=

1
2

( √
1 + gtt − 1

)
, (16)

where gtt must be evaluated at the point of splitting. Hence,
the maximal efficiency is achieved for particles splitting at the
inner edge of the ergoregion and its value is governed by the
magnitude of gtt at that point. (For an extremal Kerr black
hole one finds η ≈ 20%.)

Since in our spacetime the component gtt is the same as in
Kerr, we must conclude

ηmax =
1
2


√

2M
r̃
− 1

 where r̃ = max(r+, `); (17)

i.e. the maximal efficiency of the Penrose process is com-
pletely insensitive to ` as long as this is smaller than r+.
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This argument, however, does not provide a complete pic-
ture of the energetics of the Penrose process. Indeed, if we
aim at using it to gain insight into other processes linked to
the ergoregion, we cannot limit our attention to its maximal
efficiency and the many assumptions that this brings about.
In particular, we should consider decays that take place at any
point in the ergoregion, not just its inner edge, and — crucially
— away from the turning point.

Let us stick to equatorial motion. Take a particle with mass
µ, energy E and angular momentum along the rotation axis L.
Its motion is effectively one-dimensional and governed by

r2ṙ2

δ
= T (18)

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect an affine
parameter along the geodesic and

T = τ1E2 − 2τ2E + τ3 , (19)

τ1 = r4 + a2(r2 + 2Mr), (20)
τ2 = 2aMLr, (21)

τ3 = L2a2 − ∆(µ2r2 + L2) . (22)

We may write Eq. (18) as

τ1E2 − 2τ2E + τ̃3 = 0 (23)

with τ̃3 = τ3 − r2ṙ2/δ, which has formally two roots

V± =
τ2 ±

√
τ2

2 − τ1τ̃3

τ1
= ωL ±

√
ω2L2 − τ̃3/τ1 ; (24)

here ω = −gtφ/gφφ is the angular velocity of frame dragging.
Actually, only the root V+ is acceptable, since it must be E >
ωL for the particle’s momentum to be future-directed.

Since δ 6 1, we have that τ̃3 6 τ̃3
∣∣∣
`=0 and therefore

V+ > V+

∣∣∣
`=0. Thus, particles moving in this spacetime are

generically more energetic than their counterparts in Kerr.
When in particular E < 0, i.e. for Penrose’s negative energy
states, |E| 6 |E|

∣∣∣
`=0: these are “less negative” than their Kerr

counterparts, ceteris paribus.

B. Numerical results

Consider first an incident massless wave with amplitude
I coming from infinity and producing a reflected wave with
amplitude R. The asymptotic solution to Eq. (7) can be writ-
ten as

R ∼ I e−iωrr−2iMω−1 + R eiωrr2iMω−1 . (25)

The Kerr–black-bounce spacetime is asymptotically indis-
tinguishable from the Kerr spacetime, hence the energy fluxes
of scalar fields at infinity can be defined by the above asymp-
totic behavior exactly as in the Kerr spacetime [73]. In partic-
ular, the ingoing and outgoing fluxes are proportional to the
modulus of the amplitudes, and we can define a quantity Z0,l,m

which gives the amplification or absorption factor for scalar
waves with quantum numbers (l,m) off a black hole. In this
case,

Z0,l,m =
dEout

dEin
− 1 =

|R|2

|I|2
− 1 . (26)

In the Kerr spacetime, for massless scalar fields, this quantity
can be positive only for frequencies satisfying [27]

ω < mΩH , (27)

where ΩH is the horizon angular velocity. The same reasoning
can be applied to our case yielding an identical result. The
angular velocity of the horizon of the regular black hole in the
Kerr–black-bounce scenario, is still given by

ΩH =
a

2Mr+

, (28)

as in Kerr. Thus, we expect the superradiant interval not to
depend on `.

For generic values of the frequency, the angular and ra-
dial equation must be integrated numerically. For each couple
(l,m) and value of aω we first compute the angular eigenvalue
and then we integrate the radial equation for a fixed value of
` from the horizon with ingoing boundary conditions until a
sufficiently large radius. Our numerical solution is compared
to the expansion in Eq. (25) to extract the amplitudes and fi-
nally determine the amplification factor Z0,l,m. To increase the
accuracy of these computations, we have used a higher-order
expansion near the horizon and at infinity.

To obtain a spectrum of the amplification factor, we repeat
the routine for several values of ω for different values of the
black-hole parameters and the scalar field quantum numbers.
An example of our results is shown in Fig. 5 for an l = m = 1
scalar wave scattered off a highly spinning black hole with
a/M = 0.99 and selected values of the regularizing parameter
`.

ℓ/M = 0.

ℓ/M = 0.25

ℓ/M = 0.5

ℓ/M = 0.75

ℓ/M = 1.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
0.0000

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015

0.0020

0.0025

0.0030

0.0035

ωM

Z
0
,1
,1

Figure 5. Spectra of the amplification factor for a massless scalar
with l = m = 1 off a regular black hole with a = 0.99M for selected
values of the regularizing parameter.

Similarly to what happens for a Kerr black hole, the ampli-
fication factor is larger for higher values of the spin parameter
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and for the minimum allowed value of l = m, i.e. l = m = 1.
Modes with m 6 0 are not superradiant while the phenomenon
is less pronounced for other values of (l,m). Figure 5 confirms
the general arguments in Section V A on the Penrose process
and shows that superradiance is reduced for ` , 0 and van-
ishes for ` → r+. Note, incidentally, that this behavior dis-
proves the intuition according to which the spatial extent of
the ergoregion determines the amount of superradiance. In-
deed, as shown in Appendix A, both the volume of the ergore-
gion and the area of the ergosurface actually increase with `.
We also notice that, although the superradiant threshold fre-
quency does not depend on `, the position and the maximum
value of Z0,l,m do. In particular we observe a drift of position
of the maximum towards smaller frequencies for larger values
of `/M. For values of the frequency larger than the superradi-
ant threshold, the amplification factor approaches rapidly the
value −1.

In the non-rotating limit superradiance disappears and our
results agree with those of Ref. [74] on the scalar absorption
cross section.

These results can easily be extended to massive scalar
fields. Once the appropriate boundary conditions are taken
into account, the numerical procedure is identical. In Fig. 6
we show spectra of the amplification factor for an l = m = 1
scalar wave scattered off a regular black hole with a/M = 0.99
and selected values of the regularizing parameter ` and the
mass parameter µ. Massive waves can be superradiant in the
frequency range µ < ω < mΩH, while they are trapped near
the horizon and exponentially suppressed at infinity forω < µ.
We notice that even in this case superradiance is reduced both
for larger values of `/M and µM. Moreover, there could be a
degeneracy in the sense that the spectrum of a massive wave
off a Kerr black hole might look like the spectrum of a massive
(but also massless) wave off a regular black hole with the same
spin.
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Figure 6. Spectra of the amplification factor for a massive scalar with
l = m = 1 off a regular black hole with a = 0.99M for selected values
of the regularizing parameter and the scalar mass parameter.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied and analyzed some phe-
nomenological aspects of scalar test-field perturbations on top
of the novel family of rotating black-hole mimickers proposed
in Ref. [43]. In view of testing GR and compact objects,
these geometries are appealing as they smoothly interpolate
between regular black holes and traversable wormholes, de-
pending on the value of the regularizing parameter that enters
the metric.

First, we have computed the scalar QNMs. For the regular
black hole spacetime, we have used both the WKB approxim-
ation, as well as the direct integration of the scalar perturba-
tion equation. Our analysis demonstrates that there is a devi-
ation of the QNM spectrum from that of Kerr black holes due
to the non-zero value of the regularizing parameter `. Worm-
holes with a null throat (which coincides with the horizon)
phenomenologically behave as black holes and their QNMs
are in continuity with those of regular black holes. On the
other hand, the presence of the throat for traversable worm-
holes modifies the boundary conditions, and hence the QNM
spectra. In particular, we have imposed Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions at the throat obtaining QNM frequencies with
greatly suppressed imaginary part as compared to the black-
hole case and in some scenarios even positive. This seems
to indicate that rotating traversable wormholes are unstable to
small perturbations. This is somewhat expected for rotating
horizonless objects, albeit this instability could be tamed by
relaxing the purely reflective conditions at the throat and al-
low for partial absorption.

Second, we have studied the phenomenon of superradiance
for both massless and massive test scalar fields around rotating
regular black holes. It turns out that both the Penrose process
and superradiance are suppressed by the regularizing para-
meter `. For example, in the Penrose process, the particles’
energies become less negative, compared to their counterparts
in Kerr, as ` gets larger (and let us stress that the faster is the
black hole spin the closer has to be ` to the outer horizon in
order to remove the inner horizon and the associated mass-
inflation instability). Similarly, for superradiance, the ampli-
fication of the modes depends on `: the larger `/M the smaller
the amplification factor, meaning that ` actually stabilizes the
black hole against superradiant instability. In the black-hole-
to-wormhole limit ` → r+, the amplification factor gets sup-
pressed and it vanishes for the null-throat wormhole, while in
the wormhole branch there cannot be superradiant amplific-
ation, at least as long as the wormhole is symmetric and the
throat can be modeled by a purely reflective surface. Relaxing
these conditions at the throat and allowing for partial absorp-
tion, might also resolve the instability of traversable worm-
holes against small perturbations. We hope to clarify this and
the above discussed open issues in future investigations.
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Appendix A: Properties of the ergoregion

Superradiance and the ensuing instability are linked to the
existence of an ergoregion, i.e. a portion of the spacetime in
which the Killing vector associated to time translations —
which is timelike at spatial infinity — becomes spacelike.
With this appendix, we aim at spelling out some of its relevant
details in Kerr–black-bounce spacetimes. A quick inspection
of the metric in Eq. (4) allows to identify the ergoregion with
the locus of points for which Σ − 2Mr 6 0. Clearly, when
a > M no such region exists; when instead a < M, it stretches
between the outer ergosurface, defined by

r = rerg(θ) := M +
√

M2 − a2 cos2 θ , (A1)

and the horizon, if there is one, or the wormhole throat. When
` > r+, in particular, the ergosurface does not extend to the
poles but is limited to polar angles θ ∈ [θ∗, π − θ∗], with

θ∗ := arccos
( √

`(2M − `)
a

)
; (A2)

i.e. it is a solid of revolution whose section is shaped as a cres-
cent and whose axis coincides with the axis of symmetry of
the spacetime. At any given time, the area of the ergosurface
is given by the integral [75]

Aerg =

∫
dθ dφ

√
S (A3)

where φ ∈ [0, 2π], θ ∈ [0, π] or θ ∈ [θ∗, π − θ∗] when ` >
r+ and S is the determinant of the two-dimensional induced
metric. Specifically, we have

S =

grr

(
drerg

dθ

)2

+ gθθ

 gφφ

= Σ

1 +
a2 cos2 θ

δ(r2
erg − M2)

 2 sin2 θ
(
Mrerg + a2 sin2 θ

)
, (A4)

which should be evaluated at r = rerg.
Since δ 6 1, as long as ` < r+, we expect Aerg > Aerg

∣∣∣
`=0,

i.e. that the area be larger than its Kerr analogue; for ` > r+,
instead, Aerg is a continuously decreasing function of ` that
reaches zero for ` = 2M. Note, incidentally, that surfaces
of constant r, such as the horizon, have the same area in our
spacetime as they have in Kerr: the `-dependence comes in as
soon as different radii are spanned.

The volume of a constant-t slice of the ergoregion is given
by

Verg =

∫
dr dθ dφ

√
h (A5)

where r ∈
[
max(r+, `), rerg

]
, θ ∈ [0, π] when ` 6 r+ or θ ∈

[θ∗, π − θ∗] otherwise, and φ ∈ [0, 2π]. We have

h = grrgθθgφφ =
ΣA sin2 θ

∆δ
. (A6)

The integrand in Eq. (A5) has poles at r = r+ and r = `, i.e.
along the inner edge of the ergoregion. The integral itself is
usually convergent, unless ` = r+: in this case the two poles
coincide and the integral diverges logarithmically. Something
analogous happens for extremal Kerr black holes, see [31]. In
any case, since δ 6 1, the volume of the ergoregion will be
larger than that of the corresponding Kerr as long as ` < r+;
for larger values of `, instead, the volume will strictly decrease
and reach zero for ` = 2M.

The fact that both the area of the ergosurface and the
volume of the ergoregion increase with increasing `, while
superradiant amplification gets tamed, disproves the intuitive
notion that a larger ergoregion entails “more superradiance”.
A better understanding of the physics of this phenomenon is
provided by the analysis of the Penrose process in the equat-
orial plane given in Section V A.

Appendix B: Singularities of the radial equation

In this appendix, we elucidate some subtleties concerning
the behavior of the solution to the radial Eq. (7) close to its
singular points. First of all, write Eq. (7) in canonical form:

R′′ + α(r)R′ + β(r)R = 0 , (B1)

where

α(r) =

(√
δ∆

)′
√
δ∆

, (B2)

β(r) =
1
δ∆2


[(

r2 + a2
)
ω − am

]2

∆
− λ − µ2r2

 . (B3)

Note that

α(r) =
1
2

[
1

r + `
+

1
r − `

]
−

1
r

+
1

r − r+

+
1

r − r−
. (B4)

The poles of the coefficients α and β are singular points for the
differential equation. Following standard terminology [76],
we call irregular those singular points where α(r) or β(r) have
a pole of order higher than one or two, respectively, and regu-
lar the singular points where the divergences of α(r) and β(r)
are less severe. According to this convention, we find

• regular singular points at r = r+, r−, 0, +` (and −`,
technically) when ` , r±, and

• an irregular singular point at r = ∞.

As ` → 0, the three poles of α located at r = ±`, 0 exactly
cancel each other out and the two poles r = ±` in β also dis-
appear; the resulting equation (second-order ODE with two
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regular and one irregular singular points) is of the confluent
Heun type. The “confluent” case in which ` = r± is par-
ticularly nasty, as two regular singular points merge into an
irregular singular point.

Using the throat-penetrating coordinate r′ instead of the Jo-
hannsen coordinate r does not change the picture: δ disap-
pears from the equation but ∆ is not a polynomial of degree
two and its zeroes have a more complicated structure.

In the vicinity of a regular singular point r0, the equation ad-
mits a (possibly divergent) power-series solution of the form
(Frobenius’ method)

R(r) = (r − r0)s
∑
n∈N

an(r − r0)n (B5)

with s satisfying the indicial equation

s(s − 1) + α0s + β0 = 0 ; (B6)

here

α0 = lim
r→r0

(r − r0)α(r) and β0 = lim
r→r0

(r − r0)2β(r) . (B7)

Close to r = r+, we have s = ±i am−2Mωr+

(r+−r−)γ , hence Eq. (10).
Similarly, close to r = `, we find s = 0, 1/2, although s = 0
must be excluded since it does not give rise to a solution.

Close to an irregular singular point, one can construct a gen-
eralization of Frobenius’ series. The solution will consist of
an exponential prefactor, encoding the leading divergent beha-
vior, and a power series in the variable (r − r0)c, with c some
number. Proceeding in this way, one can recover the stand-
ard result of Eq. (8). More interestingly, in the particular case
` = r+, close to r = ` the solution turns out to be

R(r) = exp

±i
am − 2Mωr+

r+ − r−

√
2`

r − `

∑
n∈N

an(r − `)n/2 , (B8)

(hence, in particular, c = 1/2). Such behavior renders the
numerical integration of the null-throat wormhole case partic-
ularly difficult.
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