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In the present work, considering critical gravity as a gravity model, an electrically charged topo-
logical Anti-de Sitter black hole with a matter source characterized by a nonlinear electrodynamics
framework is obtained. This configuration is defined by an integration constant, three key struc-
tural constants, and a constant that represents the topology of the event horizon. Additionally,
based on the Wald formalism, we probe that this configuration enjoys non-trivial thermodynamic
quantities, establishing the corresponding first law of black hole thermodynamics, as well as local
stability under thermal and electrical fluctuations. Additionally, via the Gibbs free energy we note
that the topology of the base manifold allows us to compare this charged configuration with respect
to the thermal AdS space-time, allowing us to obtain a first-order phase transition. The quasinormal
modes and the greybody factor are also calculated by considering the spherical situation. We found
that the quasinormal modes exhibit a straightforward change for variations of one of the structural
constants.

I. INTRODUCTION

Analog to the ringing of a bell, when a black hole
(BH) is perturbed, due for example to an infalling ob-
ject or some disturbance in its surroundings, it responds
via certain characteristic modes, denoted as quasinormal
modes (QNMs) and the associated quasinormal frequen-
cies (QNFs), that govern the time evolution of the initial
perturbation [1]. These QNMs have attracted a high in-
terest due to the detection of gravitational waves [2, 3]
(for reviews, see Refs. [4–6]). As was shown firstly by
Regge and Wheeler [7], as well as by Vishveshwara [8], at
the moment of exploring Schwarzschild BHs, these modes
depend only on parameters of these configurations, re-
maining independent of the nature of the perturbation
and being a distinctive ’fingerprint’ of the BH. The above
has allowed the exploration of QNMs considering mass-
less topological BHs [9], topological AdS BHs [10, 11],
regular rotating BHs [12] and with non-standard asymp-
totic behavior [13].

The consistent emergence and prominence of these dis-
tinctive perturbations have undergone rigorous testing,
allowing us to study QNMs and QNFs deeply. For exam-
ple, at linearized analyses [8, 14, 15], where the fields are
approached as perturbations in the singular BH space-
time, numerical computations encompassing scenarios
such as BH collisions [16, 17] or stellar collapse [18, 19],
as well as the estimation of BH parameters, such as the
mass, angular momentum, and charge, through gravita-
tional waves [1–3].

The evolution of small perturbations within BHs, gen-
erally unfolds in three key stages: the initial outburst,
the ringing of QNMs, and the eventual power law tail.
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During the QNM ringing stage, the QNM from the BH
shows damped oscillations, characterized by a discrete
set of complex frequencies. Here, the real part represents
the frequency of the oscillation, while the imaginary part
indicates the rate at which the oscillation fades.

Concerning the calculation methodologies for QNMs,
we will consider the finite element method as well as the
pseudospectral methods [21]. Together with the above, at
the moment to consider quantum effect within a BH, the
emission of Hawking radiation occurs [22]. Nevertheless,
the presence of strong gravitational effects in its proxim-
ity acts as a barrier, implying that we observe is not a
radiation spectrum, but rather a modified form known
as a greybody spectrum. This spectrum is distinctly in-
fluenced by the curvature of spacetime, encapsulated by
the greybody factor [23, 24].

Focused on the Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field Theory
(AdS/CFT) correspondence [20, 25–27], a large static BH
asymptotically AdS (and its perturbation) corresponds
to a thermal state in the CFT (perturbing this thermal
state). Here, the QNFs in AdS BHs allow us to obtain a
prediction for the thermalization timescale for a strongly
coupled CFT [1]. In addition, from a thermodynamic
point of view, the study of phase transitions (PTs) in
strongly coupled field theories is one of the most rele-
vant aspects of the gauge/gravity correspondence, where
Hawking and Page, in their pioneering work [28], showed
a PT between spherically symmetric AdS BHs and ther-
mal AdS space-time, this represents confining and de-
confining PTs in the dual quark-gluon plasma [26, 29].
Along with the above, PTs have been an object of high
study when considering AdS-charged BHs, which show a
resemblance to the Van der Waals fluid [30, 31].

On the other hand, by exploring gravity theories be-
yond General Relativity, Lü and Pope in [32] showed that
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via the action

SCG[gµν , Rµνσρ] =

∫
d4x

√
−gLCG

=

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
R− 2Λ

2κ
(1)

+
1

2κ

(
− 1

2Λ
R2 +

3

2Λ
RαβR

αβ

)]
,

where κ is a coupling constant and Λ the cosmological
constant, a four-dimensional renormalizable theory de-
void of ghosts appears, being known as Critical Grav-
ity (CG). For the theory (1), the massive scalar mode
is eliminated, while the massive spin-2 particle becomes
massless, and the on-shell energy of the remaining mass-
less gravitons becomes zero. Looking at it from a ther-
modynamic perspective, and according to the authors,
although the theory (1) supports the AdS metric as well
as the well-known Schwarzschild AdS (Sch-AdS) BH, the
adjustments integrated into the parameters of the action
(1) yield null thermodynamic extensive quantities, being
the price to pay to obtain a well-behaved theory [32]. The
above result has generated the exploration of BHs, sup-
ported by CG (1), with non-vanishing thermodynamic
properties. One of them is via with non-standard asymp-
totic behavior [33], through the inclusion of dilatonic
fields and a non-minimally coupled scalar field, or asymp-
totically AdS configurations with planar base manifold
[34, 35] with nonlinear electrodynamics (NLE). For in-
stance, NLE can help circumvent the singularity of the
field of a point particle in standard electrodynamics, at-
tempt to describe quantum electrodynamics [36], and
obtain stationary solutions [37–39]. This has given rise
to well-known theories such as the Born and Infeld the-
ory [40–45], the Euler-Heisenberg models [46], ModMax
electrodynamics [47, 48] and the construction of a NLE
through a sum of infinite series of Maxwell invariant [49].

The search for new AdS configurations supported by
CG with non-vanishing thermodynamic properties and
motivated by gauge/gravity duality, has led to the consid-
eration of NLE as a matter source. In the present work,
we consider a nonlinear behavior of the electromagnetic
field Aµ with field strength Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, and the
antisymmetric tensor Pµν (known as Plebánski tensor),
which reads [50, 51]:

SNLE[Aµ, Pµν ] =

∫
d4x

√
−gLNLE (2)

=

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
−1

2
PµνFµν +H(P)

)
.

The introduction of Pµν arises from the need to es-
tablish a relationship between a standard electromag-
netic theory with Maxwell’s theory of continuous me-
dia, together with a structure-function H(P) depend-
ing on the invariant formed with Pµν (P := 1

4PµνPµν)
where the linear Maxwell scenario is naturally recovered
when H(P) ∝ P. The action (2) has been studied ex-

tensively in the context of gravitational theories, regular
non-rotating BHs, and charged rotating BHs configura-
tions (see Refs. [38, 39, 52–56]).

Given the aforementioned details, in the present paper,
our first objective is (i) to show that the planar exten-
sion of the work present in [34] can be extended to an
arbitrary topology base manifold, allowing us to explore
asymptotically AdS BHs, with one or even more locations
of the event horizon. Additionally, via the Wald formal-
ism as procedure [57, 58], we present that these charged
BHs configurations enjoy non-zero thermodynamic prop-
erties, wherein the topology plays a crucial role. In fact,
via Gibbs free energy and comparing with respect to the
thermal AdS space-time, we will have first-order PTs as
well as situations where these BHs are the preferred con-
figuration. With this information, the second objective
is (ii) to delve into the study of QNMs as well as the
calculation of greybody factors, considering the spherical
situation.

The novelty of the present work is based on two key
dimensions. Firstly, by combining the gravity theory (1)
with the matter source (2), it opens avenues to explore
charged BHs configurations beyond the planar scenario,
as well as their thermodynamic properties. Secondly,
it introduces an opportunity to explore QNMs for the
spherical case, where the influence of quadratic correc-
tions stemming from CG (1) and NLE as a matter source
becomes a significant factor.

The structure of this paper unfolds in the following
manner: In Section II we present the charged BH solu-
tion, exploring the existence of horizons independent of
the topology of the event horizon, while in Section III
the thermodynamic properties are explored. In Section
IV the QNMs and the greybody factor are computed and
analyzed. Finally, Section V is devoted to our conclusions
and discussions.

II. THE ANALYSIS OF THE SOLUTION

To perform a complete exploration and analysis for this
charged BH configurations, the equation of motions that
result from the variation of the action

S[gµν , Rµνσρ, Aµ, Pµν ] = SCG[gµν , Rµνσρ] (3)
+ SNLE[Aµ,Pµν ],

are required, which are given by

Eν
F = ∇µP

µν = 0, (4a)

Eµν
P = −Fµν +

(
∂H
∂P

)
Pµν = 0, (4b)

Eµν = GCG
µν − κTNLE

µν = 0, (4c)



3

and the tensors GCG
µν and TNLE

µν are defined as follows:

GCG
µν = Gµν + Λgµν +

3

Λ

(
RµρR

ρ
ν − 1

4
RρσRρσgµν

)
− 1

Λ

(
RRµν − 1

4
R2gµν

)
+

3

2Λ

(
□Rµν +

1

2
□Rgµν

− 2∇ρ∇(µR
ρ
ν)

)
− 1

Λ
(gµν□R−∇µ∇νR),

TNLE
µν =

(
∂H
∂P

)
PµαP α

ν − gµν

(
2P
(
∂H
∂P

)
−H

)
.

Here, eq. (4a) stands as the nonlinear rendition of
Maxwell’s equations, encapsulating the constitutive re-
lations within (4b). Meanwhile, (4c) represents the Ein-
stein equations. For the model (1)-(3), we consider the
following four-dimensional metric Ansatz:

ds2 = −
(
ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r)

)
dt2 +

(
ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r)

)−1

dr2

+ r2dΩ2
2,ϵ, (5)

where t ∈ (−∞,+∞), r > 0, l is the AdS radius, and the
metric function must satisfy the asymptotic condition

lim
r→+∞

f(r) = 1,

while that dΩ2
2,ϵ represents the line element given by

dΩ2
2,ϵ =

 dθ2 + sin2(θ)dρ2, for ϵ = 1,
dθ2 + sinh2(θ)dρ2, for ϵ = −1,
dθ2 + dρ2, for ϵ = 0,

(6)

indexed through the constant ϵ. For our analysis, we
consider purely electrical configurations; this is Pµν =
2δt[µδ

r
ν]G(r) where, if we replace it in the nonlinear

Maxwell equation (4a), we obtain

Pµν = 2δt[µδ
r
ν]

M

r2
,

where M is an integration constant. Therefore, the elec-
tric invariant P is negative definite since we only consider
purely electrical configurations, which reads

P =
1

2
PrtPrt = −M

2

2r4
< 0. (7)

With the above information, we note that the difference
between the temporal and radial diagonal components of
Einstein’s equations (4c) (this is Et

t − Er
r = 0) is pro-

portional to a fourth-order Cauchy-Euler ordinary dif-
ferential equation, where the metric function f enjoys
the structure f(r) = M0 +

∑3
i=1Mi

(
l
r

)i
, with Mi’s in-

tegration constants, while that via the combination of
Et
t − Eθ

θ = 0 (or Et
t − Eρ

ρ = 0), and expressing the radial
coordinate r in terms of the electric invariant P from
eq. (7), one can determine ∂H/∂P, which can be later

integrated to obtain H(P), which reads [34]

H(P) =
(α2

2 − 3α1α3)l
2P

3κ
−2α1(−2P)1/4

lκ

+
α2

√
−2P
κ

, (8)

where α1, α2 and α3 are coupling constants, together
with a metric function

f(r) = 1− α1

√
M

(
l

r

)
+ α2M

(
l

r

)2

−
√
M

(
α3M +

2ϵα2

3α1

)(
l

r

)3

, (9)

after a redefinition of the integration constants Mi’s. Fi-
nally, to satisfy the equations of motion (4a)-(4c), the
cosmological constant must be fixed as

Λ = − 3

l2
, (10)

where we note that for the planar situation (ϵ = 0), the
configuration obtained in [34] is naturally recovered. It
is important to note that the uncharged Sch-AdS case
can be obtained from the structure-function (8) as well
as the metric function (9) by first fixing α2 = 0 and
then α1 = 0. This implies that even the linear Maxwell
case is not allowed, which emphasizes the importance of
including this matter source.

On the other hand, regarding the line element (5) and
the metric function (9), in order to obtain a BH config-
uration, some conditions need to be established. First
that all, the scalar curvature R reads

R = −12f

l2
− 8rf ′

l2
− r2f ′′

l2
,

= −12

l2
+

6α1

√
M

rl
− 2α2M

r2
, (11)

where for our notations (′) denotes the derivative with
respect to coordinate r, and showing us a curvature sin-
gularity located at rs = 0. With respect to the existence
of event horizon, this is rh > 0 such that(

ϵ+
r2

l2
f(r)

)∣∣∣
r=rh

= 0, and
(
ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r)

)′∣∣∣
r=rh

> 0,

we note that in the limit, as r approaches positive infinity,
we have that ϵ+ r2

l2 f(r) ≃
r2

l2 . While that when r → 0+,

ϵ+ r2

l2 f(r) ≃ −
√
M
(
α3M + 2ϵα2

3α1

)
l
r , allowing us to split
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the analysis in two cases:

Case 1: If α3M +
2ϵα2

3α1
> 0 : ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r) starts

increasing from
−∞ when
r increases. (12)

Case 2: If α3M +
2ϵα2

3α1
< 0 : ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r) starts

decreasing from
+∞ when
r increases,

as is shown in Figure 1.

FIG. 1. Behavior of the metric function ϵ + r2

l2
f(r) when

r → 0+. In this context, the red curve represents Case 1,
while the blue curve represents Case 2. For our calculations,
we consider the values for the blue curve α1 = α2 = 1, α3 =
−2,M = 1, ϵ = 1, l = 1, while that for the red curve α1 =
α2 = α3 = 1,M = 1, ϵ = 1, l = 1.

For these situations, we can conduct a study of the
extreme values, denoted as rext > 0, for ϵ + r2

l2 f(r), via
the first derivative with respect to the radial coordinate
r. For this analysis, we observe that these values satisfy(

ϵ+
r2

l2
f(r)

)′∣∣∣
r=rext

(13)

=
[
2
(r
l

)
− α1

√
M +

l2

r2

√
M
(
α3M +

2ϵα2

3α1

)]∣∣∣
r=rext

= 0.

Furthermore, to determine whether these extreme values
correspond to a maximum or minimum, we examine the
sign of the expression(

ϵ+
r2

l2
f(r)

)′′
= 2

[
1− l3

r3

√
M

(
α3M +

2ϵα2

3α1

)]
, (14)

through the second derivative, where when evaluated at
r = rext, the above equation can be written as

2

(
3− α1

√
M

l

rext

)
. (15)

For Case 1, we note that when eq. (14) is zero, an inflec-
tion point arises (denoted as rinf > 0). For the special
conditions

(
ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r)

)′∣∣∣
r=rinf

=

(
9
√
M(3α3Mα1 + 2α2ϵ)

α1

) 1
3

−α1

√
M < 0, (16)(

3− α1

√
M

l

rext(1)

)
< 0,

(
3− α1

√
M

l

rext(2)

)
> 0,

the existence of two extreme values is ensured, as de-
picted in Figure 2.

FIG. 2. Behavior of
(
ϵ+ r2

l2
f(r)

)′
for Case 1 when the in-

equalities (16) are satisfied. In this context, the existence of a
maximum (rext(1)) point, inflection point (rinf) and minimum
point (rext(2)) is ensured, when rext(1) < rinf < rext(2) . For
our computations, we consider M = 1, α1 = 5, α2 = 1/4, α3 =
1/6, ϵ = l = 1.

Under this scenario, rext(1) corresponds to a local max-
imum, while rext(2) represents a local minimum. It is
important to note that rext(1) < rinf < rext(2) , and the
determination of whether there are one or three horizons
is contingent upon the sign of(

ϵ+
r2

l2
f(r)

)∣∣∣
r=rext(i)

, with i = {1, 2}. (17)

All these situations can be represented graphically in Fig-
ure 3.

In contrast, for Case 2, it can be observed from eq. (14)
that there are no inflection points for r > 0. Additionally,
examining its first derivative from eq. (13), we note the
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FIG. 3. Behavior of
(
ϵ+ r2

l2
f(r)

)
for Case 1 when the

inequalities (16) are satisfied. In this context, Case A (Case
D), given by the red dotted line (blue dashed-dotted line),
represents the situation when the expression (17) is positive
(negative) for all i (one horizon). Case B, denoted through the
black curve, corresponds when (17) is positive at rext(1) , while
that at rext(2) is zero for (13) and (17) (extremal situation).
Case C represents where three horizons exist. Here, (17) is
positive at rext(1) , but becomes negative when r = rext(2) , as
depicted by the green dashed curve.

FIG. 4. Behavior of
(
ϵ+ r2

l2
f(r)

)′
for Case 2. In this situa-

tion, we note the existence of only one extreme value rext > 0,
and the metric function

(
ϵ+ r2

l2
f(r)

)
is concave up. For our

calculations, we consider M = 1, α1 = α2 = 1, α3 = −3, ϵ =
l = 1.

existence of only one extreme value, as depicted in Figure
4. This implies that ϵ + r2f(r)/l2 behaves without any
change in concavity and the existence of horizons depend
on the sign of (17) at r = rext, as it shown in Figure 5.

Building upon the analysis and framework established
for this new four-dimensional charged BH configuration,

FIG. 5. Behavior of
(
ϵ+ r2

l2
f(r)

)
for Case 2. In this sit-

uation, we note the existence of two horizons when (17) at
r = rext is negative (blue curve). On the other hand, the
extremal case (red curve) is when (13) and (17) are zero at
r = rext, while that there is no a presence of horizons when
(17) at r = rext is positive (black curve).

and considering the interplay between the integration
constant M and the coupling constants αi’s, the sub-
sequent section will delve the thermodynamic quantities.

III. THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES

In this section, we derive the thermodynamic quanti-
ties of the charged solution (5)-(10), and to simplify our
calculations, we consider

rh = ζ
√
Ml, (18)

with ζ is a positive constant. Among these quantities, the
first one of interest is the Hawking Temperature (denoted
as T ), which can be calculated as follows:

T =
1

4π

(
ϵ+

r2

l2
f(r)

)′∣∣∣
r=rh

=
3rh
4πl2

− α1

√
M

2πl
+
α2M

4πrh
+

ϵ

4πrh

=
rhΨ1

4πζ2l2
+

ϵ

4πrh
, (19)

where

Ψ1 = 3ζ2 − 2α1ζ + α2. (20)

Here, rh represents the position of the event horizon and
for some special condition, we obtain T > 0. Indeed,
when ϵ = 0 (the planar case), the Hawking temperature
is positive when Ψ1 > 0, where occurs when α1 > 0 and
3α2 − α2

1 > 0. On the other hand, for ϵ ̸= 0, via the
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derivative of T with respect to rh, we have that:

dT

drh
=

Ψ1

4πζ2l2
− ϵ

4πr2h
,

d2T

dr2h
=

ϵ

2πr3h
,

where T reaches a local extremum at

r∗h = ζl

√
ϵ

Ψ1
, (21)

and the concavity depends on the sign of ϵ. To obtain a
real r∗h, we can to separate the cases for both spherical
(ϵ = 1) and hyperbolic situation (ϵ = −1). For ϵ = 1 we
have that

Ψ1 > 0,
d2T

dr2h
> 0, T ∗ = T

∣∣
r=r∗h

=

√
ϵΨ1

2πlζ
> 0,

ensuring positivity for T . For ϵ = −1, r∗h is real when
Ψ1 < 0 and a local minimum is obtained. Nevertheless, it
is important to note that here T < 0. For the remaining
situation, T is an increasing (for Ψ1 > 0 and ϵ = −1)
or decreasing function (for Ψ1 < 0 and ϵ = 1) on rh, as
shown in Figure 6.

FIG. 6. The behavior of T in the function of the location of
the event horizon rh. In this situation, we note that for Ψ1 > 0
and ϵ = −1 T is an increasing function, where when rh >√

−ϵl2ζ2/Ψ1 we have a positive temperature (black curve).
On the other hand, when Ψ1 < 0 and ϵ = 1, T is a decreasing
function, where T > 0 for 0 < rh <

√
−ϵl2ζ2/Ψ1 (red curve).

Additionally, the remaining thermodynamic param-
eters can be determined through the Wald formalism
[57, 58]. The first step in this formalism involves con-
sidering the variation of the action (3):

δS = Eµνδgµν + Eν
F δAν + Eµν

P δPµν + ∂µJ µ. (22)

For our notations, Eν
F , Eµν

P and Eµν represent the equa-
tions of motions (4a), (4b) and (4c) respectively, while

that J µ is a surface term, given by

J µ =
√
−g

[
2
(
Pµ(αβ)γ∇γδgαβ − δgαβ∇γP

µ(αβ)γ
)

+
δLNLE

δ(∂µAν)
δAν

]
, (23)

where

Pαβγδ =
δLCG

δRαβγδ
=

1

4κ

(
gαγgβδ − gαδgβγ

)
− 1

4κΛ
R
(
gαγgβδ − gαδgβγ

)
+

3

8κΛ

(
gβδRαγ − gβγRαδ − gαδRβγ

+ gαγRβδ
)
,

δLNLE

δ(∂µAν)
= −Pµν . (24)

Through the surface term (23), we define a 1-form J(1) =
Jµdx

µ and its Hodge dual Θ(3) = −(∗J(1)). After em-
ploying the equations of motion (Eµν , Eν

F , and Eµν
P ), we

obtain

J(3) = Θ(3) − iξ ∗ (LCG + LNLE) = d(∗J(2)). (25)

Here, iξ denotes a contraction of the vector field ξµ on
the first index of ∗(LCG+LNLE). The equation (25) allows
to define a 2−form Q(2) = ∗J(2) such that J(3) = dQ(4),
given by

Q(2) := Qα1α2
= ϵα1α2µνQ

µν (26)

= ϵα1α2µν

[
2Pµνρσ∇ρξσ − 4ξσ∇ρP

µνρσ

− δL
δ(∂µAν)

ξσAσ

]
,

with ϵα1α2α3α4
representing the Levi-Civita tensor. Sub-

sequently, we consider the vector field ξµ as a time-
translation vector, representing a Killing vector that be-
comes null at the event horizon location (denoted as rh
as before).

Taking all these elements into account, we can now ex-
press the variation of the Hamiltonian δH in the following
form:

δH = δ

∫
C
J(3) −

∫
C
d
(
iξΘ(3)

)
=

∫
Σ(3)

(
δQ(2) − iξΘ(3)

)
, (27)
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with

δQ(2) − iξΘ(3) =

[
−r

2l2f

6κ
δ(f ′′′)− rl2(2f − f ′r)

12κ

×δ(f ′′)− l2(f ′r − 2f)

6κ
δ(f ′)

+
(r3l2f ′′′ + 4l2f − 2l2rf ′ + 12r2)

12rκ
δf

]
Ω2,ϵ

−Ω2,ϵAδ

(
r2A′

(
∂H
∂P

)−1
)′

, (28)

where Ω2,ϵ is the finite volume of the compact base man-
ifold, C represents a Cauchy Surface with boundary Σ(2).
According to the Wald formalism, the variation (27) can
be decomposed into two main components: one located
at infinity H∞ and the other at the horizon H+, and the
first law of black hole thermodynamics is a consequence
of

δH∞ = δM = TδS +ΦeδQe = δH+. (29)

Here, M, S, and Qe represent the mass, entropy, and
electric charge. Meanwhile, T and Φe take the role of
temperature and electric potential, respectively. For our
situation, given the solution (5)-(10), we have that at the
infinity

δH∞ =

(
α1α2r

2
hΩ2,ϵ

3κl2ζ2

)
δrh, (30)

while that at the horizon

δH+ = TΩ2,ϵ

(
4πrhα1

ζκ
− 8πrhα2

3ζ2κ
+ ϵΓ

)
δrh

+ ΦeΩ2,ϵ

(
2rh
l2ζ2

)
δrh, (31)

where, as before, T is the Hawking temperature (19), the
electric potential Φe is defined as

Φe = −At(r)
∣∣
r=rh

=

(
− α1r

2

2
√
Mlκ

+
α2r

κ
− Ml2(3α3α1 − α2

2)

3κr

) ∣∣∣
r=rh

,

=
rh
κ

(
α1α2

6ζ
− Ψ1Ψ2

6ζ2

)
− ϵl2Ψ2

3rhκ
, (32)

where

Ψ2 = 3α1ζ − 2α2, (33)

while that Γ represents the contribution arising from the
event horizon’s topology, its expression can be written as
follows:

Γ = − 8πl2

3κrh
+

4ζl2(2ϵζl2 + 6r2hζ − r2hα1)π

3rhκ(3ζ2r2h + α2r2h − 2α1ζr2h + ϵζ2l2)
.

Finally, identifying (29), (30) and (31), the mass M, en-
tropy S and electric charge Qe read

M =
α1α2r

3
hΩ2,ϵ

9κl2ζ2
, (34)

S =
2πΨ2Ω2,ϵ

3κζ2

[
r2h +

ϵζ2l2

Ψ1
ln
(
Ψ1r

2
h + ϵζ2l2

)]
,(35)

Qe =
r2hΩ2,ϵ

l2ζ2
, (36)

where the Ψi’s are given in (20) and (33) respectively.

Let us notice that, analogous to the Hawking temper-
ature T , for some suitable election of the constants αi’s
and ζ, the thermodynamic parameters (32) and (34)-(36)
are positive. Firstly, the charge Qe (36) is always a pos-
itive quantity, due to that the principal components are
the event horizon rh > 0, the AdS radius l > 0, the finite
volume element of the compact base manifold Ω2,ϵ > 0,
and from eq. (37) ζ > 0, while that M > 0 only if
α1α2 > 0. For the case of the entropy S, the presence
of the topology of the event horizon (represented by ϵ)
yields a logarithmic behavior, where for Ψ1 > 0, Ψ2 > 0
as well as Ψ1r

2
h + ϵζ2l2 > 1 we ensured that S > 0.

Additionally, for Φe > 0, we consider:

dΦe

drh
=

1

κ

(
α1α2

6ζ
− Ψ1Ψ2

6ζ2

)
+
ϵl2Ψ2

3r2hκ
,
d2Φe

dr2h
= −ϵl

2Ψ2

3κr3h
,

and the concavity depends on the sign of −ϵΨ2. Here,
the electric potential Φe reaches an extremum at r∗h =√
−(2ϵζ2l2Ψ2)/(α2α1ζ −Ψ1Ψ2), where when ϵΨ2 < 0

and α2α1ζ −Ψ1Ψ2 > 0 we have that

d2Φe

dr2h
> 0, Φe

∣∣
r=r∗h

=

√
−2ϵl2Ψ2(α1α2ζ −Ψ1Ψ2)

9κ2ζ2
> 0,

ensuring that Φe > 0. On the other hand, when ϵΨ2 > 0
and α2α1ζ − Ψ1Ψ2 > 0, the electrical potential behaves
as an increasing function, as shown in Figure 7.

On the other hand, we can examine the system’s re-
sponse to small perturbations around equilibrium by con-
sidering these thermodynamic quantities. To achieve
this, the extensive thermodynamic quantities M and Qe

can be expressed as functions of the intensive ones T and
Φe. From eqs. (19)-(20) and (32)-(33), we note that the
location of the event horizon rh can be expressed in the
following way

rh = F (T,Φe) =
2ζ2(4πl2Ψ2T + 3κΦe)

(α2α1ζ +Ψ2Ψ1)
, (37)

which is positive for Ψ2 > 0,Ψ1 > 0 and α1α2 > 0. Now,
the mass M as well as the electric charge Qe take the
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FIG. 7. The behavior of Φe in the function of the location
of the event horizon rh. In this situation, we note that for
ϵΨ2 > 0 together with α2α1ζ − Ψ1Ψ2 > 0, the electrical
potential behaves as an increasing function, where Φe > 0 for
rh >

√
(2ϵΨ2ζ2l2)/(α1α2ζ −Ψ1Ψ2).

form

M(T,Φe) =
α1α2Ω2,ϵF

3(T,Φe)

9κζ3l2
,

Qe(T,Φe) =
Ω2,ϵF

2(T,Φe)

l2ζ2
,

and with this, we are in a position to analyze the local
thermodynamic (in)stability under thermal and electrical
fluctuations, represented via the specific heat CΦe

and
the electric permittivity ϵT , given by

CΦe
=

(
∂M
∂T

)
Φe

=
α1α2Ω2,ϵF

2

3κζ3l2

(
∂F

∂T

)
=

8πα1α2Ψ2Ω2,ϵF
2

3ζκ(α2α1ζ +Ψ2Ψ1)
, (38)

ϵT =

(
∂Qe

∂Φe

)
T

=
2Ω2,ϵF

l2ζ2

(
∂F

∂Φe

)
=

12κΩ2,ϵF

l2(α2α1ζ +Ψ2Ψ1)
,

where the sub-index stands for constant electric poten-
tial Φe and constant temperature T respectively. It is
important to note that the non-negativity of equations
given in (38) ensure local stability under thermal fluc-
tuations (CΦe

≥ 0) and electrical fluctuations (ϵT ≥ 0).
For example, for α1α2 > 0, α2α1ζ + Ψ2Ψ1 > 0, Ψ1 > 0,
and Ψ2 ≥ 0 we have that CΦe

≥ 0 and ϵT ≥ 0, as shown
in Figure 8. Together with the above, with eq. (37)
and in the grand canonical ensemble where the tempera-
ture and electric potential are fixed, we can compute the

Gibbs free energy G(T,Φe) = M− TS − ΦeQe:

G =
α1α2Ω2,ϵF

3

9κζ3l2
− 2πΨ2Ω2,ϵTF

2

3κζ2
− ΦeF

2Ω2,ϵ

l2ζ2

− 2πΩ2,ϵϵl
2Ψ2T

3κΨ1
ln
(
Ψ1F

2 + ϵζ2l2
)
. (39)

Although the previous equation is a priori unwieldy, via
some simulations, we can obtain interesting cases when
the coupling constants αi’s are fixed. For the spherical
situation, we note a first-order PT for some special rela-
tion between T and Qe (see Fig. 9, up panel). For the
hyperbolic case, we note that G < 0, and the charged BH
has lower free energy than the thermal AdS space-time,
being the preferred state (see Fig. 9, down panel).

FIG. 8. The region R represents the stable local solution
under electrical and thermal fluctuations. In this context, for
α1 > 0 and α2 > 0, the blue surface denotes Ψ2 = 0, the black
surface corresponds to Ψ1 = 0, and the red surface represents
α2α1ζ +Ψ2Ψ1 = 0.

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES AND GREYBODY
FACTORS CALCULATIONS

The evolution of small perturbations in BHs generally
goes through three stages: the initial outburst, the QNM
ringing, and the final power law tail. Here, the QNM
ringing stage corresponds to the BH’s QNM, which typ-
ically exhibits damped oscillations in the form of a dis-
crete set of complex frequencies, where the real part rep-
resents the frequency of the oscillation and the imaginary
part represents the rate at which the oscillation decays.
As was shown previously in the introduction, the QNMs
are characterized by being independent of the initial per-
turbation and only dependent on the BH parameters,
making them an important tool for studying BHs and
gravity theories.

In the following lines, we will divide the content into
four parts. The initial three segments elucidate various
calculation methodologies, the first one delineates the nu-
merical calculation of the dynamic evolution of a scalar
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FIG. 9. Up Panel: Gibbs free energy G for ϵ = 1 and ζ = 0.7.
Right Panel: G for the situation ϵ = −1 together with ζ = 0.8.
For both cases, the gold surface represents the reference G = 0
and for our simulations, the remainder constants are fixed to
unity.

field through the finite element method, then in the sec-
ond part we elaborate on computing the QNMs across
the complex plane using pseudospectral methods. For
the third part, we introduce the concept of the greybody
factors, and finally, we dedicate it to the presentation and
analysis of the calculation results.

A. The Finite Element Method

For this situation, we chose ϵ = 1 and then, dΩ2
2,1 from

equation (6) corresponds to the metric of a 2− dimen-
sional unit sphere. Defining now

F (r) = 1 +
r2f(r)

l2
, (40)

as the metric function, the line element (5) becomes to:

ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + dr2

F (r)
+ r2dΩ2

2,1, (41)

and the fluctuations of a massless scalar field Ψ can be
described via the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation

1√
−g

∂µ
(√

−ggµν∂νΨ
)
= 0. (42)

Here, we assume that the coordinates {t, r, θ, ρ} of the
scalar field Ψ are separated in the form

Ψ(t, r, θ, ρ) = Φ(t, r)Ylm(θ, ρ),

where Ylm(θ, ρ) represents a spherical harmonic function.
Substituting Ψ into eq. (42) yields the following differ-
ential equation

−∂
2Φ

∂t2
+
∂2Φ

∂r2∗
− V (r)Φ = 0. (43)

Assuming that Φ = e−iωtψ and substituting it into eq.
(43), t and r can be further separated, resulting in:

∂2ψ

∂r2∗
+
(
ω2 − V (r)

)
ψ = 0. (44)

Here, r∗ represents the tortoise coordinate, which is de-
fined as dr∗ = dr/dF (r), ω is the frequency of QNM and
V (r) represents the effective potential, where for spheri-
cally symmetric cases

V (r) = F (r)

[
L(L+ 1)

r2
+

1

r

(
dF (r)

dr

)]
, (45)

where L is the angular quantum number.
The equation (43) can be numerically integrated using

a finite element method to obtain the evolution plot in
the time domain. First, rewriting equation in the form
of a difference equation yields:

Ψh+1,k =

[
2− 2(∆t2)

(∆r∗)2
−∆t2Vk

]
Ψh,k

− Ψh−1,k +
(∆t2)

(∆r∗)2
(
Ψh,k−1 +Ψh,k+1

)
, (46)

where Ψh,k = Ψ(h∆t, k∆r∗), Vk = V (k∆r∗). In this
case, r∗ ranges from negative infinity to a constant value
denoted as r∗infinite, representing the spatial infinity. Per-
turbations in this case do not propagate indefinitely to-
wards both sides as they do in asymptotically flat space-
time, but rather behave like vibrations in a half-infinite
vibrating string. In the asymptotic AdS spacetime, the
commonly used boundary conditions are Dirichlet and
Neumann conditions. Here, we use the Dirichlet condi-
tion Ψ(t, r∗ = r∗infinite) = 0 and the initial conditions are

Ψ(t = 0, r∗) = C1 exp
(
−C2(r∗ − C3)

2
)
, (47)

∂Ψ(t, r∗)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 0, (48)

where C1, C2, C3 are constants for adjusting the initial
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perturbation. In order to satisfy the stability condition
of the scalar field, we choose ∆t/(∆r∗) = 2/3 (see Ref.
[59]).

B. The pseudospectral method for computing
QNMs.

There are three main methods for calculating QNMs of
AdS black holes. The first one is the series solution [60],
which requires initial frequency guessing and iterative nu-
merical calculations to obtain the results, thus requiring
a significant amount of trial and error to find the actual
frequencies. The second one is the continued fraction
method [61, 62], which was utilized to compute QNMs of
Schwarzschild-AdS black holes [63]. The third one, which
we will employ in the present work, is the pseudospectral
method [21], allowing us to calculate the frequencies of
massless scalar field QNMs, via the Mathematica pack-
age [21]. The approach of this method involves discretiz-
ing the quasi-normal equation using spectral methods,
solving the resulting generalized eigenvalue equation di-
rectly. The specific procedure is as follows, to calculate
the QNMs, we need to solve for the complex frequency
ω as given in eq. (44). In order to facilitate the use of
the pseudospectral method, we first transform the coor-
dinates to Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, rewriting
the metric (41) as

ds2 = −F (z)dv2 −
(

2

z2

)
dzdv +

(
1

z2

)
dΩ2

2,1, (49)

where z = 1/r, v = t + r∗. Without loss of general-
ity, assuming that the event horizon (or outer) is located
at rh = 1, we can obtain that z = 1 (z = 0) corre-
sponds to the event horizon (spatial infinity). Therefore,
we have that z ∈ (0, 1]. By substituting the scalar field
Ψ = e−iωtYlm(θ, ρ)ψ(z) under Eddington-Finkelstein co-
ordinates into the KG equation (42), we obtain [21]:

[zL(L+ 1) + 2iω]ψ −
(
2izω + z3F ′(z)

)
ψ′ (50)

−z3F (z)ψ′′ = 0,

where now (′) represents the derivative with respect to z
for a function.

When considering boundary conditions, near the event
horizon, only ingoing solutions are permissible, while
near infinity, only outgoing solutions exist. In the case of
AdS BHs, a method to fulfill these boundary conditions
involves redefining

ψ(z) = z2ψ̃(z), (51)

ensuring that the normalizable solutions remain continu-
ous both at the event horizon and the boundary. Mean-
while, the non-normalizable solutions tend to diverge and
oscillate rapidly. The above allows us to select solutions
that satisfy the boundary conditions. For instance, near

the event horizon, the ingoing solution remains smooth,
whereas the outgoing solution oscillates rapidly. Con-
versely, at infinity, the outgoing solution tends toward
zero, while the ingoing solution diverges.

Regarding the calculation of QNM frequency, there is
another detail: the previous context assumes the event
horizon rh = 1. However, when arbitrary numerical val-
ues are substituted into the parameters of F (z), the re-
sulting event horizon may not necessarily be located at
rh = 1. Therefore, a simple adjustment is required here.
We denote the event horizon obtained after substitut-
ing arbitrary numerical values into F parameters as r′h,
which provides a natural length scale, allowing us to non-
dimensionalize our variables. That means l is expressed
in units of r′h and the QNM frequency ω is in units of
r′−1
h . Therefore, we need to perform straightforward re-

placements for l in F (z) and ω in eq.(50):

l → l/r′h, ω → ωr′h, (52)

such that it can guarantee the event horizon is located
at rh = 1. Taking into account eq.(52) and substituting
eq.(51) into eq.(50), we obtain the final form of the QNM
equation, which reads:[

2iωr′h + zL(L+ 1)− 2z2iωr′h − 2z3F − 2z4F ′] ψ̃
−
(
2z3iωr′h + 4z4F + z5F ′) ψ̃′ − z5F (z)ψ̃′′ = 0. (53)

To numerically solve the above equation, it is necessary to
discretize the equation by replacing the continuous vari-
ables with a collection of discrete points, also known as
collection points, and the set of points is denoted a grid.
There are different ways to choose the discrete points,
in this work we adopt the Chebyshev grid. Here, any
arbitrary function can be approximately represented as
a sum of products of basis functions and corresponding
coefficients, where the coefficients represent the values of
the function at Chebyshev nodes. The basis functions
CJ(z) are linear combinations of Chebyshev polynomi-
als, whose specific forms can be found in [21]. For our
situation, we consider ψ̃(z) as

ψ̃(z) ≈
N∑

J=0

ψ̃(zJ)CJ(z), (54)

zJ = cos

(
J

N
π

)
, J = 0, . . . , N, N ∈ N, (55)

where zJ represents the Chebyshev grid points. Since
the QNM equation involves first and second derivatives
of ψ̃ with respect to z, it is necessary to take deriva-
tives of CJ(z). Let’s denote the derivative matrix as
D

(1)
IJ = C ′

I(zJ) and the second derivative matrix as
D

(2)
IJ = C ′′

I (zJ). Now, the problem of solving the QNM
equation can be transformed into solving a matrix equa-
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tion, allowing us to rewrite eq. (53) in the following form:

c0,0(z) = zL(L+ 1)− 2z3F − 2z4F ′,

c0,1(z) = 2i− 4z2i,

c1,0(z) = −(4z4F + z5F ′),

c1,1(z) = −(2z3i),

c2,0(z) = −z5F (z),
c2,1(z) = 0, (56)

together with

[c0,0(z) + ωc0,1(z)] ψ̃ + [c1,0(z) + ωc1,1(z)] ψ̃
′

+[c2,0(z) + ωc2,1(z)]ψ̃
′′ = 0, (57)

which can also be written in matrix form

(M0 + ωM1)ψ̃ = 0. (58)

Here, (M0)IJ = c0,0(zI)δIJ + c1,0(zI)D
(1)
IJ + c2,0(z)D

(2)
IJ

and δIJ is the Kronecker function. The definition of
(M1)IJ is similar. Finally, eq.(58) can be solved directly
or by inputting the QNM eq. (53) into the program pack-
age in [21] for computation.

C. Calculation of greybody factors

When considering the quantum effects of a BH, it can
emit Hawking radiation at its event horizon. However,
due to the gravitational effects near to it (acting as a bar-
rier), we observe that is not a direct radiation spectrum,
but rather a greybody spectrum that has been influenced
by the curvature of spacetime, describing via the grey-
body factor τWKB. This factor represents the transmis-
sion coefficient of Hawking radiation and can be obtained
from the gravitational potential of the BH.

In the following lines, we will study this using the
Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) approximation and
rigorous bound methods, following the steps performed
in [23, 24]. It is worth pointed out that the WKB method
is convenient for studying cases where the effective po-
tential is a barrier, while the rigorous bound method can
only provide a lower bound for the greybody factor. Al-
though it may not give the exact values, it is still helpful
for qualitative analysis.

Considering the WKB approximation, we can approx-
imate ω2 ≈ Vmax for eq.(44) , where Vmax is the maximum
value of the effective potential near the barrier. The ex-
pression for the greybody factor is [64]

τWKB(ω) =
1

1 + exp
[
π(Vmax − ω2)/

√
−V ′′(r∗m)/2

] ,(59)

where r∗m means V (r∗m) = Vmax.
The general semi-analytic bounds for the greybody fac-

tors are given by [23, 24]

τb(ω) ≥ sech2

[∫ +∞

−∞
Ξ dr∗

]
. (60)

with

Ξ =

√
(h)′2 + (ω2 − V − h2)2

2h
.

Here, h = h(r∗) is a function which must satisfy two
conditions. The first one is that is a positive function
(h > 0) and the second one is

h(−∞) = lim
r∗→−∞

h(r∗) = lim
r∗→+∞

h(r∗) = h(+∞) = ω.

Without loss of generality, we can set h = ω and the
equation (60) can be simplified as

τb(ω) ≥ sech2

[∫ re

rh

|V (r)|
|F (r)|

dr

]
, (61)

where re means the value of the coordinate r at the local
minimum point of the effective potential (this is, V (re) ≈
0).

D. The calculation results

Initially, for the computation of QNMs the identifica-
tion of the event horizon is required. Hence, this part
initiates by delineating the distinct scenarios for Case 1
and Case 2 outlined previously in (12).

From Figure 3 (Case 1), we can see that for Cases A
and D F (r) has only one zero point, which suggests it
as the event horizon. For Case D, we note that there
is no potential barrier outside the event horizon, indi-
cating the absence of QNMs and allowing us to exclude
it. In Case B, due to F (r) is positive between the two
zero points, we consider the first zero point as the event
horizon and the second one as the cosmological horizon.
In Case C, between the second and third zero points,
F (r) is negative, representing a one-way membrane re-
gion of the BH. Thus, we consider the third zero point as
the event horizon. However, similarly to Case D, there
is no potential barrier outside the event horizon, indi-
cating the absence of QNMs. On the other hand, from
Figure 5 (Case 2), when F (r) has no zero points, it im-
plies the naked singularity of the BH, which violates the
strong cosmic censorship hypothesis and we do not con-
sider this scenario. Among the remaining cases, neither
of them exhibits QNMs outside the event horizon, except
for Cases A and B, where we will focus on the first one.

Concerning Case A, we explore how the coupling con-
stants α2 and α3 affect the QNMs, while keeping α1 fixed.
For simplicity, in our calculations, we set the remaining
parameters as α1 = 1,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1. In order
to better illustrate the changes in the parameter space,
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we first plot a partial parameter space (represented by
the gray region) that satisfies Case A in Figure 10. The

- 1 1 2 3 4
α2

- 2.5

- 2.0

- 1.5

- 1.0

- 0.5

0.5

α3

FIG. 10. For Case A, we have plotted a parameter range for
α2 and α3 corresponding to the gray-shaded region. Here,
α1 = 1,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

FIG. 11. The effective potential curves as the function of r
for different values of α2 are shown. The remaining physical
parameters are chosen as α1 = 1, α3 = 1/10,M = 1, l =
100, L = 1.

FIG. 12. The effective potential curves as the function of
r for different values of α3 are shown. Here, we consider
α1 = 1, α2 = 1/20,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

entire parameter space is an open region bounded by the
gray and orange curves, where α2 has no upper bound.

FIG. 13. The effective potential curves as the function of
r∗ corresponding to different values of α2 are shown. Here,
α1 = 1, α3 = 1/10,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

FIG. 14. The effective potential curves as the function of
r∗ for different values of α3 are shown. Here, α1 = 1, α2 =
1/20,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

As was shown in (12), to satisfy this situation, it is re-
quired that

α2 > −
(
3

2

)
α3.

However, α2 cannot be equal to −3/20 , otherwise, the
function F (r) will not comply with the condition of Case
A and even the event horizon will not exist.

In Figure 10, the gray line represents α3 = −(2/3)α2,
while the orange curve corresponds to the critical value of
α3 with a potential barrier. When α3 is greater than the
orange curve, there is no potential barrier, and the effec-
tive potential V is a monotonously increasing function of
the radius r. As α2 decreases and reaches a certain lower
limit (α2 ≈ −1), the gray line intersects with the or-
ange curve. However, as α2 increases, the critical value
of α3, represented by the orange curve, first decreases
and then gradually increases. As shown in Figures 11
and 13, when α2 decreases and approaches the straight
line α3 = (−2/3)α2, the peak of the effective potential
increases, regardless of whether it is in terms of the r
or r∗ coordinates. Furthermore, as shown in Figures 12
and 14, when α3 increases, the effective potential V de-
creases further. This demonstrates the situation when
the parameters are selected closer to the orange curve.
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Observing Figures 11 and 12, it can be noticed that when
the parameters are chosen to approximate the gray line
from Figure 10 , the event horizon also comes closer to the
point at r = 0. So, in the parameter space, the general
trend of the effective potential variation is as follows: the
closer the parameters are to approximate the gray line,
the smaller the position of the event horizon, and the
higher the potential barrier. Conversely, the variation
occurs in the opposite direction as one approaches the
orange curve.

Together with the above, from Figures 13 and 14, we
can note that on the right side, as r∗ approaches infinite
space (r∗ → r∗infinite), the effective potential V rapidly
increases and tends towards +∞. When the perturbation
approaches this region, it bounces back and propagates
towards the left.

We calculate the evolution of the scalar field ψ in time
domain t by using the Finite Element Method. The ini-
tial perturbation is set on the left side of the effective
potential (r∗ = −80), and the evolution of ψ is observed
to be located near the initial perturbation. From Figure
15, it can be seen that ψ goes through an initial burst
phase (approximately for 0 < t < 160), followed by quasi-
normal ringing. As ψ encounters waves reflected back
from infinitely far away in space, ψ increases again be-
fore cyclically going through the aforementioned process
until the overall waveform gradually diminishes. Gener-
ally, the larger the peak value of the effective potential,
the larger the peak value of ψ that is reached. For exam-
ple, in Figure 15, it is noteworthy that ψ corresponding
to α2 = −1/20 reaches its first local maximum for the
initial burst around t = 160 and reaches its second lo-
cal maximum for the reflection waves around t = 700.
The remaining two cases of α2 are similar. Additionally,
the oscillation frequency of ψ is higher, and the decay
is faster. Together with the above, from Figure 16 we
note the influence of the evolution of ψ in the time do-
main when α3 is variating. Combining with the previous
effective potential from Figures 14 and 16, the same con-
clusion holds under the above findings.

Table I presents the results obtained using the pseu-
dospectral method. Setting α3 = 1/10, we can observe
that in QNMs, regardless of the value of n, the absolute
value of the imaginary part decreases as α2 decreases.
The behavior of the real part is slightly more complex.
For the fundamental mode (n = 1), as α2 decreases, the
real part becomes smaller. However, for all cases except
the fundamental mode (n > 1), a decrease in α2 leads to
an increase in the real part.

Now, considering the simpler case for n = 1, we have
plotted the scenarios of QNMs under two different pa-
rameter variations. In Figure 17, for three distinct α2

chosen, the behavior of QNMs within the interval of α3

ranging from −0.5 to 0.1 exhibits a straightforward pat-
tern. With the increase in α3, the real parts of the QNMs
exhibit growth, while the imaginary parts diminish. This
observation implies an escalation in the frequency of os-
cillations and a more rapid decay of the QNMs.

FIG. 15. The evolution of the scalar field ψ in the time domain
corresponding to different values of α2 is shown. Here, we
consider α1 = 1, α3 = 1/10,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

FIG. 16. The evolution of the scalar field ψ in the time domain
corresponding to different values of α3 is shown. When α3 =
1/5, the second peak of the scalar field arrives more quickly,
indicating a smaller cosmic boundary and an earlier encounter
with the bouncing wave. For our calculation, α1 = 1, α2 =
1/20,M = 1, l = 100 and L = 1 are considered.

FIG. 17. For n = 1 and different values of α2, the variations
of QNMs with respect to α3 have been plotted. The solid line
represents the real part of the QNM, while the dashed line
represents the imaginary part.

One may wonder why the frequency computed by the
pseudospectral method seems to be different from the
time-domain result. Nevertheless, it should be empha-
sized that when calculating the time-domain evolution
image using the finite element method, the waves at the
cosmological boundary are not prevented from reflecting.
The above can be explained as when the perturbation
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TABLE I. QNMs for different values of α2 using grids with N=200 and N=220. (α1 = 1, α3 = 1/10,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1)

n α2 = −1/20 α2 = 0 α2 = 1/20

1 0.02285852-2.323× 10−7i 0.02296808-2.495× 10−6i 0.02303847-1.536× 10−5i

2 0.07477502-0.00104947 i 0.05290060-0.001302913 i 0.04224606-0.001515529i
3 0.08478345-0.00206041 i 0.06265967-0.002873224 i 0.05187974-0.003612847i
4 0.09498565-0.00323322 i 0.07274986-0.004622982 i 0.06195569-0.005893477i
5 0.10533912-0.00444971 i 0.08303681-0.006391512 i 0.07225682-0.008179062i
6 0.11579112-0.00566995 i 0.09343722-0.008150684 i 0.08268312-0.010449802i

propagates to the cosmological boundary, it is equiva-
lent to reaching r*infinite corresponding to v → ∞ in Fig
13, at which point the perturbation encounters an in-
finitely high potential barrier, causing the perturbation
to bounce back. It implies that perturbations cannot
cross an infinitely high potential barrier. This model
is analogous to a semi-infinite vibrating string. On the
other hand, when calculating QNMs via the pseudospec-
tral method, the boundary condition for ψ is set to have
only an outgoing solution, but no incoming solution at
the boundary. It means there is no wave reflecting back.
However, in the evolution diagrams from finite element
calculations, perturbations bounce back due to encoun-
tering an infinitely high potential barrier. In other words,
the boundary conditions between the two methods are
different. Furthermore, the frequency in the time domain
can also be influenced by the initial conditions. QNMs
can be understood as something similar to eigenfrequen-
cies, which may not directly correspond to the actual
frequency of wave oscillations. Therefore, the results will
naturally be different.

Along with the above, from Figure 18 we note that the
outcomes derived from the rigorous lower bound consis-
tently exhibit smaller values in comparison to those ob-
tained through the WKB approximation. Additionally,
regardless of the results from the WKB approximation
or the rigorous lower bound, we can observe that the
greybody factors are lower for α2 = −1/20. This point
is intuitively understandable. In fact, from Figure 13,
the effective potential V exhibits nearly similar widths,
where the peak of the effective potential is higher for
α2 = −1/20, consequently leading to a reduced trans-
mission rate. In general, for Case A, as α2 approaches
−(3/2)α3 (but not equal to −(3/2)α3), the peak value of
the effective potential increases and the position of the
event horizon moves closer to the point r = 0. Conse-
quently, this translates into a smaller greybody factor.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present work, we show first that it is possible
to construct four-dimensional BHs with CG [32] for arbi-
trary topology, where the matter source is characterized
with a nonlinear NLEs framework, using the (H,P) for-

FIG. 18. The solid line corresponds to τWKB, while the dashed
line corresponds to τb and α2 = 1/20 (green), α2 = 0 (blue),
α2 = −1/20 (red). The remaining physical parameters are
chosen as α1 = 1,M = 1, l = 100, L = 1.

malism, and allowing us to obtain electrically non-linear
charged AdS BHs, motivated by the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence.

It is important to note that this specific configuration
is defined by three key structural constants: α1, α2, and
α3 as well as the constant ϵ, representing the topology
of the event horizon, alongside the structural function H
previously derived in [34]. These constants serve as piv-
otal factors in generating scenarios involving BHs char-
acterized by one, two, or three horizons, represented via
Cases 1 and 2 from (12), independently of the topology.

Together with the above, the incorporation of NLE
as a matter source into CG has been instrumental in
obtaining non-zero thermodynamic properties, following
the Wald formalism, thanks to the contribution from the
coupling constants αi’s. It is interesting to note that the
topology plays a significant role in the thermodynamic
quantities. In fact, from eq. (35) we note that the en-
tropy S enjoys logarithmic behavior. We want to reserve
a crucial point to note here: As shown in Refs. [65–
70] for the particular case of scalar-tensor theories, there
is a difference in the entropy between the Wald formal-
ism and the standard Wald entropy formula. The latter
does not provide a complete expression for S that satis-
fies the first law (29). In our case, this variation is due to
the presence of the topology. As a first thermodynamic
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quantity, we note that the expression of the mass M (34)
is naturally recovered following other procedures such as
the quasilocal method [71, 72], corresponding to an off-
shell prescription of the Abbott-Desser-Tekin procedure
[73–75]. On the other hand, via the Wald formula the
entropy takes the form

SW = −2π

∫
H

d2x
√
|h| (Pµνρσ εµν εσρ)

=
2πΨ2Ω2,ϵr

2
h

3κζ2
. (62)

Here, the integral is evaluated on a 2-dimensional space-
like surface H (denoted as the bifurcation surface), where
the timelike Killing vector ∂t = ξµ∂µ vanishes, and |h| de-
notes the determinant of the induced metric on H, εµν
represents the binormal antisymmetric tensor normalized
as εµνεµν = −2, showing us a difference between eqs.
(35) and (62) given by

S = SW +
2πΩ2,ϵϵl

2Ψ2

3κΨ1
ln
(
Ψ1r

2
h + ϵζ2l2

)
,

characterized by the presence of the topology ϵ. With
all the above, we note that with the temperature T (19)
and electric potential Φe (32), as well as the mass M (34)
and the electric charge Qe (36), the first law (29) does
not fold when we consider the entropy SW (62). The
above deserves further investigation in their own right,
being an open problem to explore.

Together with the above, this configuration exhibits
local stability against both thermal and electrical fluctu-
ations. This stability is evidenced by the non-negativity
observed in both the specific heat CΦe and the electric
permittivity ϵT , which is established under specific con-
ditions into the model. For instance, when considering
α1α2 > 0, α2α1ζ +Ψ2Ψ1 > 0, alongside conditions such
as Ψ1 > 0 and Ψ2 ≥ 0, where Ψ1 and Ψ2 are defined
in (20) and (33) respectively, the local stability is en-
sured. Additionally, via the Gibbs free energy (39), we
note that the topology of the base manifold allows us to
compare this charged configuration with respect to the
thermal AdS space-time, where for example with ϵ = 1
a first-order PT is allowed, while that when ϵ = −1, the
charged BH is the preferred configuration. This, from
the gauge/gravity duality, is related to holographic con-
finement and deconfinement states [29].

On the other hand, with this charged solution and
the spherical situation, our second motivation is to per-
form numerical calculations of the dynamic evolution of
a scalar field through the finite element method, and the
computations of QNMs across the complex plane using
pseudospectral methods [21]. Here, it is important to
note that the behavior of effective potential V as well as
the evolution of the scalar field ψ in the time domain are
affected when the coupling constants αi’s vary (see Figs.
11-17).

Combining the parameter space (from Figure 10), the

effective potential (from Figs. 11-14), and the evolution
plot of the scalar field (see Figs. 15-16), certain rules
emerge. When α2 and α3 are chosen to be close to the
orange curve, indicating a smaller potential barrier, the
greybody increases. This corresponds to a decrease in
frequency on the evolution plot, with slower decay. Con-
versely, when α2 and α3 are chosen to approach the gray
line, signifying a larger potential barrier, the greybody
decreases. This results in an increase in frequency and
faster decay on the evolution plot. However, when QNMs
for n = 1 are computed using pseudospectral methods,
the observed rules differ from those seen in the evolution
plot. Even when approaching the orange curve, the real
part increases and the imaginary part decreases. The
discrepancy is attributed to the presence of two distinct
boundary conditions. The QNMs exhibit a relatively
straightforward change for variations in α3: the real part
increases with the growth of α3, while the imaginary part
decreases with the increase in α3.

Some interesting further works include, for example,
that (a) via the covariant phase space approach, we gen-
eralized the first law of black hole thermodynamics, fol-
lowing Refs. [76–78], where now the parameters, such as
the cosmological constant Λ, play a significant role. Fol-
lowing this line, (b) the first law of BHs mechanics can
be modified when the cosmological constant

P = − Λ

8π
,

is related to the pressure P of the system [79–81], and
modifying the first law as

δM = TδS + V δP +ΦeδQe,

where V corresponds to the conjugate thermodynamic
volume and M is the enthalpy [82, 83]. The above has
been highly analyzed from a holographic point of view
[84] and related to the BH chemistry. Given that we now
have the inclusion of GC as a gravity model (1), we have
to carefully consider the presence of higher-order correc-
tions in the Wald formalism (28), where Λ is present. The
above has caused a generalization of Wald formalism to
unveil the structure of extended BH thermodynamics, as
shown in Refs. [85–87]. It will be interesting to study how
thermodynamics results from these explorations (points
(a) and (b)), which is an open problem to study.

Finally, the possibility to enrich CG with an arbitrary
four-dimensional topology allows us to analyze the con-
nection between AdS BH and quantum complexity via
the gauge/gravity correspondence. Under this duality,
new interesting holographic observables appear (see for
example, Refs. [88–93]) where the thermodynamic quan-
tities take a providential role.
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