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Abstract. Previously we showed that nearly extremal Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black holes can
be overspun by test bodies and fields, following the work of Rocha and Cardoso for the extremal case.
The naked singularities in AdS space-times correspond to states rotating faster than light in the Ads/CFT
correspondence. Therefore, overspinning turns out to be a drastic problem in a (2+1) dimensional AdS
space-time, where one cannot invoke backreaction effects. Here, we consider the induced increase in the
angular velocity of the event horizon which modifies the condition to allow the absorption of the pertur-
bations satisfying the null energy condition. We show that its magnitude is sufficiently large to prevent
the absorption of the challenging modes both for test bodies and scalar fields. We bring a solution to
the notorious overspinning problem which does not involve any reference to self-energy or gravitational
radiation.

PACS. 04.20.Dw Singularities and cosmic censorship

1 Introduction

The (2+1) dimensional black hole solution in the asymp-
totically anti-de Sitter background derived by Bañados,
Teitelboim, and Zanelli (BTZ) have considerably intrigued
researchers over the last three decades [1]. The BTZ black
hole is a solution of vacuum Einstein equations with a
negative cosmological constant Λ = −1/ℓ2. The metric is
uniquely described by the mass and angular momentum
parameters in accord with the no-hair theorem.

ds2 = −N2dt2 +N−2dr2 + r2(Nφ + dφ)2 (1)

Here N and Nφ are the usual lapse and shift functions of
the radial coordinate r:

N2 = −M +
r2

ℓ2
+

J2

4r2
, Nφ = −

J

2r2
(2)

where M and J denote the mass and the angular momen-
tum parameters, as usual. The metric has two coordinate
singularities which determine the locations of the inner
and outer event horizons.

2r2±
ℓ2

= M

(

1±

√

1−
J2

M2ℓ2

)

(3)

The existence of the event horizon relies on the condition
that the angular momentum of the black hole does not
exceed the upper limit:

J ≤ M |ℓ| (4)

The condition (4) resembles the condition J ≤ M2 for
Kerr black holes to ensure the event horizon exists and
the curvature singularity at r = 0 is causally disconnected
from distant observers at asymptotically flat infinity. This
leads us to the notorious problem of cosmic censorship in
classical general relativity. After proving that singularities
inevitably ensue in gravitational collapse [2], Penrose con-
jectured these singularities to be hidden behind the event
horizons which would not allow any effect propagating out
of the singularities to reach distant observers [3]. This way
one can circumvent the existence of the singularity and the
smooth structure of the space-time is preserved at least
outside the black hole region. As a concrete proof of cos-
mic censorship appeared to be elusive, Wald constructed
an alternative process to check whether event horizons can
be destroyed and hidden singularities can be exposed. In
this type of thought experiments one starts with a black
hole and attempts to increase its angular momentum or
charge beyond the upper limit, by perturbing it with test
particles or fields [4]. After various attempts involving dif-
ferent scenarios it turns out that perturbations satisfy-
ing the null energy condition cannot destroy the event
horizons [5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,
22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,
41,42,43,44,45,46]. This is due to the fact that there exists
a lower limit for the energy of the perturbation to allow
its absorption by the black hole, provided that the null
energy condition is satisfied. The relative contributions of
the test particle or field to the mass, angular momentum,
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charge parameters satisfy:

δM ≥ ΩδJ + ΦδQ (5)

The first derivation of the relation (5) known to this au-
thor is dated back to Needham in 1980 [47]. Therefore we
will refer to (5) as the Needham’s condition. This condi-
tion prevents the absorption of modes with relatively high
angular momentum or charge, which could potentially de-
stroy the event horizon. For test fields with an energy-
angular momentum ratio (δM)/(δJ) = m/ω, Needham’s
condition (5) reduces to ω ≥ mΩ, which is the well-known
super-radiance condition. The test fields with lower fre-
quencies are reflected back to infinity with a larger am-
plitude. To be more precise the absorption probability for
these fields is negative [48]. However, the absorption prob-
ability is always positive for fermionic fields the energy
momentum tensor of which do not satisfy the null energy
condition. A corresponding lower bound for the energy
does not exist. The absorption of the low energy modes
is allowed which could lead to an excess increase in the
angular momentum or charge parameters resulting in the
destruction of the event horizon [49,50,51,52,53]. In [53]
we have made an elucidative comparison of the cases that
do and do not satisfy the null energy condition and pointed
out that they should not be confused.

The main motivation to conjecture the singularities
to be hidden behind the event horizons was to disable
their causal contact with distant observers at asymptoti-
cally flat infinity. Though the notion of distant observers
may not be well defined in the asymptotically de-Sitter
and anti-de Sitter space-times, whether the singularities
remain covered by event horizons is still an interesting
problem. Therefore the analysis to test the possibility of
destroying event horizons have also been extended to these
cases [54,55,56,57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69].
An alternative motivation for the anti-de Sitter case could
be attributed to the AdS/CFT correspondence. The naked
singularities in AdS space-time correspond to states at
the conformal boundary rotating faster than the speed
of light. Therefore one would like to prove that their ex-
istence is prohibited. With this motivation, Rocha and
Cardoso attempted to prove that a BTZ black hole can-
not be overspun past the extremal limit [54]. They started
with an extremal BTZ black hole and showed that it can-
not be overspun by a test body. Despite the fact that their
analysis was restricted to the case of extremal black holes,
they reached a general conclusion to state that BTZ black
holes cannot be overspun. Furthermore, they claimed that
one should be distrustful of any process that leads to over-
spinning in AdS, since this would refer to the existence of
states rotating faster than light in the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence. However in [55], we showed that the line of
research developed by Rocha and Cardoso themselves for
test bodies leads to overspinning of BTZ black holes if one
starts with a nearly extremal black hole, instead of an ex-
tremal one. We also analysed the case of test fields and
derived the same results; i.e. though extremal black holes
cannot, nearly extremal black holes can be overspun by
test fields.

The overspinning of nearly extremal black holes occurs
via a discrete jump. The black hole cannot be continu-
ously driven to extremality and beyond as indicated by
the fact that extremal black holes cannot be overspun. In
general, such an overspinning would not be generic and it
would be fixed by backreaction effects. However, the case
of (2+1) dimensions is problematic regarding the employ-
ment of backreaction effects. There are no gravitational-
wave degrees of freedom so gravitational radiation can-
not be evoked to prevent overspinning. The possibility to
use self energy also remain controversial. This led Rocha
and Cardoso to conclude that if overspinning were pos-
sible while one cannot invoke self energy or gravitational
radiation, this would be the end of the story. In this work
we bring a solution to this notorious problem. We con-
sider the induced increase in the angular velocity of the
event horizon described by Will in his seminal work [70].
We check whether this would be sufficient to prevent the
absorption of the challenging modes for both test parti-
cles and fields and solve the overspinning problem without
employing back-reaction effects.

We first re-state the overspinning problem derived by
Rocha-Cardoso and Düztaş in [54,55], respectively. Then
we carry out a more detailed analysis to determine the
range of the challenging modes for test particles and fields.
We calculate the induced increase in the angular momen-
tum for the challenging modes, to check whether it is suf-
ficiently large to prevent overspinning.

2 Overspinning problem for BTZ black holes

To test the validity of cosmic censorship for BTZ black
holes, Rocha and Cardoso considered a black hole with
initial parameters M0 and J0. They defined [54]:

j0 ≡
J0
M0ℓ

≤ 1 (6)

They envisaged a test particle incident on the black hole
with mass m0, angular momentum δJ = m0L and en-
ergy δM = m0E. They derived the geodesic equations
and they found the lower limit for the energy by imposing
the geodesic to be future directed.

L

E
≤

2r2+
J

(7)

The condition (7) should be satisfied to ensure the test
particle is absorbed by the black hole. Notice that (7) is
identically equal to the Needham’s condition (5) for the
neutral case:

δM ≥ ΩδJ (8)

where Ω = J/(2r2+) is the angular velocity of the event
horizon for BTZ black holes. Rocha and Cardoso proceed
to Taylor expand the final value of j to check whether it
can be larger than 1.

j = j0 −
δM

M0

(

j0 −
L

Eℓ

)

(9)
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For an extremal black hole j0 = 1 by definition. The con-
dition (7) implies that (L/E) ≤ ℓ. Therefore j ≥ 1 for
extremal black holes. Extremal BTZ black holes cannot
be overspun.

As we mentioned above Rocha and Cardoso only eval-
uated the case of extremal black holes and fallaciously
reached a general conclusion to state that BTZ black holes
cannot be overspun. In [55] we followed the line of research
of Rocha and Cardoso adapting the same notation. The
only difference is that we started with a nearly extremal
black hole instead.

j0 =
J0
M0ℓ

= 1− 2ǫ2 (10)

where ǫ ≪ 1 parametrizes the closeness to extremality.
This implies

2r2+
ℓ2

= M0(1 + 2ǫ) (11)

For a nearly extremal BTZ black hole the condition (7)
takes the form:

L

E
≤ ℓ(1 + 2ǫ+ 2ǫ2) (12)

Choosing the maximum value for L/(Eℓ), we can evaluate
(9)

j = 1− 2ǫ2 + (2ǫ+ 4ǫ2)
δM

M0

(13)

We see that choosing δM = M0ǫ leads to j > 1, i.e.
the BTZ black hole is overspun beyond extremality [55].
Adapting the line of research developed by Rocha and
Cardoso to nearly extremal black holes results in over-
spining. This appears to be a drastic result in the (2+1)
dimensional case where one cannot employ back-reaction
effects.

3 The induced increase in the angular velocity

In this section we re-formulate the overspinning problem
to enable the incorporation of the induced increase in the
angular velocity of the event horizon into the analysis. We
start with a nearly extremal black hole satisfying:

J2

M2ℓ2
= 1− ǫ2 (14)

Notice that we made a slight change of notation, here. We
do not use the subscript “zero” for the initial parameters.
We also omitted the factor “2” appearing in (10). The
parametrization (14) implies

j0 =
J

Mℓ
= 1−

ǫ2

2
,

2r2+
ℓ2

= M(1 + ǫ) (15)

We can calculate the angular velocity of the event horizon
for a nearly extremal BTZ black hole:

Ω =
J

2r2+
=

1

ℓ

(

1− ǫ+
ǫ2

2

)

(16)

The upper bound for the angular momentum of the per-
turbation is given by the Needham’s condition (8):

δJ ≤
δM

Ω
= δMℓ(1 + ǫ+ ǫ2/2) (17)

The perturbations with a relatively higher angular mo-
mentum and lower energy are not absorbed by the black
hole. The perturbations at the upper bound that saturate
the Needham’s condition, are referred to as optimal per-
turbations. Now, we check whether optimal perturbations
lead to overspinning in case one cannot evoke backreaction
effects.

j = j0 −
δM

M

(

j0 −
δJ

δMℓ

)

= 1−
ǫ2

2
+

δM

M
(ǫ + ǫ2) (18)

with δM = Mǫ, one observes that j > 1, i.e. the BTZ
black hole is overspun. We can also derive the lower bound
for δJ for overspinning to occur from (18), which corre-
sponds to the case j = 1.

δJ < δMℓ

(

1 +
ǫ

2
−

ǫ2

2

)

(19)

This determines the range of δJ for overspinning to occur.
To second order:

δMℓ

(

1 +
ǫ

2
−

ǫ2

2

)

< δJ ≤ δMℓ

(

1 + ǫ+
ǫ2

2

)

(20)

The upper bound for δJ saturates the Needham’s condi-
tion. We derived it by demanding that the test body is
absorbed by the black hole. The lower bound is derived
by demanding that j > 1 in the final case, which indicates
that overspinning has occurred. Note that overspinning
occurs for modes with δJ larger than the lower limit, and
less than or equal to the upper limit in (20).

Now we consider the induced increase in the angular
velocity of the event horizon described by Will in his sem-
inal paper [70]. The induced increase in the angular veloc-
ity occurs due to the interaction of the test particle/field
with the black hole before the absorption of the parti-
cle/field takes place. To avoid any confusion, the increase
in the angular velocity of the event horizon does not imply
that the angular momentum parameter of the space-time
increases. Otherwise, overspinning would have occurred
before the absorption of the test particle or field. The
magnitude of the induced increase is derived by adding
the angular momentum δJ of the perturbation to a black
hole in the limit J → 0, and calculating the corresponding
angular velocity. For a Kerr black hole this gives

∆Ω =
δJ

4M3
(21)

with a corresponding self-energy for the test particle/field:

Eself =
(δJ)2

4M3
(22)
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The induced increase in the angular velocity and the self-
energy both act to prevent the overspinning of the black
hole. The induced increase in the angular velocity prevents
the absorption of the challenging modes by modifying the
Needham’s condition (or the absorption probabilities in
a more subtle approach). The self energy contributes to
the mass parameter of the space-time precluding the an-
gular momentum parameter to exceed it in the final case.
Recently, we calculated the Sorce-Wald condition [71] for
the second order perturbations of a Kerr black hole and
derived that [72]

δ2M −Ωδ2J ≥
(δJ)2

4M3
(23)

Incorporating the self-energy given in (22) with (δ2J) = 0,
is effectively equivalent to imposing the Sorce-Wald condi-
tion (23). The fact that the two approaches give the same
result lends credence to the validity of the derivations. In
[72,73], we argued that the conditions derived by Sorce
and Wald in [71] are correct. However the function f(λ)
involves order of magnitude problems as one is forced to
multiply the contributions of the second order perturba-
tions by the square of the extra parameter λ. The order of
magnitude problems in f(λ) emerge as a brute algebraic
fact. One can simply avoid these problems by abandon-
ing f(λ) and following the line of research developed by
Semiz and Düztaş. This way, one does not have to multi-
ply the contribution of the second order perturbations by
λ2 which would render it fourth order.

The employment of self-energy is could be a contro-
versial subject in (2+1) dimensions. Therefore, we will
restrict ourselves to the induced increase in the angular
velocity of the event horizon. To calculate the induced in-
crease in the angular velocity, we consider a BTZ black
hole in the limit J → 0 and consider the angular veloc-
ity it would acquire by perturbing it with a particle with
angular momentum δJ . This gives:

∆Ω =
δJ

2Mℓ2
(24)

This value should be added to the angular velocity of the
event horizon, which is modified as:

Ωmod = Ω +∆Ω (25)

which leads to the modification of the Needham’s condi-
tion:

δM ≥ ΩmodδJ (26)

When one takes the induced increase in the angular ve-
locity of the horizon into account, the perturbations have
to satisfy the modified form of the Needham’s condition
(26). This prevents the absorption of the low energy modes
in favour of the cosmic censorship conjecture. The upper
bound in (20) saturates the Needham’s condition. A slight
increase inΩ would prevent the absorption of the modes at
the upper bound. Therefore we should focus on the lower
bound in (20). For these modes the induced increase in

the angular velocity is given by:

∆Ω =
δMℓ

(

1 + ǫ
2
− ǫ2

2

)

2Mℓ2
=

1

ℓ

(

ǫ

2
+

ǫ2

4

)

(27)

where we have substituted δM = Mǫ. For the modes at
the lower bound, the angular velocity is modified as.

Ωmod = Ω +∆Ω =
1

ℓ

(

1−
ǫ

2
+

3

4
ǫ2
)

(28)

We proceed by calculating ΩmodδJ (to second order) for
the lower bound in (20) to check whether it satisfies the
modified form of the Needham’s condition given in (26).

ΩmodδJ =
1

ℓ

(

1−
ǫ

2
+

3

4
ǫ2
)

δMℓ

(

1 +
ǫ

2
−

ǫ2

2

)

= δM (29)

The lower limit for δJ for overspinning to occur saturates
the modified form of the Needham’s condition. In other
words, when the angular velocity of the event horizon in-
creases, the lower limit in (20) becomes the optimal per-
turbation. The modes with a higher angular momentum
contribution will not be absorbed by the black hole. There-
fore the absorption of the challenging modes in the range
(20) is prevented and the overspinning problem is fixed.
The induced increase in the angular velocity of the horizon
has the exact magnitude required to prevent overspinning,
which is an interesting fact one could not anticipate at the
beginning.

4 The case of fields

In [55] we have also analysed the interaction of BTZ black
holes with massless test fields and derived the same result
with test bodies, i.e. overspinning is possible for nearly
extremal black holes. Though the use of Needham’s con-
dition (5) allows us to treat test bodies and test fields
almost on equal footage, it is useful to execute an inde-
pendent analysis for test fields. We start with an incident
wave mode of the form:

ϕ(r, t, φ) = e−iωteimφf(r) (30)

where ω denotes the angular frequency and m denotes the
azimuthal wave number as usual. The separation of vari-
ables is possible since the BTZ metric admits the Killing
vectors ∂/∂t and ∂/∂φ. The contribution of such a mode
to mass and angular momentum parameters are related
by

δJ =
m

ω
δM (31)

We start with a nearly extremal BTZ black hole which
satisfies (14). At the end of the interaction we require that

J + δJ > (M + δM)ℓ (32)
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so that the black hole is overspun into a naked singularity.
By imposing (14), (32) implies

δJ − δMℓ > Mℓ
ǫ2

2
(33)

By substituting δJ from (31) to (33) we derive the upper
limit for ω for overspinning to occur

ω <
m

ℓ(1 + ǫ/2)
(34)

where we have let δM = Mǫ. Note that the upper limit
for ω corresponds to the lower limit for δJ , and vice versa.
We derive the upper limit for δJ or the lower limit for ω
by demanding that the test field is absorbed by the black
hole, i.e. the Needham’s condition is satisfied. Note that,
for a test field satisfying (31), Needham’s condition (8)
reduces to

ω ≥ mΩ (35)

which is the well-known superradiance condition satis-
fied by bosonic test fields the energy-momentum tensor
of which satisfy the null energy condition. The fields with
lower frequencies are reflected back to infinity with a larger
amplitude, i.e. no net absorption of these fields occur. In
a more subtle approach one can say that the absorption
probability of these fields is negative. The superradiance
condition (or equivalently Needham’s condition) implies

ω ≥
m

ℓ

(

1− ǫ +
ǫ2

2

)

(36)

where we have substituted the expression for Ω from (16).
We have derived the lower and the upper limit for ω by
simultaneously demanding that the test field is absorbed
by the black hole and the black hole is overspun, respec-
tively. This determines the range of frequencies that can
be used to overspin the black hole:

m

ℓ

(

1− ǫ +
ǫ2

2

)

≤ ω <
m

ℓ(1 + ǫ/2)
(37)

Now, we incorporate the induced increase in the angular
velocity of the event horizon to test whether overspinning
can be prevented. The test fields have to satisfy the mod-
ified form of the Needham’s condition:

ω ≥ mΩmod (38)

where Ωmod = Ω + δΩ as in the case of test bodies. We
want to check whether Ωmod can be sufficiently large to
prevent the absorption of the fields with frequencies in
the range (37). A slight increase in Ω will prevent the
absorption of the modes in the lower limit. We focus on
the upper limit for ω which corresponds to the lower limit
for δJ . For these modes:

δJ =
m

ω
δM = Mℓ

(

ǫ+
ǫ2

2

)

(39)

where we have substituted δM = Mǫ and derived the
identical result with the case of test bodies. The calcula-
tion of the modified value of Ω gives the same result as
(28).

Ωmod =
1

ℓ

(

1−
ǫ

2
+

3

4
ǫ2
)

(40)

We compare the quantity mΩmod with the upper limit of
the range (37) to check whether the modified form of the
Needham’s condition (38) is satisfied. We observe that

m

ℓ(1 + ǫ/2)
< mΩmod =

1

ℓ

(

1−
ǫ

2
+

3

4
ǫ2
)

(41)

To second order the upper limit of the range (37) is less
thanmΩmod, therefore these modes fail to satisfy the mod-
ified form of the Needham’s condition or equivalently the
super-radiance condition. In other words the modes at the
upper limit will be subject to super-radiance as the angu-
lar velocity of the event horizon increases. For the frequen-
cies lower than the upper limit, δJ will be higher andΩmod

will have an even larger value. Therefore we can conclude
that the induced increase in the angular velocity precludes
the absorption of all the challenging modes and fixes the
overspinning problem by modifying the Needham’s condi-
tion or equivalently the super-radiance condition.

5 Summary and discussions

The naked singularities in AdS space-times correspond to
states rotating faster than light in the Ads/CFT corre-
spondence. Therefore one would like to prove that their
existence is prohibited in the spirit of the cosmic cen-
sorship conjecture in classical general relativity. Previ-
ously Rocha-Cardoso evaluated the possibility to overspin
a BTZ black hole with test bodies [54]. Their analysis
was restricted to extremal black holes and they derived
that extremal BTZ black holes cannot be overspun. They
also stated that a process that leads to overspinning of
BTZ black holes should not be taken seriously. Follow-
ing this work, we adapted the same line of research and
showed that overspinning is possible if we start with a
nearly extremal black hole [55]. This overspinning is actu-
ally not generic. It would be fixed by employing backreac-
tion effects such as gravitational radiation and self-energy,
if we were in (3+1) dimensions. However, in (2+1) di-
mensions, overspinning becomes a drastic problem as the
gravitational-wave degrees of freedom are suppressed and
the concept of self energy is controversial.

To bring a solution to this notorious problem we con-
sidered the induced increase in the angular velocity of the
event horizon formulated by Will [70]. The perturbations
satisfying the null energy condition obey Needham’s con-
dition (5). The induced increase in the angular velocity
modifies Needham’s condition and prevents the absorp-
tion of the challenging modes. We derived the induced in-
crease in the angular velocity for BTZ space-time, depend-
ing on the contribution of the perturbation to the angular
momentum parameter (δJ). We determined the range of
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the possible values of δJ that could lead to overspinning
of BTZ black holes by test bodies. The upper limit for
δJ saturates the Needham’s condition. A slight increase
in the angular velocity would prevent its absorption. We
showed that the induced increase in the angular velocity
of the event horizon has the exact value to prevent the
absorption of the perturbations at the lower limit of the
range. For higher values of (δJ), the induced increase in
the angular velocity would be larger. This implies that the
challenging modes will not be absorbed by the BTZ black
hole as the angular velocity of the event horizon increases.
For test fields, Needham’s condition is equivalent to the
super-radiance condition. We derived the range of frequen-
cies for scalar test fields that could overspin a nearly ex-
tremal BTZ black hole. The upper limit of the frequency
corresponds to the lower limit of δJ , as they are inversely
proportional. We derived that the upper limit of the chal-
lenging frequencies will be subject to super-radiance as
the angular velocity of the event horizon increases. Thus,
we have brought a solution to the overspinning problem
without invoking self-energy or gravitational radiation.

Recently, we have incorporated the explicit form of the
absorption probabilities to the scattering problem of test
fields [73]. From Kerr analogy, we expect the absorption
probability for bosonic fields to involve a term (ω−mΩ)n

where n is an odd integer. The absorption probability
for the super-radiant modes is negative and the proba-
bility is zero at the super-radiance limit ω = mΩ. These
modes are entirely reflected back to infinity leaving the
space-time parameters invariant. Therefore we can shift
the lower limit of the frequency of test fields to higher val-
ues, leading to a narrower range. This does not contradict
with the result that the induced increase in the angular
velocity prevents the absorption of the challenging modes,
but reinforces it.

We would like to note that the results derived in this
work apply to perturbations satisfying the null energy con-
dition. In that case the Needham’s condition is satisfied.
There exists a lower limit for ω which corresponds to an
upper limit for δJ to allow the absorption of the test field.
Overspinning due to fermionic fields derived in [49,50,51,
52,53], remain as a separate problem, the solution of which
will probably involve the incorporation of quantum effects
beyond the semi-classical level.
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22. İ. Semiz, Gen. Relativ. Gravit 43, 833 (2011).
23. G.E.A. Matsas and A.R.R. da Silva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99,
181301 (2007).

24. M. Richartz and A. Saa, Phys. Rev. D 78, 081503 (2008).
25. S. Hod, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 121101 (2008).
26. G.E.A. Matsas, M. Richartz, A. Saa, A.R.R. da Silva and
D.A.T. Vanzella, Phys. Rev. D 79, 101502 (2009).

27. M. Richartz and A. Saa, Phys. Rev. D 84, 104021 (2011).
28. S. Hod, Phys. Lett. B 668, 346 (2008).
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61. K. Düztaş and M. Jamil, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod.
Phys. 17, 2050207 (2020).

62. R. Yin, J. Liang and B. Mu, Phys. Dark Universe 32,
100831 (2021).

63. A.K. Ahmed, S. Shaymatov and B. Ahmedov, Phys. Dark
Universe 37, 101082 (2022).

64. S.J. Yang, Y.P. Zhang, S.W. Wei and Y.X. Liu J. High
Energy Phys. 2022, 66 (2022).

65. S. Shaymatov and N. Dadhich, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.
2023, 010 (2023).

66. B. Gwak, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 10, 012 (2021)
67. S. Shaymatov. B. Ahmedov and M. Jamil, Eur. Phys. J.
C 81, 1131 (2021).

68. F. Corelli, M. De Amicis, T. Ikeda, P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D
107, 044061 (2023).

69. H.M. Siahaan, P.C. Tijang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 32,
2250140 (2023)

70. C.M. Will, Astrophys. J. 191, 521 (1974).
71. J. Sorce and R.M. Wald, Phys. Rev. D 96, 104014 (2017).
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