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Abstract

Recently, magnetic reconnection has attracted considerable attention as a novel energy extraction

mechanism, relying on the rapid reconnection of magnetic field lines within the ergosphere. We

have investigated the properties of the energy extraction via magnetic reconnection in a Konoplya-

Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole spacetime with an extra deformation parameter. Our results

show that the positive deformation parameter expands the possible region of energy extraction

and improves the maximum power, maximum efficiency, and the maximum ratio of energy extrac-

tion between magnetic reconnection and the Blandford-Znajek process. This means that in the

Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole spacetime one can extract more energy via mag-

netic reconnection than in the Kerr black hole case. These effects of the deformation parameter may

provide valuable clues for future astronomical observations of black holes and verification of gravity

theories.
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I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity theoretically predicts the existence of black holes, and observations of gravitational waves

[1–5] as well as black hole images [6, 7] provide favorable experimental evidence for confirming their existence,

which ushering in a golden age of black hole physics research. Black holes, as the most fascinating and

intriguing entities in astrophysics, are notable not only for their extremely curved geometry and intensely

strong gravitational field but also for their pivotal role in explaining high-energy astrophysical phenomena,

such as active galactic nuclei (AGN)[8–11], gamma-ray bursts (GRB) [12–14], and ultraluminous X-ray binaries

[15], where an enormous amount of energy is released. Exploring the mechanisms of energy extraction from

black holes helps to uncover the underlying principles behind the generation of high-energy astrophysical

phenomena.

The most famous mechanism for extracting energy from black holes is the Penrose process [16], where the

energy is extracted from a rotating black hole through particle splitting. The incident particle 1 entering the

ergosphere splits into two particles 2 and 3. Subsequently, the particle 2 with negative energy passes across the

outer horizon and falls into the black hole, while the particle 3 escapes to infinity with more energy than that

of the incident particle 1. However, this process requires that the relative three-velocity between the particles

2 and 3 must satisfy the condition v > c/2 [17], which is relatively difficult to achieve experimentally. At the

same time, in order to achieve the highest possible energy extraction efficiency, particles split as close to the

event horizon as possible. Since these conditions are difficult to achieve and sustain in nature, the Penrose

process is insufficient to explain high-energy astrophysical phenomena. The magnetic Penrose process (MPP)

[18] indicates that when a black hole is surrounded by a magnetic field, the relative velocity condition for

particle splitting is easily satisfied, and the energy extraction efficiency of the MPP exceeds 100% in realistic

settings [19, 20]. The Blandford-Znajek (BZ) [21] process utilizes the interaction between a black hole and its

surrounding electromagnetic field to extract rotational energy from the rotating black hole, rather than through

particle splitting. Therefore, the MPP and BZ process are considered as excellent models for explaining the

energy mechanism of active galactic nucleus jets and gamma-ray burst central engines. In addition to the three

mechanisms mentioned above, there are several well-known energy extraction mechanisms, such as collisional

Penrose process [22], the magnetohydrodynamic Penrose process [23], Superradiant scattering [24] and so on.

Besides the previously mentioned mechanisms, recent researches (Koide and Arai [25]; Comisso and Asenjo

[26]) proposed a new mechanism for energy extraction from the ergosphere of the rotating black holes via mag-
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netic reconnection. Magnetic reconnection occurs in the plasma rotating around a black hole in the equatorial

plane. The frame-dragging effect generated by rapidly spinning black hole creates adjacent antiparallel mag-

netic field on the equatorial plane. This creates an equatorial current sheet is prone to fast plasmoid-mediated

magnetic reconnection, which converts magnetic energy into kinetic energy of the plasma and generates a pair

of plasma outflows in opposite directions in the reconnection layer [26]. One part of the plasma carries a lot

of negative energy and falls into the black hole event horizon along retrograde orbit, while the other part of

the plasma with positive energy escapes to infinity along prograde orbit, thus achieving energy extraction.

Comisso and Asenjo [26] show that under conditions of of high spin and strong magnetization of the plasma

in Kerr black hole, the maximum efficiency of the energy extraction via magnetic reconnection in the ergo-

sphere can reach 3/2 [26]. Researchs on energy extraction via magnetic reconnection have extended to various

rotating compact objects [27–40], which provides valuable material for verifying gravity theories.

In this paper, we will study energy extraction via magnetic reconnection in Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-

Kerr black hole [41]. The Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr metric exhibits some non-negligible deviation

from Kerr spacetime. It has been found that the Kerr metric with these deviations can also yield the same

frequencies of black-hole ringing [41], which leaves a window open for the alternative theories beyond general

relativity. Moreover, the constraints from quasi-periodic oscillations [42]and the iron line [43]also support

that a real astrophysical black hole could be described by Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr metric.

Therefore, it is necessary to further explore the features of the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr metric

through various processes to distinguish this theory from general relativity. The energy extraction via the

Penrose process in Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black holes [44] show that he maximum efficiency

of the energy extraction process of black hole with superspinning is greatly improved when the deformation

parameter is close to zero, which is much higher than the Kerr case. Therefore, we will investigate energy

extraction via magnetic reconnection in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole, analyzing the

impact of the deformation parameter on energy extraction efficiency. We will then compare the results with

those from energy extraction via magnetic reconnection in the Kerr black hole and the Penrose process in a

Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole. This comparison will allow us to examine the differences in

energy extraction between these different black holes and processes, and to provide insights into their distinct

characteristics, which offers additional information and multiple perspectives to test the deviation from Kerr

black hole in general relativity.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we briefly review the metric of the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating
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non-Kerr black hole and calculated several characteristic orbital radii related to energy extraction, including

the horizon radius, the redshift radius, and the photosphere radius. In Sec.III, we investigate the magnetic

reconnection of Konolya-Zhidenko rotating non Kerr black hole and clarify the possible parameter regions

where energy extraction can occur. In Sec.IV, we calculate the power and efficiency via magnetic reconnection.

Finally, we present a brief summary.

II. THE KONOPLYA-ZHIDENKO ROTATING NON-KERR BLACK HOLE SPACETIME

In the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the metric of a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole can

be written as follows [41]:

ds2 = −
(

1− 2Mr + η
r

ρ2

)

dt2 +
ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2dθ2 +

A

ρ2
sin2 θdφ2 − 2

(

2Mr + η
r

)

a sin2 θ

ρ2
dtdφ, (1)

with

ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 − η

r
, A = (r2 + a2)2 − a2∆sin2 θ, (2)

whereM denotes the mass of black hole and a represents the rotation parameter. The deformation parameter

η describes the deviations from the Kerr spacetime. When the deformation parameter absent, this metric

reduces to the Kerr black hole. Obviously, the presence of the deformation parameter η does not change the

asymptotic structure of spacetime at the spatial infinite, but modifies the behavior of spacetime in the strong

field region.

Initially, we will perform a detailed analysis of a series of characteristic surfaces and their orbital radii related

to magnetic reconnection and energy extraction, including the horizon, the the infinite redshift surface, and

the photosphere. The region of the ergosphere defined by the outer event horizon and the outer infinite

redshift surface is where magnetic reconnection occurs, making it crucial for extracting rotational energy from

a rotating black hole. For a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole, the horizons of the black hole

are defined by the equation

r3 − 2Mr2 + a2r − η = 0, (3)

and the infinite redshift surface is defined by the equation

r3 − 2Mr2 + a2r cos2 θ − η = 0. (4)

The variation of the event horizon radius and the infinite redshift surface with the deformation parameter η

in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole was discussed [44]. As η increases, the ergosphere in
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the equatorial plane becomes thinner. In the case of a > M and when positive η approaches zero, the outer

horizon radius becomes very small, making the ergosphere in the equatorial plane much thicker than in the

case of a < M . At this point, the maximum efficiency of Penrose process in this rotating non-Kerr black hole

become almost unlimited.

Another characteristic orbit plays an important role in magnetic reconnection, which is the photon orbit

with µ = 0. The Hamiltonian of a photon propagation along null geodesics in a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating

non-Kerr black hole spacetime can be expressed as

H(x, p) =
1

2
gµν(x)pµpν = 0. (5)

There are two conserved quantities for photon propagation: E, the energy of the photon, and Lφ, its angular

momentum in the φ direction.

E = −pt = −gttṫ− gtφφ̇,

Lφ = pφ = gtφṫ+ gφφφ̇. (6)

With these conserved quantities, the null geodesics for a photon can be further simplified as

dt

dτ
= E +

(

a2E − aLφ + Er2
) (

2Mr2 + η
)

∆ρ2r
(7)

dφ

dτ
=

aE sin2 θ
(

2Mr2 + η
)

+ a2Lφr cos
2 θ − Lφ

(

2Mr2 − r3 + η
)

∆ρ2r sin2 θ
, (8)

ρ4
(

dr

dτ

)2

= R(r) = −∆K +
[

aLφ −
(

r2 + a2
)

E
]2
, (9)

ρ4
(

dθ

dτ

)2

= Θ = K − 1

sin2 θ
(Lφ − aE sin2 θ)2, (10)

where the quantity K is the constant of separation associating with the hidden symmetries of the spacetime.

According to the conditions for photon circular orbits R(r) = 0 and R′(r) = 0, combined with the definition

of impact parameters ξ =
Lφ

E and σ = K
E2 , one can obtain

ξ =
a2

(

η − 2Mr2 − 2r3
)

+ 6Mr4 + 5ηr2 − 2r5

a (2r3 − 2Mr2 + η)
,

σ =
16r5

(

r3 + a2r − 2Mr2 − η
)

(2r3 − 2Mr2 + η)
2

.

(11)

For the case of photon propagates on the equatorial plane, its motion satisfies

Θ|θ= 1

2

= 0. (12)

From Eqs. (10), (11) and (12), we find that the radius rph of the unstable photon circular orbits on the
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equatorial plane can be given by

(2r3 − 6Mr2 − 5η)2 − 8a2(2Mr3 + 3ηr) = 0. (13)

This study is based on the simplified assumption that magnetic reconnection occurs in plasma rotating along

circular orbits around a black hole in the equatorial plane. According to the above conditions for circular

orbits and the r-component of the Euler-Lagrange equation, the Keplerian angular velocity ΩK = dφ/dτ
dt/dτ can

be expressed as

ΩK =

√

2Mr2 + 3η

a
√

2Mr2 + 3η ±
√
2r5

. (14)

The upper sign indicates prograde orbits, whereas the lower sign corresponds to retrograde orbits.

III. ENERGY EXTRACTION VIA MAGNETIC RECONNECTION MECHANISM

In this section, we will investigate the energy extraction of the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole under magnetic reconnection, and analyze the influence of the deformation parameter on energy extrac-

tion and further explore the differences by comparing the research results with those in the Kerr case. For

convenience, we will calculate and analyze the plasma energy density in the Zero Angular Momentum Observer

(ZAMO) frame. The line element in this frame appears as in Minkowski spacetime, written as

ds2 = −dt̂2 +
3

∑

i=1

(

dx̂i
)2

= ηµνdx̂
µdx̂ν , (15)

The transformation between the BL frame(dt, dx1, dx2, dx3) and the ZAMO frame(dt̂, dx̂1, dx̂2, dx̂3) is ex-

pressed as

dt̂ = αdt, dx̂i =
√
giidx

i − αβidt, (16)

where

α =

√

−gtt +
g2φt
gφφ

=

(

∆ρ2

A

)1/2

, βφ =

√
gφφω

φ

α
=
ωφ

α

(

A

ρ2

)1/2

sin θ, (17)

here α is the lapse function, βi =
(

0, 0, βφ
)

is the shift vector, and ωφ = −gφt/gφφ means the angular velocity

of the frame dragging. According to Equation (16), we can obtain the transformation of vectors between the

two frames as follows:

ψ̂0 = αψ0, ψ̂i =
√
giiψ

i − αβiψ0. (18)
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During magnetic reconnection, the breaking and reconnection of magnetic field lines release a substantial

amount of energy, and the plasma escapes from the reconnection layer with this energy. When part of the

plasma carrying negative energy fall into the black hole, while another part carrying positive energy manages

to escape the black hole and travel to infinity, it is possible to steal energy from the black hole. Next, we

would like to analyze the feasibility conditions for energy extraction from the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating

non-Kerr black hole via magnetic reconnection. Under the one-fluid approximation, the energy-momentum

tensor T µν of the plasma, can be expressed as

T µν = pgµν + wUµUν + Fµ
δ F

νδ − 1

4
gµνF ρδFρδ, (19)

here, p, w, Uµ and Fµν respectively represent plasma pressure, enthalpy density, 4-velocity and electromagnetic

tensor. According to definition of the “energy-at-infinity” density, we have

e∞ = −αgµ0T µ0 = αê + αβφP̂φ, (20)

where the total energy density ê and the azimuthal component of the momentum density P̂φ are given by

ê = wγ̂2 − p+
B̂2 + Ê2

2
,

P̂φ = wγ̂2v̂φ + (B̂ × Ê)φ,

(21)

here, γ̂ = Û0 =
[

1−
∑3

i=1

(

dv̂i
)2
]−1/2

, B̂i = ǫijkF̂jk/2, Ê
i = ηij F̂j0 = F̂i0 and v̂φ respectively represent the

Lorentz factor, the components of the electric and magnetic fields, and the velocity of the plasma flowing out

of the reconnection layer in the ZAMO frame.

The energy-at-infinity density could be separated into e∞ = e∞hyd + e∞em, where e∞hyd and e∞em represent the

hydrodynamic component and the electromagnetic component, respectively, and they are given by

e∞hyd = αêhyd + αβφωγ̂2v̂φ, (22)

e∞em = αêem + αβφ(B̂ × Ê)φ. (23)

êhyd and êem are respectively the hydrodynamic and electromagnetic energy densities in the ZAMO frame.

Considering that in the magnetic reconnection process, most of the magnetic energy is converted into the

kinetic energy of the plasma, the contribution of e∞em in the total energy can be ignored, which leads to

e∞ ≈ e∞hyd. Additionally, assuming that the plasma element is incompressible and adiabatic, the energy-at-

infinity density can be rewritten as[25]

e∞ = αωγ̂
(

1 + βφv̂φ
)

− αp

γ̂
. (24)
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For the convenience of analyzing local reconnection process, one can introduce the local rest frame xµ′ =

(x0′, x1′, x2′, x3′) to study the bulk plasma rotating with Keplerian angular velocity in the equatorial plane,

where the directions of x1′ and x3′ in the local rest frame are parallel to the radial x1 = r and azimuthal

direction x3 = φ, respectively. According to the transformation Equation (16), the Keplerian angular velocity

observed in the ZAMO frame is given by

v̂K =
dx̂φ

dx̂t
=

√
gφφdx

φ − αβφdxt

αdxt
=

√
gφφ

α
ΩK − βφ. (25)

Considering ”relativistic adiabatic incomprehensible ball approach” and assuming a relativistically hot

plasma with a polytropic index Γ = 3/4, the energy at infinity per enthalpy can be expressed in accordance

with ǫ∞± = e∞/w as follows[26]:

ǫ∞± = αγ̂K

[

(

1 + βφv̂K
)√

1 + σ0 ± cos ξ
(

βφ + v̂K
)√

σ0 −
√
1 + σ0 ∓ cos ξv̂K

√
σ0

4γ̂2K (1 + σ0 − cos2 ξv̂2Kσ0)

]

, (26)

where symbols + and − represent plasma particles undergoing acceleration and deceleration, respectively es-

caping from the reconnection layer with co-rotating and counter-rotating outflow directions. The correspond-

ing Lorentz factor denoted as γ̂K = 1/
√

1− v̂2K . The plasma magnetization upstream of the reconnection layer

is given by σ0 = B2
0/w0. From Eq.(26), we can deduce that the hydrodynamic energy at infinity per enthalpy

is a function of the critical parameters (a,M, η, σ0, ξ, r), where r indicates the location of the reconnection

point, denoted as the X-point. Additionally, ξ represents the orientation angle between the magnetic field

lines and the azimuthal direction in the equatorial plane. Many studies have shown that the energy-at-infinity

per enthalpy via magnetic reconnection favors smaller values of the angle ξ [27, 32, 33]. Therefore, we sets

ξ = π/12 to study the effect of deformation parameters η on energy extraction. The existence of deformation

parameters in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole expands the range of the rotation param-

eter a, allowing it to be greater than M . When the rotation parameter a > M , the deformation parameter

must satisfy the condition η > 0; When the rotation parameter a < M , the deformation parameter must

satisfy the condition η > ηc = − 2

27

(√
4M2 − 3a2 + 2M

)2 (√
4M2 − 3a2 −M

)

to ensure the existence of the

horizon and the ergosphere, which is crucial for energy extraction.

In Fig.1, we present the change of the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞± with the plasma magnetization

parameter σ0 for different rotation parameter a, dominant X-point location r and deformation parameter η.

We take the value of a and η in the range where the existence of the horizon is ensured. Fig.1 shows that

regardless of the values of the rotation parameter and the deformation parameter, the energy at infinity per

enthalpy ǫ∞+ increases with the plasma magnetization parameter σ0, while ǫ
∞
− decreases except the region
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FIG. 1: The change of the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞± with the plasma magnetization parameter σ0 for different
rotation parameter a, dominant X-point location r and deformation parameter η, we set M = 1.

where σ0 is small. Therefore, we assume that the ion magnetization parameter σ0 = 100 to investigate the

influence of deformation parameters η on the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞± .
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FIG. 2: The change of the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞± with the deformation parameter η for different rotation
parameter a and dominant X-point location r. The dashed and solid lines correspond to the energy at infinity per
enthalpy ǫ∞+ and ǫ∞− . We set σ0 = 100 and M = 1.

In Fig.2, we present the change of the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞± with the deformation parameter η

for different rotation parameter a. We found that when the value of the dominant X-point location r is slightly

greater thanM , the energy at infinity per enthalpy of the accelerated plasma ǫ∞+ increases with the deformation

parameters η; the decelerated part ǫ∞− slowly increases with the deformation parameter in the cases a = 0.9
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and a = 1.05, but it first slowly decreases and then sharply increases with the deformation parameter in the

case with a = 1.2. It is worth noting that when the rotation parameter M < a ≤ 2
√
3

3
M ≈ 1.155M and

the dominant X-point location is slightly greater(or smaller) than rc which is determined by the maximum(or

second largest) value in the numerical solution of equation a
√

2Mr3c + 3ηcrc +
√
2(r3c − 2Mr2c − ηc) = 0, the

values of the energy at infinity per enthalpy of the accelerated plasma ǫ∞+ and the decelerated part ǫ∞− are

close to opposite numbers, so their sum tends to be close to zero. This implies that ǫ∞+ is much greater than

the sum of ǫ∞+ and ǫ∞− , which is different from the characteristics in Kerr black holes and may introduce new

features to the energy extraction results of the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole. Similarly

to the Penrose process, in order to extract energy from the black hole through magnetic reconnection, it

is anticipated that the decelerated plasma should exhibit negative energy as observed at infinity, while the

accelerated plasma is expected to have positive energy, surpassing its rest mass and thermal energy. Thus,

the conditions of extracting energy can be expressed as [26]

ǫ∞− < 0, and ∆ǫ∞+ = ǫ∞+ −
(

1− Γ

Γ− 1

p

ω

)

= ǫ∞+ > 0. (27)

From Fig.2, it can be seen that the value of the energy at infinity per enthalpy of the accelerated plasma ǫ∞+

in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole is always positive, so we only need to consider the

condition ǫ∞− < 0.

To study energy extraction via the magnetic reconnection mechanism, it is essential to clarify the possible

parameter regions where energy extraction can occur. We have combined the outer horizon, photosphere,

outer infinite redshift surface, and the energy conditions from Eq.(27) to create Fig.3 and Fig.4, further

analyzing the effects of the plasma magnetization parameter σ0, the rotating parameter a and deformation

parameter η on these possible parameter regions of the phase space (a, r) and (η, r). The blue shaded areas

from light to dark in the figures represent the regions corresponding to the plasma magnetization parameter

σ0 = 1, 5, 10, 100 that satisfy the condition ǫ∞− < 0. Fig.3 and Fig.4 shows the possible regions expand with

increasing parameter σ0 which is the same as in the Kerr case. A portion of the blue shaded areas lies below

the outer horizon, indicating that their radii are smaller than the outer horizon’s. Therefore, this part cannot

achieve energy extraction and should be excluded from the possible regions. We primarily focus on the blue

shaded areas with radii situated in the ergosphere, between the outer horizon and the infinite redshift surface.

In Fig.3, for the case with η ≤ 0, under the condition of the ergosphere, most of the blue shaded areas on the

right and below that are located without the outer horizon must be excluded. As the deformation parameter
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FIG. 3: Regions of the phase space (a, r) that satisfy the condition ǫ∞− < 0. The blue shaded areas from light to dark
correspond to ǫ∞+ > 0 for the plasma magnetization parameter σ0 = 1, 5, 10, 100. The thick black solid line, red dashed
line, and dot-dashed line correspond to the radius of the outer horizon, photosphere, and the outer infinite redshift
surface, respectively. We set M = 1.

η decreases, the possible regions of the phase space (a, r) gradually shift to the upper left and contract,

becoming smaller than the possible region in the Kerr case. In this scenario, the dominant X-point location

needs to satisfy r ≥M and a ≤M . For the case with η > 0, the ergosphere exists for a > Mand the possible

region expands to r < M and a > M , which extends beyond the phase space (a, r) in the Kerr black hole.

Especially when 0 < η < 8

27
, as the rotating parameter a increase, the outer horizon and photosphere radii

will experience a sharp drop to very small values, and the possible region of the phase space (a, r) will rapidly

expand to the range with small r. This situation of thick ergosphere and small X-points will yield unique

results for energy extraction research in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole. In Fig.4, as

the rotating parameter a increases, the possible regions of the phase space (η, r) gradually shift to the upper

right and expand. For a highly rotating black hole with a > M and the positive deformation parameter

approaches to zero, the possible region (η, r) can expand to a radius r that is very small or even close to

zero. Especially when M < a < 2
√
3

3
M , the radius of outer horizon and photosphere increases abruptly with

the deformation parameter, and the possible region (η, r) forms a narrow strip near η = 0. To conclude, the

existence of the deformation parameter η in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole significantly

expands the possible regions for energy extraction via the magnetic reconnection mechanism, extending into

the areas where a > M and r < M that have not been involved in the Kerr black hole case. The energy
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FIG. 4: Regions of the phase space (η, r) that satisfy the condition ǫ∞− < 0. The blue shaded areas from light to dark
correspond to ǫ∞+ > 0 for the plasma magnetization parameter σ0 = 1, 5, 10, 100. The thick black solid line, red dashed
line, and dot-dashed line correspond to the radius of the outer horizon, photosphere, and the outer infinite redshift
surface, respectively. We set M = 1.

extraction power and efficiency through magnetic reconnection in this region are likely to exhibit fascinating

characteristics.

IV. POWER AND EFFICIENCY VIA MAGNETIC RECONNECTION

In this section, we will investigate energy extraction from a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole via magnetic reconnection and analyze the impact of the deformation parameter η on both the energy

extraction power and efficiency. It is important to emphasize that both energy efficiency and power depend on

the negative energy of decelerated plasma absorbed by a black hole within a unit of time. The power Pextr of

energy extraction per enthalpy via magnetic reconnection from Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole can be evaluated as [26]

Pextr = −ǫ∞−w0AinUin, (28)

where the reconnection in flow four-velocity Uin = O
(

10−1
)

and O
(

10−2
)

for the collisionless and collisional

regimes. The cross-sectional area of the inflowing plasma Ain can be estimated as Ain ∼ (r2∞ − r2ph). From

Eq.(28), it can be seen that power is related to four parameters: the deformation parameter η, the rota-

tion parameter a, the dominant X-point location r and the plasma magnetization parameter σ0. In Fig.5,



13

σ0=$%

σ0=$%
2

σ0=10
3

σ0=10
4

σ0=10
5

1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 &'( 2.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

)'*

0.8

1.0

r

P
e
x
tr

+ = 0.1, a = 0.9

(a)

σ0=,-

σ.=,-
2

σ0=10
3

σ0=10
4

σ0=10
5

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

r

P
e
x
tr

/ = 0.1, a = 1.0

(b)

σ0=23

σ4=23
2

σ0=10
3

σ0=10
4

σ0=10
5

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10

100

1000

r

P
e
x
tr

= 0.1, a = 1.05015

(c)

σ0=56

σ7=56
2

σ0=10
3

σ0=10
4

σ0=10
5

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10

100

1000

r

P
e
x
tr

= 0.1, a = 1.2

(d)

FIG. 5: The change of power Pextr with the dominant X-point location r for different rotation parameter a and plasma
magnetization parameter σ0. The black dashed lines represent the photosphere rph. We set M = 1.

with the deformation parameter η = 0.1 fixed, the power increases with the plasma magnetization param-

eter σ0 and first increases then decreases with the dominant X-point location r. Using the definition of

ηc mentioned earlier, the critical value of the rotation parameter ac is determined by solving the equation

η = − 2

27

(

√

4M2 − 3a2c + 2M
)2 (

√

4M2 − 3a2c −M
)

. For a > ac, the maximum power approaches a thou-

sand, which is far greater than the tens shown in the Kerr case. This characteristic indicates that the spacetime

modifications caused by the deformation parameter η have increased the maximum power and are likely to

further affect the energy extraction efficiency. Significantly, in Fig.5(c), when a is slightly greater than the

critical value ac, there will be a sudden decrease in the power curve due to a sudden change in its energy

at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞− , as shown in the last one of Fig.2(d). In Fig.6-7, with the plasma magnetization

parameter σ0 = 100 fixed, we plot the curves of power variation with the dominant X-point location r and the

deformation parameter η. In Fig.6, for η < 0, the power increases with the rotation parameter a. For η > 0,

the peak power significantly increases for large a and continues to rise as η increases. In Fig.7, the curve

drawn from purple to red corresponds to r = 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5. For the rotation parameter a ≤ M , the

power decreases with the deformation parameter η. However, for a > M , the power initially increases slowly
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FIG. 6: The change of power Pextr with the dominant X-point location r for different rotation parameter a and
deformation parameter η. We set σ0 = 100 and M = 1.

and then sharply decreases to zero with the deformation parameter η increases. Notably, when the rotation

parameter M < a < 2
√
3

3
M , the curve exhibits a sudden drop in the middle. This is due to the fact that as

the deformation parameter increases, the photosphere radii rapidly grown from a very small value close to M ,

causing a sudden decrease in the cross-sectional area of the inflowing plasma Ain and leading to a sharp drop

in the power of magnetic reconnection.

Through the process of magnetic reconnection, most of the magnetic energy is converted into the kinetic

energy of the plasma. The plasma with the energy at infinity per enthalpy ǫ∞+ and ǫ∞− escapes from the

reconnection layer along the outflow directions of corotating and counter rotating motions. If the plasma

particles with negative energy ǫ∞− fall past the outer event horizon into the black hole along the corotating

direction while the plasma particles with positive energy ǫ∞+ escapes to infinity along the counter rotating

direction and carry away more energy, the efficiency of energy extraction via magnetic reconnection can be

defined as [26]

χ =
ǫ∞+

ǫ∞+ + ǫ∞−
, (29)

In Fig.8-9, we plot the variation of the efficiency of the energy extraction via magnetic reconnection with the

dominant X-point location r and the deformation parameter η from a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr
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black hole. From Fig.8(a)-(c), we observe that the efficiency of energy extraction initially increases and then

decreases with the dominant X-point location r, resulting in a peak in the middle of the curve. When the

deformation parameter η ≤ 0, this peak increases with a. However, when η > 0, the rotation parameter a can

extend beyond the region where a > M , and the peak initially rises then decreases with a . In Fig.8(d), when

0 < η ≤ 8

27
and a is slightly greater than ac, the curve exhibits a distinctive phenomenon of discontinuous

intervals, with the endpoints of these intervals showing a sharp increase in efficiency towards infinity. This

occurs because ǫ∞+ + ǫ∞− and the efficiency becomes negative within the discontinuous interval, while at the

discontinuous endpoints, ǫ∞+ + ǫ∞− tends towards zero and the efficiency approaching an almost unlimited

value. In Fig.9(a)-(c), the curve drawn from purple to red corresponds to r = 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5. At the

fixed dominant X-point location r > M , the efficiency decreases with the deformation parameter η in the

cases of a = 0.9 and a = 1.0, but it first increases and then decreases with the deformation parameter in

the cases of a = 1.05 and a = 1.2. In Fig.9(d), when the rotation parameter M < a ≤ 2
√
3

3
M and the

dominant X-point location r is slightly greater than rc, the efficiency increases first and then decreases with

the deformation parameter, and its peak can reach so high that it is almost unlimited as shown in Fig.8(d).

The energy extraction efficiency under magnetic reconnection in Kerr black hole can only approach 3/2[26],

indicating that the existence of deformation parameter η in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole greatly raises the upper limit of energy extraction efficiency under magnetic reconnection. The Penrose
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FIG. 8: The variation of the efficiency of the energy extraction via magnetic reconnection with the dominant X-point
location r. We set σ0 = 100 and M = 1.

process in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole also yielded similar results, with the maximum

efficiency approaching an almost unlimited value as the positive deformation parameter approaches zero and

the incident particle splits near the horizon[44]. Since the maximum efficiency of energy extraction via magnetic

reconnection requires the dominant X-point location to be close to rc rather than the extremely small event

horizon radius, achieving maximum efficiency through the magnetic reconnection process can be easier than

the Penrose process.

Next, we will compare the power extracted from a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole via

magnetic reconnection with the Blandford-Znajek process. The Blandford-Znajek process extracts rotational

energy through a magnetic field threading the event horizon of a black hole, and the rate of energy extraction

is expressed as:

PBZ ≃ κΦ2
BH

(

Ω2
H + ζ1Ω

4
H + ζ2Ω

6
H

)

, (30)

where ζ1 ≈ 1.38 and ζ2 ≈ −9.2 are the numerical coefficients and κ ≈ 0.05 is a numerical constant related to

the magnetic field configuration. The angular velocity at the event horizon of Konoplya-Zhidenko black hole

formulated as ΩH = a/(r2++a2). The magnetic flux passing through one hemisphere of the black hole horizon
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FIG. 10: The variation of the power ratio between magnetic reconnection and the Blandford-Znajek process with the
deformation parameter η and the plasma magnetization parameter σ0. We set M = 1.

can be expressed as ΦBH = 1

2

∫

θ

∫

φ |Br|dAθφ ∼ π
∫ π

0
|Br|√−gdθ ∼ 2π(r2+ + a2)B0 sin ξ. Therefore, the power

ratio between magnetic reconnection and the Blandford-Znajek process can be written as [27]

Pextr

PBZ

∼ −4ǫ∞−AinUin

πκσ0(r2+ + a2)2 sin2 ξ (Ω2
H + ζ1Ω4

H + ζ2Ω6
H)
. (31)

In Fig.10(a),the curve drawn from purple to red corresponds to r = 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7 with a = 0.99. For
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the rotation parameter a ≤ M , the power ratio between magnetic reconnection and the Blandford-Znajek

process decreases with the deformation parameter η, indicating that the presence of this parameter in the

Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole reduces the ratio compared to the Kerr case. In Fig.10(b),

we plot the curve of the ratio as a function of the plasma magnetization parameter σ0. For the rotation

parameter a > M , the dominant X-point location can be extended to small value, and the ratio increases

significantly, becoming much greater than that in the Kerr black hole.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper we have investigated the energy extraction through the magnetic reconnection from a

Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole with an extra deformation parameter, analyzed the influence

of deformation parameter on the possible region of the phase space, the power, the efficiency, and the power

ratio of energy extraction in magnetic reconnection.

Firstly, to study energy extraction via the magnetic reconnection mechanism, it is essential to clarify the

possible parameter regions where energy extraction can occur. For the case with η ≤ 0 , the rotation parameter

of the black hole is limited to a ≤ M , and the possible region of the phase space (a, r) for energy extraction

shrinks as the deformation parameter increases. For the case with η > 0, the black hole can exhibit the

superspinning case with a > M , allowing the phase space to extend into a wider area with a > M and r < M ,

which are beyond the phase space (a, r) in a Kerr black hole. The energy extraction power and efficiency

through magnetic reconnection in this expansion region are likely to exhibit fascinating characteristics.

Then we find that the power through the magnetic reconnection mechanism from a Konoplya-Zhidenko

rotating non-Kerr black hole increases first and then decreases with the dominant X-point location r. For the

case with a ≤ M , the power decreases with the deformation parameter η. For the superspinning case with

a > M , the power initially increases slowly and then sharply decreases with η. The maximum power in the

Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole approaches a thousand, which is greater than the Kerr case.

Especially when the rotation parameter M < a < 2
√
3

3
M , there is a sudden drop in power due to the sharply

increases in the radius of the photosphere as the deformation parameter increases.

The efficiency of the energy extraction via the magnetic reconnection initially increases and then decreases

with the dominant X-point location r. At the fixed dominant X-point location r > M , the efficiency decreases

with the deformation parameter η in cases with a higher rotation parameter a, but in superspinning cases,

it first increases and then decreases with η. When the rotation parameter M < a ≤ 2
√
3

3
M , the maximum
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efficiency can become nearly unlimited, which is far greater than the maximum efficiency of 3/2 in Kerr black

hole. This indicates that the existence of deformation parameter in a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr

black hole significantly raises the upper limit of energy extraction efficiency. Since the maximum efficiency

of energy extraction via magnetic reconnection requires the dominant X-point location close to rc, while the

Penrose process requires particle splitting to occur as close as possible to the extremely small event horizon,

achieving maximum efficiency through the magnetic reconnection process can be easier than through the

Penrose process in a Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole.

Finally, we calculated the power ratio between magnetic reconnection and the Blandford-Znajek process.

For the case with a ≤ M , the power ratio decreases with the deformation parameter η, indicating that the

presence of the deformation parameter reduces the ratio in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole. For the superspinning case with a > M , the dominant X-point location can be extended to a smaller

value and the ratio increases significantly, becoming much greater than the Kerr case.

In conclusion, the positive deformation parameters in the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black hole

expand the possible region of energy extraction via magnetic reconnection to a > M and r < M , improving

the maximum power, maximum efficiency, and the maximum ratio between magnetic reconnection and the

Blandford-Znajek process of energy extraction. Therefore, the Konoplya-Zhidenko rotating non-Kerr black

hole can extract more energy via magnetic reconnection than Kerr black hole. These effects of the deformation

parameter may provide valuable clues for future astronomical observations of black holes and verification of

gravity theories.
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