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Abstract.
The spectrum of Hawking radiation from black holes can be partially observed due to the

spacetime curvature of the black hole behaving like a potential barrier. This spectrum can
be described by arranging the Klein-Gordon equation on curved spacetime into the Regge-
Wheeler equation. The transmission probabilities of Hawking radiation from this incident are
called the greybody factor. In this work, the greybody factor of a massive scalar field in
the Reissner-Nordström black hole is investigated using the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB)
approximation and rigorous bound methods. As a result, we found that transmission probability
and behavior of potential are directly related in such a way that the higher the potential the lower
the greybody factor. Both methods achieve a similar conclusion, which states that the greybody
factor and mass of the scalar field have an inverse relationship. This can be interpreted in a
similar way in quantum mechanics, namely the scalar field with the higher mass will encounter
a stronger interaction from the potential and then it is more difficult to penetrate through the
potential barrier.

1. Introduction
General Relativity (GR) provides the possibility of the existence of a mysterious object known
as a black hole. With observational data [1, 2], it suggests that black holes can exist in the
real world. Moreover, the observational data provide a way to constrain black hole parameters
characterized by any deviation from GR [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. These provide the reason why the study
of black holes receives much attention nowadays.

One of the most important characteristic behaviors is that black holes behave as thermal
systems. Particularly, black holes carry entropy and can emit a type of radiation called Hawking
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radiation [8, 9]. As a result, at the event horizon, the spectrum of the radiations from black
holes is the same as that of the black-body spectrum. By taking the curvature of spacetime into
account, the Hawking radiation is modified while propagating to spatial infinity. The greybody
factor is defined as the ratio of the radiation at spatial infinity to that from the emitter by
black holes. In fact, in terms of quantum mechanics, the greybody factor corresponds to the
transmission amplitude of the wave where the curvature of the spacetime due to the black hole
acts as the potential barrier.

The greybody factors from various kinds of spacetime geometry have been intensively
investigated by various methods. One of the proper choices intensively investigated in literature
is that of using WKB approximation [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. It provides a good
approximation for a simple form of spacetime geometries, and requires the higher potential,
or in other words, requires the high multipole. The other useful choice that allows us to study
the behavior of the greybody factor analytically is to investigate the greybody factor is to
consider the bound of the greybody factor instead of the exact one known as rigorous bound
method [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. In this paper, we are interested in investigating the
greybody factor as the massive scalar field emitted from the charged black hole by using WKB
approximation and rigorous bound methods. The results from both methods are compared in
order to find possible and useful ways to obtain, and analyze the behavior of the greybody factor.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, the Schrödinger-like equation for the radial
part of the considered massive scalar field is derived. The various methods of solving the
aforementioned equation for the greybody factor are discussed and the results are reported in
Sec. 3 for the WKB approximation and Sec. 4 for the rigorous bound methods. Sec. 5 is devoted
to conclusions.

2. Regge-Wheeler equation
Let us consider a massive scalar field Φ(xµ) on the static and spherically symmetric spacetime
which is simply described by the form of the line element:

ds2 = −f(R)dt2 + 1

f(R)
dR2 +R2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (1)

where f(R) is the horizon function. Note that this form of metric is obtained from the specific
condition on the components of the energy-momentum tensor T t

t = T R
R. The dynamics of the

field obey the Klein-Gordon equation:

1√
−g

∂µ
(
gµν

√
−g∂νΦ

)
−M2

ΦΦ = 0, (2)

where MΦ is the mass of the field. Employing the separation of variable method and imposing
the form of the field given by

Φ(t, R, θ, ϕ) = T (t)
ψ(R)

R
Θ(θ, ϕ) (3)

Plugging it into Eq. (2), one finds that the form of the temporal and angular parts satisfying
their own equations are, respectively, expressed as

T (t) = eiΩt, Θ(θ, ϕ) = Ylm(θ, ϕ), (4)

where Ω is a constant and Ylm(θ, ϕ) is the spherical harmonics with a non-negative integer l and
integer m where l ≥ |m|. As a result, the leftover is the radial part which can be written in the
Schrödinger-like equation as

d2ψ(R)

dR∗2 +
[
Ω2 − V (R)

]
ψ(R) = 0, (5)



with the potential V (R) given by

V (R) = f(R)

[
l(l + 1)

R2
+
f ′(R)

R
+M2

Φ

]
. (6)

Here, the tortoise coordinate R∗ is introduced as R∗ =
∫
|f(R)|−1dR. In this coordinate,

the black hole’s outer horizon Rh = GM +
√
G2M2 −GQ2 satisfying f(Rh) = 0 is mapped

to negative infinity R∗ → −∞. The prime denotes the derivative with respect to the radial
coordinate. Eq. (5) also known as the Regge-Wheeler equation describes the dynamics of the
field ψ through the potential barrier due to spacetime curvature with frequency (or energy) ω.

In this study, we are interested in the charged black hole described by the horizon function:

f(R) = 1− 2GM

R
+
GQ2

R2
, (7)

where M,Q and G are the mass of the black hole, electric charge, and Newton’s gravitational
constant, respectively. For convenience, let us work with the dimensionless variables by rescaling
the variable with M and G as follows:

r =
R

GM
, q =

Q

M
√
G
. (8)

The variables in the perturbation equation can be expressed in the dimensionless version as

ω = GMΩ, mΦ = GMMΦ, v(r) = G2M2V (R). (9)

The profiles of the potential for various values of the parameters are illustrated in Fig. 1. The
asymptotic values of the potential at the black hole’s outer horizon and spatial infinity can be,
respectively, determined as

v(r∗ → −∞) = v
(
r → rh = 1 +

√
1− q2

)
= 0, (10)

v(r∗ → ∞) = v(r → ∞) = m2
Φ. (11)

It is also observed that the potential can have local maximum and minimum points denoted
as vmax and vmin, respectively. The radial distance associated with vmax is always smaller than
that associated with vmin, i.e., rvmax < rvmin . Note also that the value of the potential at the
local minimum is always less than the value at asymptotic infinity, vmin < m2

Φ. However, the
maximum value vmax can be all less than, equal to, and greater than m2

Φ.
For varying the electric charge (see the top panels of Fig. 1), when the charge increases, the

extremum points of the potential shift to smaller radii and have higher values, and vice versa.
In addition, at the chargeless limit (corresponding to the Schwarzschild black hole), the trend
of the potential does not change.

As seen in the bottom panels of Fig. 1, the perturbed field’s mass is varied. It is interestingly
found that the local maximum and minimum points of the potential can coincide if mΦ is
sufficiently large. From the numerical analysis, by setting q = 0.1, the extremum points merges
when mΦ|vmax=vmin ≈ 0.250 at r ≈ 3.993 for l = 0, and mΦ|vmax=vmin ≈ 0.466 at r ≈ 5.263 for
l = 1. Therefore, if the field’s mass is larger than the critical value, the potential for given q and
l is a monotonically increasing function of r, and maximizes as v(r → ∞) = m2

Φ. In addition,
in the small-mass regime, one can split the field mass into two sub-regimes corresponding to
vmax > m2

Φ for smaller mass, vmax < m2
Φ for larger mass. For example, these two sub-regimes are

separated by the critical mass (given q = 1) as mΦ ≈ 0.193 for l = 0 and mΦ ≈ 0.398 for l = 1.
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Figure 1: Behaviors of potential for varying charge q with mΦ = 0.1 (top), and those for varying
field’s mass mΦ with q = 0.1 (bottom).

These are the significant differences between the massless and massive (with sufficiently large
mΦ) scenarios of the perturbed field. Another remark is that the potential is always non-negative
for any radius outside the black hole’s horizon.

So far, one can see that the curvature of the spacetime plays a role in the potential barrier. The
radial part of the wave function corresponding to the perturbed scalar field penetrates through
such a potential similar to the particle in the potential well in quantum mechanics. In the
next sections, we aim to determine the greybody factor which is equivalent to the transmission
probability using the WKB approximation and rigorous bound methods.

3. Greybody factors from WKB approximation method
The key idea of the WKB approximation is the use of series expansion to obtain the solution.
The coefficients of series expansion can be obtained by matching the solutions at the boundaries
in which the frequency of the particle is equal to the potential. Therefore, in order to perform
the calculation properly, one can separate the consideration into three cases; low-frequency,
intermediate-frequency, and high-frequency regimes of the particle. For the high-frequency case,
most of the particles can penetrate through the potential so that it is a trivial case. We will omit
the consideration for this case in this article. It is convenient to redefine the Schrödinger-like



equation in Eq. 5 as follows: (
d2

dr∗2
+Q

)
ψ = 0, (12)

where Q = ω2 − v(r).

3.1. Intermediate-frequency approximation ( ω2 ≈ vmax )
For the intermediate frequency approximation, one cannot apply the WKB method directly
since the solutions cannot be matched at the boundary. In order to overcome such obstruction,
one can expand the potential around the maximum point for the solution evaluated in the region
ω2 < vmax [10, 11, 12, 13]. By using this idea and following the procedure found in [12], the
greybody factor can be obtained as follows:

T =
1

1 + exp
[
2S(ω)

] , (13)

where the function S is written as

S(ω) = πk
1
2

[
1

2
z20 +

(
15

64
b23 −

3

16
b4

)
z40 +

(
1155

2048
b43 −

315

256
b23b4 +

35

128
b24 +

35

64
b3b5 −

5

32
b6

)
z60

]
+
π

k
1
2

[(
3

16
b4 −

7

64
b23

)
−
(
1365

2048
b43 −

525

256
b23b4 +

85

128
b24 +

95

64
b3b5 −

25

32
b6

)
z20

]
+O(ω). (14)

Note that shot-hand variables evaluated at the maximum of the potential can be defined as
follows

z20 = −Qmax

k
, k =

1

2

d2Q

dx2
, bn =

1

n!k

dnQ

dxn
, (15)

where O(ω) denotes the higher order terms.

3.2. Low-frequency approximation ( ω2 ≪ vmax )
In this case, the classical turning points where ω2 = v will be much farther apart compared
to the previous case and denoted by r1 (smaller radius) and r2 (larger radius). By using the
low-frequency approximation, the greybody factor can be expressed as [12]

T = exp

(
−2

∫ r2

r1

√
v − ω2 dr∗

)
(16)

From this expression, one can see that the turning points can be obtained by specifying the
value of ω. Therefore, we need to evaluate the greybody factor point by point. Moreover, since
the potential is complicated and cannot be analytically performed the integration, we will use
the numerical method for this case.

3.3. Results
By comparing the greybody factor to the shape of the potential, it is found that the results from
the WKB approximation are in the same trend as found in quantum mechanics. Specifically,
the higher the potential the lower the greybody factor. This can be illustrated in Fig 2. Note
that results from the WKB approximation provide a good estimation for the high value of l and
lower value of mΦ. This is due to the fact that at the lower value of l or higher value of mΦ, the
turning points of the potential are far from together. Therefore, the expansion of the potential
around the maximum may not be sufficiently valid. This is the reason why we choose l = 1 for
the plots in Fig. 2 even though the greybody factor from this mode is much lower than one for
the l = 0 mode. Note that the results of low-frequency approximation are in agreement with
one from intermediate-frequency approximation as shown in the left panel of Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: Greybody factor from WKB approximation for l = 1. the left panel the parameter q
is varied with mΦ = 0.1 while the right panel the parameter m is varied with q = 0.2. dots in
the left panel represent the results from low-frequency approximation.

4. Greybody factors from rigorous bound method
One of the other treatments in determining the greybody factor is the so-called rigorous bound
method [19, 20]. This method provides the lower bound of the greybody factor. The advantage is
the bound can be obtained in analytic form, unlike the results from the WKB method discussed
in the previous section. Based on Refs. [19, 20], the lower bound of the greybody factor is given
by

T ≥ sech2
(∫ ∞

−∞
ϑ dr∗

)
, (17)

where

ϑ =
1

2h(r∗)

√
h′(r∗)2 +

[
ω2 − v(r)− h(r∗)2

]2
, (18)

for some positive function h(r∗) satisfying

h(±∞) =
√
ω2 − v(±∞). (19)

In this study, we proposed two possible forms of the function h(r∗) in investigating the bound
on the greybody factor.

4.1. h =
√
ω2 − v

The bound of the greybody factor in Eq. (17) can be written as

T ≥ Tbound = sech2
(
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

|h′|
h

dr∗
)
, (20)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the tortoise coordinate r∗. Let us start
with the large-mass regime so that the potential is monotonically growing in r∗. It implies that
v′ > 0. One then knows that the derivative of the function h for this regime is always negative
since

h′ = − v′

2h
. (21)



The bound of the greybody factor Eq. (20) can be computed as

Tbound, (large mΦ) = sech2
(
−
∫ ∞

−∞

h′

2h
dr∗
)

=
4ω
√
ω2 −m2

Φ(
ω +

√
ω2 −m2

Φ

)2 . (22)

The property: sech
[
ln(x)

]
= 2x/(1 + x2) is also used in the above calculation. According to

the above result, this bound exists for the frequency satisfies ω ≥ mΦ. It is surprising that the
bound in such a regime depends only on the perturbed field’s mass.

For the small-mass regime, the behaviors of the function h can be split into three ranges of
r∗ as follows: −∞ < r∗ < rvmax , rvmax < r∗ < rvmin , and rvmin < r∗ <∞. The bound in Eq. (20)
for this regime can be computed as

Tbound, (small mΦ) = sech2
(
−1

2

∫ vmax

−∞

h′

h
dr∗ +

1

2

∫ vmin

vmax

h′

h
dr∗ − 1

2

∫ ∞

vmin

h′

h
dr∗
)

=
4ω
√
ω2 −m2

Φ

(
ω2 − vmax

) (
ω2 − vmin

)
[
(ω2 − vmax)

√
ω2 −m2

Φ + ω (ω2 − vmin)
]2 . (23)

It is easily checked that the bound in Eq. (22) can be recovered by taking vmax = vmin in Eq. (23).
When vmax > m2

Φ, the above expression seems to be negative in the range
√
vmin < ω <

√
vmax.

However, the condition ω <
√
vmax makes the function h =

√
ω2 − v not well-defined. The bound

of the greybody factor in Eq. (23) is, therefore, valid only in the range ω >
√
vmax (> mΦ).

On the other hand, when vmax < m2
Φ, the the bound exists in the same region of ω for

Tbound, (large mΦ), i.e., ω ≥ mΦ. It is worthwhile to note that the lower bound of the greybody
factor Tbound depends only on vmax and vmin, not explicitly on the shape of the potential. Hence,
it might be difficult to analyze the profile of the bound.

4.2. h =
√
ω2 − fm2

Φ

The bound of the greybody factor in Eq. (17) for this choice of the function h can be expressed
as follows:

T ≥ sech2
(
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

1

h

√
h′2 +

(
ω2 − v − h2

)2
dr∗
)

≥ sech2

(
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

1

h

√[
h′ +

(
ω2 − v − h2

)]2
dr∗

)

≥ sech2
(
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

1

h

(
|h′|+

∣∣ω2 − v − h2
∣∣)dr∗)

= sech2
[
ln(h)

2

∣∣∣∣∞
−∞

+

∫ ∞

−∞

fm2
Φ − v

2h
dr∗
]
≡ Tbound, (24)

To obtain the above result, we have used the fact that h′
(
ω2 − v − h2

)
> 0 in the second line

and the triangle inequality: |x+ y| ≤ |x|+ |y| in the third line. After integrating the argument
of the hyperbolic secant function in the last line of Eq. (24), the lower bound of the greybody
factor can written as

Tbound = sech2
[
X
]
, (25)



where

X =
1

4
ln

(
1−

m2
Φ

ω2

)
+

mΦq(ω
2 −m2

Φ) + y
√
m2

Φ − ω2 ln

(
q
√

m2
Φ−ω2−mΦ

q
√

m2
Φ−ω2+mΦ

)
2m3

Φq
3
√
ω2 −m2

Φ

+

mΦq ω(q
2 + rh)(q

2 − 2rh)− 2 y r2h
√
q2 − 2rh tanh−1

(
ω
√

q2−2rh−rh
√

m2
Φ−ω2

mΦq

)
2m3

Φq
3r3h

, (26)

with y = q2
[
(1 + l+ l2)m2

Φ − ω2
]
−m2

Φ. Moreover, the integrands X in the Schwarzschild limit
(q → 0) and the massless limit (mΦ → 0) can be, respectively, expressed as

lim
q→0

X =
1

4
ln

(
1−

m2
Φ

ω2

)
+
ω2
(
ω −

√
ω2 −m2

Φ

)
3m4

Φ

+

(
2
3 + l + l2

)√
ω2 −m2

Φ − (1 + l + l2)

2m2
Φ

,

(27)

lim
mΦ→0

X =
1

6r3hω

[
q2

2
+ 3

(
1

2
+ l + l2

)(
q2 − 2rh

)]
. (28)

Obviously, the bound Tbound can be explicitly written in terms of the parameters q, mΦ, and l.
It is noticed that the lower bound in Eq. (24) should be lower than those in Eqs. (22) and (23)
since the inequality properties have been applied for the sake of integrability. The behaviors
of the bounds of the greybody factor associated with both forms of the function h are shown
in Fig. 3. As illustrated by this figure, the bound associated with h =

√
ω2 − v is stronger

than that associated with h =
√
ω2 − fm2

Φ when ω is sufficiently high. On the other hand, in

the range of low ω, only the bound associated with h =
√
ω2 − fm2

Φ can exist. Hence, they

appropriately represent the bound of the greybody factor for different ranges of frequency.
To check the validity of the rigorous bound method, let us compare the bounds with the

results approximated by the WKB approximation method in Figs. 4 and 5. It is seen that
the bound for given the proposed form of the function h seems to be the proper bound of the
greybody factor. Therefore, the rigorous bound method is useful to deal with the problem
analytically.

5. Conclusion
In this study, we investigate the greybody factors associated with the massive scalar field on
the charged black hole spacetime. It was shown that the dynamics of (the radial part of) the
perturbed field can be described by the Regger-Wheeler equation (5) which is taken in the
Schrödinger-like form with the effective potential expressed in Eq. (6). One then can interpret
that the spacetime curvature acts as a barrier where the wave of the perturbed field penetrates
through it. As a general feature of the potential, it gets higher when either q and mΦ increases.
Interestingly, the potential can be the monotonically increasing function in r for the massive
scenario with sufficiently largemΦ. Unlike the massless scenario, it behaves only as a barrier-like
form.

The greybody factor for the corresponding wave function was determined using the WKB
approximation and rigorous bound methods. With the former method, the results shown in
Fig. 2 are reliable because they are in the same trend as the quantum particle does. The
greybody factor gets lower as either q or mΦ increases (causes the higher potential). Therefore,
this method provides a good approximation. According to this result, it is possible to conclude
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Figure 3: Lower bounds of greybody factor associated with h =
√
ω2 − v represented as solid

lines and h =
√
ω2 − fm2

Φ represented as dashed lines. The top panels are the plots for various

values of q with fixing mΦ = 0.1 while the bottom are those for various values of mΦ with fixing
q = 0.2.

that the perturbed field with higher mass will encounter a stronger interaction due to spacetime
curvature and then it is more difficult to penetrate through the potential barrier.

For the latter method, we found that the function h =
√
ω2 − fm2

Φ is appropriate to provide

the lower bound of the greybody factor in the low-frequency regime while h =
√
ω2 − v yields a

stronger bound in the intermediate-frequency regime. As compared these bounds to the results
from the WKB approximation method, we have investigated that the results from the rigorous
bound method are the proper bounds of the greybody factor.

It is important to remark that, in the large-mass regime as well as the l = 0 case, the WKB
seems to be inapplicable because the potential is not in a barrier-like form (see Ref. [16] for
further discussion). However, the rigorous bound method can deal with this situation. One
of the other advantages of the rigorous bound method is that the result (of the bound) is in
analytic expression, unlike the numerical result in the WKB approximation method. Therefore,
it might be a more powerful tool for studying the physical implications based on the black hole
perturbation theory.
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