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In this work, we investigate the tidal deformability of regular black holes (RBHs). Employing different phe-
nomenological models, we analyze their response to both test fields and gravitational perturbations, interpreting
the latter within the framework of Einstein’s field equations in the presence of an appropriate exotic matter dis-
tribution. Numerical and analytical methods reveal that RBHs exhibit non-trivial tidal responses, influenced by
their regularization parameters and exotic matter distributions. The results obtained for test fields and gravita-
tional perturbations are in qualitative agreement. This hints at the possibility that similar conclusions could hold
if these spacetimes were interpreted as solutions of a modified gravitational action. Our findings suggest that
RBHs possess distinct, though subtle, tidal signatures, which may serve as observational probes of their internal
structure in gravitational wave detections.

I. INTRODUCTION

A spacetime singularity marks a fundamental breakdown in the structure of spacetime. In the framework of general relativity,
singularities are not just theoretical possibilities; they are unavoidable in specific scenarios, such as in the gravitational collapse
or in the past evolution of an expanding universe [1, 2]. These singularities lead to a loss of predictability and challenge the
viability of general relativity in such high-energy scenarios, underscoring the need for a theory that unifies gravity and quantum
mechanics.
One approach to addressing the singularity problem in black holes suggests that quantum gravity–or, more generally, new
physics–modifies their internal structure at a characteristic scale ℓ, effectively resolving the central singularity. Although the
exact form of quantum gravity remains unknown, several phenomenological models have been developed in which the singularity
is replaced by a more regular structure. This leads to the concept of regular black holes (RBHs). In spherical symmetry there
exist two families of such solutions: in the first, the singularity is replaced by a hypersurface of minimum radius, acting as
a wormhole throat hidden within the event horizon, as in the Simpson–Visser model [3]; in the second family, that includes
Bardeen-like models [4–6], one introduces an inner horizon that shields a non-singular maximally symmetric core, avoiding the
singular breakdown at the center. Notably, it can be demonstrated that these two families of solutions encompass all possible
regularized, spherically symmetric black hole spacetimes [7]. For both types, depending on the value of the regularization
parameter ℓ, configurations with or without horizons can arise. These insights hint at a promising avenue for understanding
black holes within a quantum framework, potentially reshaping our views of their inner structures and the nature of singularities
in extreme gravitational settings. Note that, while the two families of models considered in this work encompass all possible
spherically symmetric regular black holes (regular objects with a horizon), a vast plethora of alternative horizonless models
can be constructed. Some examples are gravastars [8], fuzzballs [9, 10], semiclassical stars [11, 12], frozen stars [13], and
others [14–16]. Their phenomenology, including their tidal deformability, has been extensively investigated [17–25].
In this paper, we examine the tidal deformability of RBHs. Tidal effects on self-gravitating objects are typically characterized by
a set of coefficients known as tidal Love numbers. It is well established that the static tidal Love numbers of various black holes
in four-dimensional spacetimes vanish exactly [26–30]. However, this property does not hold for the aforementioned exotic
compact objects [21, 24, 31–33], nor for black holes in modified theories of gravity [34–36], in higher-dimensional spacetimes
[27, 37, 38], in non-asymptotically flat backgrounds [39, 40], or in non-vacuum environments [41–46].
To investigate the static tidal deformability of RBHs, we study both test fields static perturbations and true gravitational tidal
fields. In the test-field approach, we also adopt a model-independent parametrized framework to determine the conditions on the
metric functions that allow for a nonzero Love number. For true tidal fields, we must rely on a gravitational theory (a set of field
equations) compatible with the considered spacetime solution. Addressing singularities generally requires new physics, whether
through quantum gravity, modified gravity or exotic matter within general relativity. In our study of gravitational perturbations,
we interpret these spacetimes as solutions of Einstein’s field equations in the presence of suitable exotic matter fields–specifically,
a magnetic field with a nonlinear lagrangian and, in the case of the Simpson Visser model, an additional phantom scalar field.
Unlike the Schwarzschild black hole, these RBHs appear to undergo deformation under tidal fields. The results from test fields
and gravitational perturbations, within the context of nonlinear electrodynamics and phantom scalar fields, are in qualitatively
agreement, both indicating a non trivial tidal deformation. We take this as a hint that similar results for gravitational perturbations
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would arise if these spacetimes were interpreted as solutions of a potential quantum, or simply modified, gravitational action
[47–50]. In this work, we do not scrutinize in detail the implications for gravitational wave observations, given that establishing
a direct connection can be nontrivial and ambiguous [51]. However, based on the strength of the tidal Love numbers, we estimate
(following [52]) that phase differences due to tidal interactions can be as large as a few radians by the time of the plunge towards
merger takes place. Such an impact is potentially detectable.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review RBHs models. Sec III discusses the study of the tidal deformability
of compact objects, including ambiguities and different calibrations. In Sec. IV, we present the numerical method employed
to obtain our results. Sec. V presents both the analytical and numerical results obtained through test-field perturbations, and
discusses how a nonzero Love number can be obtained in a model-independent way. In Sec. VI, we provide the Love number
results for both polar and axial gravitational perturbations of the full gravitational system. Additionally, we explore the potential
for detecting the different behaviors that distinguish RBHs from singular black holes via gravitational wave observations. Finally,
in Sec. VII, we summarize our findings and discuss possible directions for future research.
Throughout this work, we adopt natural units with c = G = 1.

II. REGULAR BLACK HOLE MODELS

In this paper, we focus on regularized, spherically symmetric, static black hole spacetimes described by the following line
element:

ds2 = −e−2ϕ(r) f (r) dt2 +
dr2

f (r)
+ r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2

)
, (1)

where

f (r) = 1 −
2m(r)

r
. (2)

The metric coefficients admit an asymptotic expansion in powers of the radial coordinate, introducing corrections to the Schwar-
zschild metric. These corrections are necessary to bypass Penrose’s singularity theorems [1, 2] and achieve a regular spacetime.
In the framework of quantum gravity, they are anticipated, as quantum-gravitational fluctuations modify the effective field equa-
tions by introducing higher-order curvature terms, rendering Ricci-flat spacetimes no longer viable solutions [53]. We consider
the following models:

Bardeen: ϕB(r) = 0 mB(r) = M
r3

(r2 + ℓ2)3/2 ℓextremal =
4M

3
√

3
, (3)

Hayward: ϕH(r) = 0 mH(r) = M
r3

(r3 + 2Mℓ2)
ℓextremal =

4M

3
√

3
, (4)

Fan-Wang: ϕFW (r) = 0 mFW (r) = M
r3

(r + ℓ)3 ℓextremal =
8M
27

, (5)

Simpson-Visser: ϕS V (r) =
1
2

log
(
1 −

ℓ2

r2

)
mS V (r) = M

(
1 −

ℓ2

r2

)
+
ℓ2

2r
ℓextremal = 2M. (6)

All models reduce to the Schwarzschild black hole in the limit ℓ → 0. The first three models possess two horizons up to a
specific value of ℓ, which we designate as ℓextremal. At this critical value, they become extremal RBHs, where the two horizons
coincide. Beyond ℓextremal, as ℓ continues to increase, the metric describes a compact object without horizons. In contrast, the
last listed model features a wormhole throat in the innermost region. Outside this throat, an event horizon exists up to ℓ = 2M,
where the wormhole throat matches the size of the horizon, becoming an extremal null throat. Beyond this value of ℓ, the throat
continues to expand, and the metric no longer possesses a horizon.
These models can be interpreted within the framework of general relativity as solutions to Einstein’s equations, incorporating
nontrivial and exotic matter content. For instance, the first three models can be derived in the contest of nonlinear electrodynam-
ics, while the Simpson-Visser spacetime also requires a self-interacting phantom scalar field. The general action is:

S =
∫

d4x
√
−g

(
1

16π
R −

1
4π
L(F) +

1
2

(∂Φ)2 − V(Φ)
)
, (7)
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where F = FµνFµν/4 is the electromagnetic field strength with Fµν = 2(∇µAν − ∇νAµ) and Aµ the electromagnetic potential; Φ
is the scalar field. It is assumed that the Maxwell field is purely magnetic, with its magnetic charge equal to the regularization
parameter ℓ. The modified Maxwell field equations are:

∇µ(L,F Fνµ) = 0, (8)

where L,F = ∂L/∂F. The gravitational field equations are:

Gµν = 2(L,F Fσ
µ Fνσ − gµνL) − 8π

[
∂µΦ∂νΦ + gµν

(
−

1
2

(∂Φ)2 + V(Φ)
)]
. (9)

Finally, the Klein-Gordon equation is derived varying the action with respect to the scalar field:

□Φ −
∂V
∂Φ
= 0. (10)

The matter content for each model is:

Bardeen: ΦB = 0 LB =
3Mℓ2

(r2 + ℓ2)5/2 VB = 0, (11)

Hayward: ΦH = 0 LH =
6M2ℓ2

(r3 + 2Mℓ2)2 VH = 0, (12)

Fan-Wang: ΦFW = 0 LFW =
3Mℓ

(r + ℓ)4 VFW = 0, (13)

Simpson-Visser: ΦS V =
1
√

4π
arccot

√
r2 − ℓ2

ℓ
LS V =

6M
5

(
2F5

ℓ2

)1/4

VS V =
M sin5(

√
4πΦ)

10πℓ3 . (14)

Having established the matter content for each model, we now explore how these RBHs respond to an external tidal field. Tidal
deformability plays a crucial role in gravitational wave astronomy, as it influences the signals detected by LIGO and Virgo [54].
In the next section, we introduce the formalism used to describe tidal deformability and apply it to RBHs.

III. TIDAL DEFORMABILITY

Compact objects, such as neutron stars, experience deformations when placed in an external tidal field, such as the one
generated by a companion in a binary system. These deformations leave measurable imprints on gravitational waves, making
tidal deformability a key property in strong-field gravity and observational astrophysics. To quantify this effect, we introduce
the gravitational tidal coefficients, klm, which characterize the body’s response to an external perturbation in the far-field regime.
In the following, we analyze static linear perturbations of both the RBH metric and the matter fields to determine how these
coefficients are defined and computed. Perturbations can be categorized by parity symmetry: odd (axial) and even (polar). By
symmetry, polar gravitational perturbations are coupled to axial magnetic and polar scalar perturbations, while axial gravitational
perturbations are coupled only to polar magnetic perturbations, since it is not possible to have axial scalar perturbations. In
the Regge-Wheeler gauge, after imposing specific relations among the coefficients dictated by the equations and choosing an
electromagnetic gauge, the perturbations of the metric gµν, the electromagnetic potential Aµ, and the scalar field Φ, take the
following forms:

δg(polar)
µν = diag

− f (r)Hlm
0 (r),−

Hlm
0 (r)
f (r)

, r2Klm(r), r2(sin θ)2Klm(r)
 Y lm(θ, φ), (15)

δg(axial)
µν = −

hlm
0 (r)
sin θ

∂Y lm(θ, φ)
∂φ

(
δ0
µδ

2
ν + δ

2
µδ

0
ν

)
+ hlm

0 (r) sin θ
∂Y lm(θ, φ)

∂θ

(
δ0
µδ

3
ν + δ

3
µδ

0
ν

)
, (16)

δA(polar)
µ =

ulm
1 (r)
r

, 0, 0, 0
 Y lm(θ, φ), (17)
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δA(axial)
µ =

0, 0, ulm
4 (r)
sin θ

∂Y lm(θ, φ)
∂θ

,
ulm

4 (r)
sin θ

∂Y lm(θ, φ)
∂φ

 , (18)

δΦ(polar) =
δΦlm(r)

r
Y lm(θ, φ), (19)

where Y lm(θ, φ) are the spherical harmonics, and the sum over l, the multipole moment, and m, the azimuthal number, is implicit.
Given the spherical symmetry of the background, m is degenerate, allowing it to be set to zero without any loss of generality.
Additionally, modes with different values of l are independent and thus decouple. With the perturbation expressions in place,
solving the linearized field equations (reported in App. A) allows us to fully determine the linearly perturbed spacetime metric
and fields. The tidal deformation of the RBH can then be extracted from the asymptotic behavior of the spacetime metric, by
comparing it with the following multipole moment expansions [31]:

g00 = −1 +
2m(r)

r
+

 2
rl+1

√ 4π
2l + 1

MlmY lm(θ, φ) +
(
l′ < l pole

) − 2
l(l − 1)

rl[ElmY lm(θ, φ) +
(
l′ < l pole

)
]

 , (20)

g03 =
2
rl

√ 4π
2l + 1

Slm

l
sin θ

∂Y lm(θ, φ)
∂θ

+
(
l′ < l pole

) + 2rl+1

3l(l − 1)

[
Blm sin θ

∂Y lm(θ, φ)
∂θ

+
(
l′ < l pole

)]
, (21)

where the sum over the harmonic indices l,m is implicit and l′ < l pole indicates the contribution of multipoles of order l′ with
l′ < l. Note that in the geometries under consideration, the inclusion of matter fields introduces additional logarithmic terms and
terms with irrational powers of r into these expansions. These terms do not alter our definition of Love numbers and are therefore
excluded in the following discussion. Note however, that the logarithmic terms, when multiplied by the same power of r that
defines the Love number, can be interpreted in the effective field theory framework as running of the Love number [27, 37, 55].
Elm and Blm represent the amplitudes of the polar and axial components of the external tidal field, respectively, whileMlm and
Slm denote the mass and current multipole moments of the RBH. Mass moments (even) depend only on the polar component
of the tidal field, whereas current moments (odd) depend solely on the axial component. In linear perturbation theory, these
deformations are directly proportional to the applied tidal field. The tidal Love numbers klm can be derived as:

k(polar)
lm = −

l(l − 1)
M2l+1

√
4π

2l + 1
Mlm

Elm
, (22)

k(axial)
lm = 3

(l − 1)
M2l+1

√
4π

2l + 1
Slm

Blm
. (23)

We will focus on the dominant quadrupolar mode, therefore we fix l = 2 and, as already stated, we can take m = 0 without loss
of generality. So, we aim to compute:

k(polar)
20 = −

2
M5

√
4π
5
M20

E20
, k(axial)

20 =
3

M5

√
4π
5
S20

B20
. (24)

By comparing Eqs. (20) and (21) with the asymptotic expansion of δg(polar)
00 and δg(axial)

03 in Eqs. (15) and (16), we can determine
the values ofM20/E20 and S20/B20 through the asymptotic relations:

− f (r)H20
0 (r) = −r2[E20 + ...] +

2
r3

√4π
5
M20 + ...

 , (25)

h20
0 (r) =

r3

3
[B20 + ...] +

2
r2

[√
π

5
S20 + ...

]
, (26)

where the dots indicate the additional terms in the expansions. Assuming that the additional terms on the right-hand side of each
equation do not contribute any 1/r3 or 1/r2 terms (for the first and second equations, respectively), we can determine the Love
numbers by analyzing the asymptotic expansion of H20

0 (r) and h20
0 (r). Setting M = 1, the Love numbers are defined as follows:

for polar gravitational perturbations, the Love number is given by the ratio between the coefficient of the 1/r3 term and that of
the r2 term in the asymptotic expansion of − f (r)H20

0 (r). Similarly, for axial gravitational perturbations, it is given by the ratio
between the coefficient of 1/r2 and that of the r3 term in the asymptotic expansion of h20

0 (r). However, this definition is not
entirely straightforward, as it requires distinguishing which terms in the expansions at infinity of − f (r)H20

0 (r) and h20
0 (r) are due

to the external tidal field and which arise from the induced response. In other worlds, verifying that the additional terms do not
contribute to the 1/r3 or 1/r2 terms is not trivial. In the next section, we discuss these ambiguities and the calibration we adopt.
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A. Ambiguities and calibration

Describing relativistic tidal responses involves subtleties due to the ambiguous division of a perturbed metric into an external
tidal part and an induced response part [56–59]. Despite this ambiguity, the overall tidally deformed metric remains well-defined
once an inner boundary condition is specified. Imposing such a condition fixes one of the two integration constants in the general
solution, uniquely determining the functional form of the metric components. Consequently, the description of any dynamics
on the tidally deformed background is clear and unambiguous. Once a common convention is established, all results become
directly comparable, even in the absence of a matching scheme between the computed tidal response function and observables
such as gravitational waves. Various unified calibration schemes have been proposed in the literature. In our calibration, when
solving the equations analytically as a perturbative expansion around ℓ = 0 (within the test-field approach), we impose regularity
and continuity of the complete solution at each order in ℓ, from the horizon to infinity. Additionally, we normalize the solution so
that the dominant term at large distances is independent of ℓ, ensuring that the Schwarzschild tidally deformed metric is recovered
at leading order in the limit r → ∞. This calibration aligns with that used in [60]. For the full gravitational problem, we impose
regularity and continuity conditions on both the gravitational and matter perturbations from the horizon to infinity. The dominant
term at infinity for gravitational perturbations is normalized to 1, while the parameter associated with tidal electromagnetic and
scalar fields is set to zero, as we focus solely on the response of RBHs to a purely tidal gravitational field.

IV. NUMERICAL METHOD

Since a direct analytical solution of the coupled governing equations (Einstein, nonlinear Maxwell, and Klein-Gordon equa-
tions) is not feasible, we employ a numerical approach. Analytical results are only obtainable in the study of tidal deformability
for test fields, as reported in Sec. V. To obtain numerical solutions of the equations of motion, we use direct integration tech-
niques [61, 62]. We first determine the behavior of gravitational, electromagnetic, and scalar perturbations at the horizon and
at infinity, expressing them in terms of expansion parameters. These parameters are then fixed by ensuring continuity of the
perturbation functions and their derivatives, allowing us to extract the asymptotic expansion of the gravitational perturbations
and compute the Love number.
At the horizon, located at rh, we impose regularity on a given perturbation γ(r) by performing a Taylor expansion:

γ(r)
r→rh
−−−−→

∞∑
i=0

γi (r − rh)i, (27)

where γi are constants. Substituting this into the governing equations and solving order by order up to a certain i, we obtain
an expansion near rh for the perturbations. The number of free parameters is two for purely electromagnetic sources and three
when a scalar field is involved.
At infinity, we first solve the equations analytically for M = ℓ = 0, finding that each perturbation is a combination of two power-
law solutions. In general, these exponents can be irrational for matter perturbations, and due to the coupling of the equations,
such exponents may also appear in the gravitational perturbation solution for M , 0 and ℓ ⩾ 0. However, this does not hinder
the numerical solution, as we systematically account for them. For M , 0 and ℓ ⩾ 0, the asymptotic expansion we consider is
[60]:

γ(r)
r→∞
−−−−→ C(r)

 ∞∑
k=0

γ̃(0)
k + γ̃

(1)
k log

(
r

2M

)
rk

 + D(r)

 ∞∑
k=0

γ̂(0)
k + γ̂

(1)
k log

(
r

2M

)
rk

 , (28)

where γ̃(0)
k , γ̃(1)

k , γ̂(0)
k and γ̂(1)

k are constants. The function C(r) corresponds to the dominant gravitational perturbation, while D(r)
corresponds to the subdominant matter field perturbation, both obtained in the M = ℓ = 0 case (see Sec. III A for details on this
choice). If the matter perturbation contains only integer powers of r, the second term (involving D(r)) is effectively absorbed
into the first, reducing Eq. (28) to a single-term expansion. Logarithmic terms arise due to matter fields. If they contribute to the
Love number, their coefficients play a role analogous to a β-function in renormalization flow, suggesting a running Love number
[27, 37, 55]. As we will show, these terms generally do not vanish (see App. B). We solved the equations order by order up to
k = 5 and we truncated also the expansion at the horizon at i = 5, these truncation orders are chosen in such a way to guarantee
the convergence and stability of the results.We normalize the gravitational tidal perturbation parameter to 1, and with the choice
described in Eq. (28), we automatically set to zero the parameters associated with external electromagnetic and scalar tidal fields.
With these choices, the number of free parameters at infinity is two for purely electromagnetic sources and three when a scalar
field is present.
Finally, we determine the parameters using a shooting method. Specifically, we use the parametric expansions at infinity and at
the horizon as initial conditions. We then integrate the equations numerically, solving from infinity back to a matching point rcut
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and from just outside the horizon to rcut. This provides the perturbations values at rcut in terms of one set of parameters when
solving from the horizon, and in terms of another set of parameters when solving from infinity. We then enforce the continuity
of the perturbations and their first derivatives at rcut, allowing us to determine the parameters values.

V. TEST-FIELD PERTURBATIONS

Before presenting the results for gravitational perturbations of RBHs, we first analyze test-field perturbations on top of these
spacetimes. While less physically relevant, this approach allows us to study tidal responses without making assumptions about
the matter distribution sustaining the geometry. We begin by studying the equations of motion for the test fields perturbatively
in ℓ (with 0 ⩽ ℓ ≪ 1), using generic metric functions m(r) and ϕ(r). This generic parametrized approach helps identify the
conditions on the metric functions necessary for a nonzero Love number. Next, we focus on the specific choices of m(r) and
ϕ(r) that correspond to the RBH models under consideration, deriving analytical solutions for the test fields perturbatively in ℓ.
These specific results are then compared with the generic analysis to ensure consistency. Additionally, we numerically solve the
equations–following the approach outlined in Sec. IV–for the full range of ℓ that defines an object with an event horizon. For
small ℓ, the numerical results are cross-checked with the analytical ones to validate our numerical method.
The equation governing static scalar, electromagnetic and gravitational test fields in the spacetime described by Eq. (1) reads [63,
64]:

d2ψs

dr2
∗

− Vsψs = 0 , (29)

where ψs represents the spin-s perturbation, and the tortoise coordinate r∗ is defined as dr∗/dr ≡ eϕ/ f . The potential Vs, that
depends on the spin-weight of the perturbation and on the metric functions,is given by the following expression:

Vs = f e−2ϕ

 l(l + 1)
r2 +

2
(
1 − s2

)
m

r3 − (1 − s)
(

2m′

r2 +
fϕ′

r

) . (30)

We begin our analysis of tidal deformability for test fields in the following section, where we use generic metric functions m(r)
and ϕ(r).

A. Parametrized approach at leading order

In [60], a parametrized formalism was developed to compute the Love numbers of static and spherically symmetric black hole
backgrounds. This approach assumes that deviations from the Schwarzschild case in the perturbation equations can be absorbed
into additional terms in the potential, without modifying the definition of the tortoise coordinate relative to the Schwarzschild
case. This assumption is justified because, as shown in [65], through a suitable field redefinition, equations for scalar and vector
fields on a static, spherically symmetric spacetime close to Schwarzschild can always be cast in this form. However, in most
RBH models, the required field redefinition becomes singular at r = 2M, leading to singular behavior in the additional terms of
the potential. As a result, regularity cannot be imposed at the horizon for the redefined field but only for the original, physical
field. To address this issue, we present a new parametrized analysis of the test-field tidal response of spherically symmetric black
holes, expressed in terms of the expansions of m(r) and ϕ(r). The two parametrized approaches yield identical results in cases
where the aforementioned field redefinition remains non-singular, as in the Simpson-Visser RBH model. We now explicitly
present results for s = l = 2, before generalizing them at the end of the section.

1. Case ϕ = 0

First, we analyze the case where the only non-vanishing metric function is m(r), corresponding to a Bardeen-like spacetime,
as discussed in Sec. II. We solve Eq. (29) perturbatively in ℓ, imposing regularity at the horizon at each order. We expand the
mass function as a power series in ℓ1:

m(r) = M +
∞∑

i=1

ℓi
Ni∑

k=1

Mik
Mk−i+1

rk , (31)

1 This polynomial expansion holds for most proposed models but is not universally valid; see, for instance, the Dymnikova model [66].
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where Mik are dimensionless parameters. Let j denote the leading order in ℓ at which corrections appear in the mass function
(m(r) = M + ℓ j ∑N j

k=1 M jk
Mk− j+1

rk + O(ℓ j+1)). At each order, the general solution will contain two free parameters. We constrain
these by imposing regularity at r = 2M and setting to 0 the coefficient of r3 for the solution at orders j > 0 in ℓ. These coefficients
correspond to a renormalization of the zeroth-order horizon-regular solution. To obtain a nonzero 1/r2 term (and thus a nonzero
Love number) at order ℓ j, N j must be at least 4. The resulting solution is:

ψ(r) ∝ r3
[
1 + ℓ j

(
4

3r2 M j1M2− j +
8M3− j(2M j1 + 3M j2)

9r3 +
4M4− j(2M j1 + 3M j2 + 18M j3)

3r4

)]
+

+
M5− jℓ j

r2

32M j4(1 + 5 log
(

r
2M

)
)

25
+

N j∑
k=5

27−kkM jk

5(−4 + k)

 (1 + O (
1
r

))
+ O

(
ℓ j+1

)
. (32)

2. Case ϕ , 0

In the general case, we introduce an additional metric function, ϕ(r), which we expand perturbatively in ℓ:

ϕ(r) =
∞∑

i=1

ℓi
Ri∑

k=1

ϕik
Mk−i

rk , (33)

where ϕik are dimensionless parameters. The mass function is also expanded as in Eq. (31). Let j be the leading order in ℓ for
corrections to both the mass function in Eq. (31) and ϕ. If these two functions have different leading orders, say p and q, we
define j as the smallest of the two. To ensure a nonzero coefficient for the 1/r2 term (i.e., a nonzero Love number) at order ℓ j, at
least one of R j or N j must be at least 4. The resulting perturbation solution is:

ψ(r) ∝ r3
[
1 + ℓ j

(
ϕ j1M1− j

r
+

M2− j(4M j1 − ϕ j1 + ϕ j2)
3r2 +

2M3− j(8M j1 + 12M j2 − 2ϕ j1 − 4ϕ j2 + 9ϕ j3)
9r3 +

+
M4− j(8M j1 + 12M j2 + 18M j3 − 2ϕ j1 − 4ϕ j2 − ϕ j3 + 12ϕ j4)

3r4

)]
+

M5− jℓ j

r2

32(M j4 + ϕ j4)
(
1 + 5 log

(
r

2M

))
25

+

+
4ϕ j5

(
−4 + 5 log

(
r

2M

))
5

+

N j∑
k=5

27−kkM jk

5(−4 + k)
+

N j∑
k=6

27−kkϕ jk

5(20 − 9k + k2)

 (1 + O (
1
r

) )
+ O

(
ℓ j+1

)
. (34)

Even though specific numerical coefficients may vary, this structure remains valid for general values of l ans s. Specifically, at
leading order j in ℓ, a coefficient M jn or ϕ jp in the metric functions leads to the following scenarios:

• Zero Love numbers (no terms proportional to 1/rl) if n < 2s and p < 2s (n < 2 and p < 2 if s = 0).

• Nonzero running Love numbers (terms proportional to 1/rl and log[r]/rl) if 2s ⩽ n ⩽ 2l or 2s ⩽ p ⩽ 2l + 1 (2 ⩽ n ⩽ 2l or
2 ⩽ p ⩽ 2l + 1 if s = 0).

• Nonzero Love numbers (terms proportional to 1/rl) if n > 2l or p > 2l + 1.

At higher orders in ℓ, mixing terms between different M jk and ϕ jk appear, making the general solution increasingly complex.
However, we explicitly computed these solutions for specific cases in the following section.

B. Beyond the leading order for specific models

Now, we compute the test-field tidal deformations for specific RBH cases with s = l = 2, extending our analysis beyond the
leading order in ℓ. We also compare the analytical results with numerical computations to validate our numerical method. The
precise values of the numerically obtained coefficients depend on several factors, including the order of the Taylor expansion in
ℓ used for fitting, the range of data considered, and the parameters employed in the numerical matching of the solution (e.g., the
choice of numerical infinity and the numerical horizon). However, at sufficiently high orders of the Taylor expansion, the first
decimal places of these coefficients stabilize, becoming insensitive to further increases in expansion order or variations in other
sources of uncertainty. Therefore, in the following, we report numerical coefficients using only these stabilized decimal places.
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Figure 1: Test-field perturbations. The plots show the value of Λ, defined as the ratio of the coefficient of the 1/r2 term to that
of the r3 term in the asymptotic expansion of ψ(r), as a function of the normalized regularization parameter ℓ/ℓextremal for each

RBH model. Here, ψ(r) represents the s = l = 2 test-field perturbation introduced on top of each RBH metric. All plots are
shown for M = 1.

By solving Eq. (29) analytically up to O(ℓ4) for Bardeen, Hayward and Simpson-Visser, and up to O(ℓ2) for Fan-Wang, and
expanding the result at infinity, we obtain:

Bardeen: ψ(r) ∝ r3 − 4Mℓ2 −
6M2ℓ2

r
+

6Mℓ4
(
7 + 10 log

(
r

2M

))
5r2 + O

(
1
r3

)
, (35)

Hayward: ψ(r) ∝ r3 −
12M2ℓ2

r
+

24Mℓ4

5r2 + O

(
1
r3

)
, (36)

Fan-Wang: ψ(r) ∝ r3 − 4Mℓr −
16
3

Mℓ(M − 3ℓ) −
4M2ℓ(2M − 15ℓ)

r
+

128M3ℓ2
(
1 + 5 log

(
r

2M

))
25r2 + O

(
1
r3

)
, (37)

Simpson-Visser: ψ(r) ∝ r3 −
4Mℓ2

3
−

2M2ℓ2

r
+

4Mℓ4
(
17 − 15 log

(
r

2M

))
75r2 + O

(
1
r3

)
. (38)

Solving the same equation numerically and fitting the coefficient of 1/r2 as a function of ℓ (setting the coefficient of r3 to 1), we
obtain (see Fig. 1):

Bardeen: Λ = 8.4Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6), (39)

Hayward: Λ = 4.8Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6), (40)
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Fan-Wang: Λ = 5.1M3ℓ2 + O(ℓ3), (41)

Simpson-Visser: Λ = 0.9Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6). (42)

The fitted coefficients from numerical results are in perfect agreement with the analytical predictions.
To compare the analytical results with the previous analysis of general m(r), we expand m(r) at leading order in ℓ (see Eqs. (3)-
(6)):

Bardeen: mB(r) = M −
3ℓ2M
2r2 + O(ℓ4), (43)

Hayward: mH(r) = M −
2ℓ2M2

r3 + O(ℓ4), (44)

Fan-Wang: mFW (r) = M −
3ℓM

r
+ O(ℓ2), (45)

Simpson-Visser: mS V (r) = M +
(−2M + r)ℓ2

2r2 and ϕS V (r) = −
ℓ2

2r2 + O
(
ℓ4

)
. (46)

For the Bardeen metric, the leading-order correction to m(r) is O(ℓ2), corresponding to a term M22M/r2 in Eq. (31). Since
n = 2 < 2s = 4, the general analysis predicts a zero Love number at ℓ2, in agreement with Eq. (35). Similarly, for the Hayward
metric, the leading-order correction to m(r) is O(ℓ2), corresponding to M23M2/r3. This term leads to a zero Love number in
Eq. (36) and a 1/r2 term appears only at O(ℓ4), this confirms that for n = 3 < 2s = 4, the Love number remains zero at
leading order in ℓ. For the Fan-Wang metric, the leading-order correction to m(r) is O(ℓ), corresponding to M11M/r. Since
n = 1 < 2s = 4, the Love number is predicted to be zero at order ℓ, in agreement with Eq. (37). Finally, for the Simpson-Visser
metric, at leading order in ℓ, the only nonzero coefficients in Eq. (34) are M2,n=1, M2,n=2 and ϕ2,p=2. Since n, p < 4, we expect a
zero Love number at ℓ2, which is confirmed in Eq. (38), as it appears only at order ℓ4.
For the reader’s reference, we note that increasing ℓ beyond the extremal black hole value–thus exploring horizonless configurations–
results in a continuous extension of the numerical Love number curve. The curve smoothly transitions from the RBH case,
through the extremal case, to the horizonless case, despite the change in boundary conditions: regularity at the horizon is
replaced by regularity at the origin.
This concludes our analysis of test-field perturbations. In the next section, we extend our study to the full gravitational system,
employing the same numerical method that we used and validated with test fields.

VI. FULL GRAVITATIONAL PERTURBATIONS

Now, we analyze the tidal response of RBHs in the full gravitational system. For each parity sector, gravitational, scalar and
electromagnetic harmonic perturbations satisfy a system of coupled, non-homogeneous wave equations, which can be written
schematically as

d2I

dr2
∗

− VII +
∑
J,I

cI,J J = 0 , (47)

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate, defined as dr∗/dr ≡ eϕ/ f . The indices I,J take the values {A, E} in the sector where axial
gravitational perturbations couple to polar electromagnetic perturbations, and {P, B, S } in the sector where polar gravitational,
axial electromagnetic and polar scalar perturbations are coupled. The variables {A,P,B,E,S} represent specific combinations
of the metric, the electromagnetic potential, and the scalar field perturbation functions and their derivatives. The potentials VI
and the coefficients cI,J are determined by the background metric and fields and depend on the harmonic number l from the
spherical-harmonics expansion. The explicit forms of these equations are provided in App. A.
Solving these equations analytically via a perturbative expansion in ℓ around the Schwarzschild solution is particularly challen-
ging In the axial sector, we can solve the equations up to O(ℓ2), where we find that the Love numbers for all the RBH models
remain zero, except for the Bardeen model. For the latter, it is not possible to extend the analytical solution beyond order ℓ0,
preventing us from determining its tidal Love number (recall that order 0 in ℓ corresponds to Schwarzschild field equations in
the gravitational sector). In the polar sector, the situation is even more restrictive: for all the RBH models considered, analytical
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solutions cannot be obtained beyond order ℓ0. Nevertheless, for both parity sectors, we employ the numerical approach described
in Sec. IV, previously applied in the test-field approximation, to numerically compute the tidal deformations of RBHs up to the
extremal RBH value of ℓ, which represents the largest value for which the model retains an horizon. Numerical results for the
asymptotic expansion coefficients of the gravitational perturbation–directly related to the Love number, as discussed in Sec. III–
are presented below for both polar and axial gravitational perturbations. In Fig. 2, we show the coefficients of the 1/r3 and 1/r2

terms (for polar and axial perturbations, respectively) in the asymptotic expansion of the gravitational perturbation induced by
an external tidal field. The analytical asymptotic behavior of the gravitational perturbations up to 1/r5 is provided in App. B.

Polar:

Bardeen

Hayward

Fan-Wang

Simpson-Visser

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

10

20

30

40

ℓ /ℓextremal

α

Axial:

Bardeen

Hayward

Fan-Wang

Simpson-Visser

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-2

0

2

4

6

ℓ /ℓextremal
β

Figure 2: Polar (left) and axial (right) gravitational perturbations. The plots depict the value of α (β), the coefficient of the
1/r3 (1/r2) term in the asymptotic expansion of − f (r)H20

0 (r) (h20
0 (r)), as a function of the normalized regularization parameter

ℓ/ℓextremal for each RBH model, as specified in the legends. All plots are shown for M = 1.

1. Polar gravitational perturbations

As discussed in Sec. III, to study the tidal deformability of RBHs under polar gravitational perturbations, we focus on the
coefficient of the 1/r3 term in the asymptotic expansion of − f (r)H20

0 (r). The numerical results for this coefficient are shown in
the left panel of Fig. 2 for each RBH model, with ℓ varying from 0 to the extremal RBH value. As expected, due to the presence
of matter fields, the asymptotic behavior includes not only a term of the form α/r3, where α is the coefficient of interest, but also
a logarithmic contribution α̃ log(r/2M)/r3 for all models. The coefficient α̃ can be interpreted as a beta function in the context
of a classical renormalization flow, signifying the running of the Love number [27, 37, 55]. The plot of α for each RBH model
is shown in Fig. 2, while the coefficient α̃ is given in the asymptotic expansions of App. B. In the limit ℓ → 0, we find α → 0
and α̃→ 0, as expected, since in this limit we recover the Schwarzschild solution, which has a vanishing Love number [67].
For the Bardeen model, α follows the trend ∼ a M3ℓ2 + b Mℓ4 + O(ℓ10), with a numerical fit yielding a ≃ 0.03 and b ≃ 10.
The Simpson-Visser model exhibits a similar behavior, with α ∼ a M3ℓ2 + b Mℓ4 + O(ℓ8), where a ≃ 0.006 and b = 2.6.
However, numerical difficulties arise in computing Simpson-Visser solutions for polar gravitational perturbations. In particular,
the continuity of higher-order derivatives of the relevant functions–an aspect not directly enforced by the shooting method–is
not guaranteed. While these derivatives remain continuous for small values of ℓ, a slight discontinuity appears as ℓ increases.For
the Hayward model, we find α ∼ aM3ℓ2 + O(ℓ4), with a ≃ 13. Finally, for the Fan-Wang model, α ∼ a M2ℓ3 + O(ℓ4), with
a ≃ 2.2 × 102.

2. Axial gravitational perturbations

The tidal deformability of RBHs under axial gravitational perturbations is analyzed by examining the coefficient β of the 1/r2

term in the asymptotic expansion of h20
0 (r), as outlined in Sec. III. The right panel of Fig 2 presents the numerical results for

this coefficient across the various RBH models, with ℓ ranging from 0 to the extremal RBH limit. As in the polar case, the
coefficients of the logarithmic terms are provided in the asymptotic expansions of App. B. Notably, the Hayward model lacks a
logarithmic term, meaning its axial Love number does not exhibit a running behavior. The coefficient β follows different trends
for each RBH model: Bardeen: β ∼ a Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6), with a ≃ −5.8; Hayward: β ∼ a Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6), with a ≃ 1.8; Fan-Wang:
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Test-field Axial Polar

Bardeen 42/5Mℓ4 ∼ −5.8Mℓ4 ∼ 0.03M3ℓ2 + 10Mℓ4

Hayward 24/5Mℓ4 ∼ 1.8Mℓ4 ∼ 13M3ℓ2

Fan-Wang 128/25M3ℓ2 ∼ 95M2ℓ3 ∼ 220M2ℓ3

Simpson-Visser 68/75Mℓ4 ∼ 0.4Mℓ4 ∼ 0.006M3ℓ2 + 2.6Mℓ4

Table I: Love numbers. The table presents the dominant coefficients in the perturbative expansion of the l = 2 Love numbers at
small ℓ. The first column contains exact analytical coefficients for test-field perturbations, while the axial and polar results in

the last two columns are obtained numerically.

δΨAxial [rad] δΨPolar [rad]

Bardeen ∼ 6.1 (ℓ/m)4 ∼ −0.08 (ℓ/m)2 − 10 (ℓ/m)4

Hayward ∼ −1.9 (ℓ/m)4 ∼ −3.4 (ℓ/m)2

Fan-Wang ∼ −50 (ℓ/m)3 ∼ −115 (ℓ/m)3

Simpson-Visser ∼ −0.4 (ℓ/m)4 ∼ −0.002 (ℓ/m)2 − 2.7 (ℓ/m)4

Table II: Phase shifts. The table shows the phase shifts contributions in the Fourier transform of the gravitational wave signal
from an equal-mass RBH merger due to the dominant terms of the l = 2 Love numbers, for both axial (left) and polar (right)

gravitational perturbations. Here, m denotes the total mass of the binary RBH merger.

β ∼ a M2ℓ3 + O(ℓ4), with a ≃ 95; Simpson-Visser: β ∼ a Mℓ4 + O(ℓ6), with a ≃ 0.4. In both the Hayward and Simpson-Visser
models, the positivity and increase of the polar and axial gravitational Love numbers with ℓ are features that also emerge in the
test-field approach.
A summary of the dominant behavior of the Love numbers for test-field, axial, and polar gravitational perturbations is provided
in Table I. The trends described there remain a good approximation for the entire signal up to ℓextremal.

A. Detection

We now consider a system of two RBHs with masses M1 and M2 merging, and we ask whether this event can be distinguished
from a merger of two singular black holes through the phase shift induced by their nonzero Love numbers. We define the total
mass of the system as m = M1 + M2 and the reduced mass as µ = M1 M2

M1+M2
. As shown in [52], within the stationary phase

approximation, a tidal Love number modifies the phase Ψ( f ) of the Fourier transform of the gravitational wave signal at the
frequency f = ω/π by:

δΨ( f ) = −
9

16
v5

µM4

[(
11

M1

M2
+

m
M1

)
λ1 + 1↔ 2

]
, (48)

where v = (πm f )1/3 and λ1 (λ2) is the tidal deformability of the object with mass M1 (M2). For simplicity, we assume M1 =

M2 = m/2. The highest frequency at which we can evaluate the phase shift due to tidal deformability in Eq. (48) is the innermost
stable circular orbit frequency fc of the object. Using the expression for merging black holes as an approximation, this frequency
is given by [68]:

fc ∼
2

π63/2m
. (49)

Thus, the phase shift at fc becomes:

δΨ( fc) = −
9
4

(πm fc)5/3

m5 [2 (11 + 2) λ] ∼ −2.1
λ

m5 , (50)

where λ is the Love number. The values of δΨ( fc) for each model are summarized in Table II. The phase shift depends on the
ratio ℓ/m, with different scaling behaviors for each model and perturbation’s polarity. If ℓ is of the order of the Planck length–
much smaller than typical astrophysical masses–the shift is negligible. However, if ℓ approaches its extremal value (of order m),
the phase shift reaches approximately one radian. While this is significantly lower than phase shifts observed in binaries neutron
star mergers (δΨ ∼ 103 rad), it remains potentially measurable by third-generation gravitational wave detectors [69, 70].
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we explored the tidal response of regular black holes (RBHs) to external test-field and gravitational perturbations.
Our study focused on four models, representative of the two possible families of RBHs.
For both test-field and gravitational perturbations, we found a nontrivial tidal response, in contrast to the zero-response of
the classical Schwarzschild black hole. The tidal Love numbers depend on the mass M and the regularizing parameter ℓ, an
additional parameter characterizing these regular spacetimes. The precise scaling of the tidal response with ℓ varies depending
on the specific model and the type of perturbation. A summary of these dependencies is provided in Table I.
For the test-field tidal response, we developed and applied a parametrized formalism in which the Love numbers of a generic
spherically symmetric regular (or deformed) black hole are expressed in terms of the perturbative expansion in ℓ of the two
metric functions. This allows for an analytical, albeit perturbative, computation of the Love numbers.
For what regards gravitational tidal response instead, we solve the field equations numerically using a direct integration shooting
method. As expected, the tidal Love numbers increase in magnitude with ℓ and vanish in the Schwarzschild limit (ℓ = 0). In all
cases, they grow as a power law in ℓ. While our analysis was conducted within general relativity coupled to exotic matter, we
expect that a nonzero Love number could also emerge in a hypothetical modified gravity theory that gives rise to RBH solutions.
Although a direct connection between our computed Love numbers and gravitational wave observables remains ambiguous, we
estimate that the resulting phase shift in binary black hole mergers could reach a few radians. This suggests that RBH tidal
effects may be detectable by third-generation interferometers.
A key direction for future work is to compute the Love numbers of these objects using an effective action approach to verify
consistency with our method and resolve ambiguities. Once established, the next step would be a detailed study of how RBHs
modify the gravitational wave signal from binary mergers, providing potential observational signatures of the interior of a black
hole.
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Appendix A: Explicit perturbative equations

Using the perturbations of the metric gµν, the electromagnetic potential Aµ, and the scalar field Φ as defined in Eqs. (15)-(19),
we derive the equations of motion for linear perturbations from Eqs. (8), (9), and (10).
Axial gravitational perturbations:

f u′′1 + f
(
ϕ′ −

2ℓ2LFF

r5LF

)
u′1 +

(
2ℓ2 fLFF

r6LF
−

r fϕ′ + l(l + 1)
r2

)
u1 −

l(l + 1)ℓ
r3 h0 = 0 , (A1a)

f h′′0 + fϕ′h′0 −
2r2 f (rϕ′ + 1) + (l − 1)(l + 2)r2 + 4ℓ2LF

r4 h0 −
4ℓLF

r3 u1 = 0 . (A1b)

Polar gravitational perturbations:

δΦ′′ −

(
ϕ′ −

f ′

f

)
δΦ′ +

(
ϕ′

r
−

l(l + 1) + r f ′ − r2VΦΦ
r2 f

)
δΦ −

rVΦH0

f
+

r(2H′0 + 2K′)
2

Φ′ = 0 , (A2)

u′′4 +
(

f ′

f
−

2ℓ2LFF

r5LF
− ϕ′

)
u′4 −

l(l + 1)
r2 f

(
1 +

ℓ2LFF

r4LF

)
u4 +

ℓ

r2 f

(
1 +

ℓ2LFF

r4LF

)
K = 0 . (A3)

f H′′0 − η1H′0 − η2H0 + J3 = 0 , (A4)
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where the coefficients are defined as:

η1 =
4ℓ2

∆

(
f ′ − 2 fϕ′

) (
LF +

ℓ2LFF

r4

)
− f ′ + f

(
ϕ′ −

2
r

)
, (A5)

η2 =
4ℓ2

∆

(
LF +

ℓ2LFF

r4

) (
l(l + 1)

r2 − 4 f ′ϕ′ +
f ′2

f
+

2 f (rϕ′ − 1) (2rϕ′ + 1)
r2

)
− 2 f ′

(
2ϕ′ +

1
r

)
+

f ′2

f
+

2 f (rϕ′ + 1) (2rϕ′ − 1)
r2 +

l2 + l + 2
r2 −

4ℓ2LF

r4 , (A6)

J3 = −
4ℓ
r2

2 fLF

r
−

(
f ′ −

2 f (rϕ′ − 1)
r

) 4ℓ4LFLFF

∆r4 +
4ℓ2L2

F

∆
+LF

 u′4 −
4ℓ(l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2)

r2∆

(
LF +

ℓ2LFF

r4

)
u4

−
32ℓ2 f

√
πrϕ′

r2∆

(
LF +

ℓ2LFF

r4

)
δΦ′

−
4
r

[
8ℓ2

∆

(
LF +

ℓ2LFF

r4

) (√
πrϕ′

(
f ′

r
+

f (1 − 2rϕ′)
r2

)
− 2πVΦ

)
−

√
π f

[
rϕ′′ + ϕ′ (2rϕ′ + 3)

]
r
√

rϕ′

]
δΦ , (A7)

∆ = (l − 1)(l + 2)r2 + 4ℓ2LF , (A8)

and the metric function K is given by:

K = −
r2 f

[
l(l + 1) − 4r2 f ′ϕ′ + 2 f (rϕ′ − 1) (2rϕ′ + 1)

]
+ r4 f ′2

∆ f
H0 −

r4 ( f ′ − 2 fϕ′)
∆

H′0 +
4ℓl(l + 1)LF

∆
u4

+
4ℓrLF

[
r f ′ + 2 f (1 − rϕ′)

]
∆

u′4 +
16πr3VΦ + 8r

√
πrϕ′

[
f (2rϕ′ − 1) − r f ′

]
∆

δΦ −
8r2 f

√
πrϕ′

∆
δΦ′ . (A9)

Appendix B: Asymptotic numerical solutions

We present the asymptotic behavior of the gravitational perturbations obtained numerically for each RBH model, considering
both polar and axial gravitational perturbations. The coefficient of the external gravitational tidal field term is normalized to 1,
while the coefficients corresponding to tidal matter fields are set to 0. The parameters β and δ are free parameters derived from
the asymptotic expansion, and are determined using a shooting method in conjunction with the solution at the outer horizon.
Bardeen:
Polar gravitational perturbations:

H20
0 (r) ∼ r2 − 2Mr +

3Mℓ2

r
−

M2ℓ2

2r2 +
r1−
√

10( − 30Mℓβ + 15
√

10Mℓβ
)
+ δ + 8

5 M3ℓ2 log r + 2Mℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r3 +

+

31M4ℓ2

15 + 253M2ℓ4

12 + r1−
√

10(60M2ℓβ − 6
√

10M2ℓβ
)
+ 3Mδ + 24

5 M4ℓ2 log
(

r
2M

)
+ 6M2ℓ4 log

(
r

2M

)
r4 +

+

926M5ℓ2

147 + 6488M3ℓ4

147 − 995Mℓ6

24 + r1−
√

10( 600
13 M3ℓβ + 216

13

√
10M3ℓβ

)
+ 50M2δ

7 + 80
7 M5ℓ2 log

(
r

2M

)
+ 100

7 M3ℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r5 .

Axial gravitational perturbations:

h20
0 (r) ∼ r3 − 2Mr2 + 3Mℓ2 + r−1−

√
6
(
−

6
5

Mℓβ +
9
5

√
6Mℓβ

)
+

r−
√

6
(

22284M2ℓβ
2185 −

1926
√

6M2ℓβ
2185

)
+ δ + 72

25 Mℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r2 +

+

177M2ℓ4

25 + r−
√

6
(

103644M3ℓβ

437(12+7
√

6)
+

40284
√

6M3ℓβ

437(12+7
√

6)
−

42Mℓ3β

12+7
√

6
−

21
√

3
2 Mℓ3β

12+7
√

6

)
+ 4Mδ

3 +
96
25 M2ℓ4 log

(
r

2M

)
r3 +

+

6966M3ℓ4

1225 − 257Mℓ6

40 + r−
√

6
(

164088M4ℓβ

5609+2294
√

6
+

66988
√

6M4ℓβ

5609+2294
√

6
−

211209M2ℓ3β

5(5609+2294
√

6)
−

86687
√

6M2ℓ3β

5(5609+2294
√

6)

)
+ 40M2δ

21 + 192
35 M3ℓ4 log

(
r

2M

)
r4

+

4737M4ℓ4

1225 − 19227M2ℓ6

1000 + 20M3δ
7 + 3

2 Mℓ2δ + 288
35 M4ℓ4 log

(
r

2M

)
+ 108

25 M2ℓ6 log
(

r
2M

)
r5 .
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Hayward:
Polar gravitational perturbations:

H20
0 (r) ∼r2 − 2Mr +

34M2ℓ2

7r2 +
δ − 1248

245 M3ℓ2 log
(

r
2M

)
r3 +

− 2692
245 M4ℓ2 + r

3
2−

√
57
2

(
− 864

7 M2ℓβ + 144
7

√
57M2ℓβ

)
+ 3Mδ − 3744

245 M4ℓ2 log
(

r
2M

)
r4 +

+
− 73352M5ℓ2

2401 − 1262M3ℓ4

49 + r
3
2−

√
57
2

(
36909

98 M3ℓβ − 3015
98

√
57M3ℓβ

)
+ 50M2δ

7 − 12480
343 M5ℓ2 log

(
r

2M

)
r5 .

Axial gravitational perturbations:

h20
0 (r) ∼ r3 − 2Mr2 +

4M2ℓ2

r
+
δ

r2 +
4Mδ

3r3 +
− 4

735 M2
(
1767Mℓ4 − 350δ − 945ℓβ

)
− 648

35 M3ℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r4 +

+
− 2

245 M3
(
2985Mℓ4 − 350δ − 1680ℓβ

)
− 1728

35 M4ℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r5 .

Fan-Wang
Polar gravitational perturbations:

H20
0 (r) ∼ r2 − 2Mr + 6Mℓ −

12Mℓ2

r
+

95Mℓ3

4r2 +
δ + 3

10 Mℓ3 (−53M + 45ℓ) log
(

r
2M

)
r3 +

+

1
8 Mℓ3

(
−254M2 + 771Mℓ + 1239ℓ2

)
+ 3M (δ + 8β) + 9

10 Mℓ3
(
−66M2 + 155Mℓ − 105ℓ2

)
log

(
r

2M

)
r4 +

+

(
1

1960
M

(
−210484M3ℓ3 + 611391M2ℓ4 − 35

(
15661ℓ6 + 48ℓ (3δ + 100β)

)
+ 10M

(
61662ℓ5 + 56 (25δ + 312β)

))
+

+
3

70
Mℓ3

(
−3664M3 + 12759M2ℓ − 17250Mℓ2 + 7875ℓ3

)
log

( r
2M

)) 1
r5 .

Axial gravitational perturbations:

h20
0 (r) ∼ r3 − 2Mr2 + 6Mrℓ − 13Mℓ2 +

2Mℓ2 (M + 10ℓ)
r

+
δ + 3

10 Mℓ3 (−218M + 95ℓ) log
(

r
2M

)
r2 +

+

1
45 M

(
15ℓ3

(
−412M2 − 1228Mℓ + 587ℓ2

)
+ 60 (δ + 3β)

)
+ 1

2 Mℓ3
(
−436M2 − 328Mℓ + 77ℓ2

)
log

(
r

2M

)
r3 +

+

−M
(
1269372M3ℓ3 + 6170682M2ℓ4 + 105ℓ

(
7047ℓ5 − 72δ + 180β

)
− 10M

(
259746ℓ5 + 168 (5δ + 24β)

))
4410

+

−
1

140
Mℓ3

(
59296M3 + 53116M2ℓ − 49460Mℓ2 + 5775ℓ3

)
log

( r
2M

)) 1
r4+

+

(
−

1
47040

M
(
23553792M4ℓ3 + 133385952M3ℓ4 + 30Mℓ

(
1061460ℓ5 − 896 (5δ − 32β)

)
+

−35ℓ2
(
237867ℓ5 − 8832δ + 6720β

)
− 4M2

(
32704923ℓ5 + 33600 (δ + 6β)

))
+

+
1

280
Mℓ3

(
−209280M4 − 104496M3ℓ + 402116M2ℓ2 − 172420Mℓ3 + 13475ℓ4

)
log

( r
2M

)) 1
r5 .

Simpson-Visser:
Polar gravitational perturbations:

H20
0 (r) ∼ r2 − 2Mr −

2ℓ2

3
−

M2ℓ2

10r2 +
4Mℓ2

3r
+

r1−
√

10
(
−6Mℓβ + 3

√
10Mℓβ

)
+ δ + 8

25 M3ℓ2 log
(

r
2M

)
− 2

15 Mℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r3 +

+

31M4ℓ2

75 − 47M2ℓ4

90 + r1−
√

10
(

1536
65 M2ℓβ − 186

13

√
2
5 M2ℓβ

)
+ 3Mδ + 24

25 M4ℓ2 log
(

r
2M

)
− 2

5 M2ℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r4 +
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+

926M5ℓ2

735
+

2441M3ℓ4

3150
+

Mℓ6

490
+ r1−

√
10

 53388M3ℓβ

65(16 + 7
√

10)
+

16464
√

2
5 M3ℓβ

13(16 + 7
√

10)
+

+
39Mℓ3β

16 + 7
√

10
+

57
√

5
2 Mℓ3β

16 + 7
√

10

 + 50M2δ

7
+

9ℓ2δ

14
+

16
7

M5ℓ2 log
( r
2M

)
−

56
75

M3ℓ4 log
( r
2M

)
−

3
35

Mℓ6 log
( r
2M

) 1
r5 .

Axial gravitational perturbations:

h20
0 (r) ∼ r3 − 2Mr2 +

13Mℓ2

15
−

rℓ2

2
+

4M2ℓ2

15 −
ℓ4

8 +
6Mr−

√
6ℓβ

2+3
√

6

r
+

r−
√

6
(

22284M2ℓβ
10925 −

1926
√

6M2ℓβ
10925

)
+ δ + 2

25 Mℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r2 +

+

− 497
225 M2ℓ4 − ℓ6

16 + r−
√

6
(

2988M3ℓβ
2185 +

1614
√

6M3ℓβ
2185 + 27

50 Mℓ3β
)
+ 4Mδ

3 +
8

75 M2ℓ4 log
(

r
2M

)
r3 +

(
−

72686M3ℓ4

11025
−

293Mℓ6

9800
+

+r−
√

6
 1251096M4ℓβ

5(42696 + 17519
√

6)
+

510744
√

6M4ℓβ

5(42696 + 17519
√

6)
+

35149092M2ℓ3β

475(42696 + 17519
√

6)
+

14237463
√

6M2ℓ3β

475(42696 + 17519
√

6)

+
+

40M2δ

21
+

4ℓ2δ

7
+

16
105

M3ℓ4 log
( r
2M

)
+

8
175

Mℓ6 log
( r
2M

)) 1
r4 +

(
−

16536M4ℓ4

1225
−

171433M2ℓ6

91875
−

5ℓ8

128
+

20M3δ

7
+

+
299
210

Mℓ2δ +
8
35

M4ℓ4 log+
299M2ℓ6 log

(
r

2M

)
2625

 1
r5

We note that in each case, the asymptotic expansion for ℓ = 0 and β = 0 yields the well-known Schwarzschild solution (which
is obtained before imposing regularity at the event horizon):
Polar gravitational perturbations for Schwarzschild:

H20
0 (r) ∼ r2 − 2Mr +

δ

r3 +
3Mδ

r4 +
50M2δ

7r5

Axial gravitational perturbations for Schwarzschild:

h20
0 (r) ∼ r3 − 2Mr2 +

δ

r2 +
4Mδ

3r3 +
40M2δ

21r4 +
20M3δ

7r5

Only the parameter δ appears in the Schwarzschild case, as the parameter β is associated with the exotic matter that sustains the
RBH structure, and thus does not appear in the Schwarzschild solution.
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