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Abstract

In this manuscript, we study photonsphere, shadow, quasinormal modes, Hawking temperature, and
greybody bounds of a non-rotating Simpson-Visser black hole which is a regular black hole. We
observe that though the radius of the photonsphere does depend on the Simpson-Visser parameter
α, the shadow radius is independent of it. The shadow radius is found to be equal to that for
Schwarzschild black hole. We, then, study quasinormal frequencies of the Simpson-Visser black hole
for scalar and electromagnetic perturbations with the help of 6th order WKB method. We tabulate
values of quasinormal frequencies for various values of α, angular momentum ℓ, and overtone number
n. We also graphically show the dependence of real and imaginary parts of quasinormal frequency
on α and ℓ. Additionally, We study the convergence of the WKB method for various values of pair
(n, ℓ). Finally, we shed light on the dependence of the Hawking temperature on the parameter α
and the dependence of greybody bounds on α and ℓ.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes(BHs) are one of the most fascinating objects in the Universe. A great deal of research has gone into
studying various aspects of BHs. It was the General theory of relativity(GTR) proposed by Einstein that gave
rise to the very idea of BHs [1]. BHs that are derived from GTR such as Schwarzschild black holes or Reissner-
Nordstrom(RN) black holes have two singularities: one is coordinate singularity called event horizon and the other is
essential singularity at r = 0. It is because of the presence of essential singularity that curvature invariants diverge
and geodesics become incomplete. We can avoid this singularity in GTR if, in the vicinity of BHs, the strong energy
condition is broken. BHs having event horizon but no essential singularity are called regular black holes(RBHs). For
RBHs, curvature invariants are finite everywhere. Two different approaches can be used to generate RBHs solutions.
One approach is to consider a special source, e.g. spatially distributed matter, and then solve Einstein’s field equation
[2-8]. Another method is to introduce quantum corrections to classical BHs [6-17]. BH solution with no essential

singularity but with event horizon [19] was first given by Bardeen [20]. Bardeen BH was later interpreted by Ayo
′

n-

Beato and Garci
′

a using field theory. We have observed significant progress in the study of non-rotating RBHs [22-24]
as well as rotating RBHs [24-25].
BHs have strong gravitational field. It is because of this strong field, light rays close to BH are refracted and as a
result, BH shadows are formed. The first image of a supermassive black hole M87∗ was unveiled by EHT [26, 27].
Even before the first image given by EHT many attempts were made to study the observable appearance of a BH
shadow. The shadow of a Kerr BH was studied by Bardeen et al. [28] whereas the shadow of a Schwarzschild black
hole was examined by Synge [29]. Luminet studied BH surrounded by bright accretion disk [30]. The shadow radius is
determined by the photon ring which is the characteristic of the underlying spacetime [31]. Photon rings and shadow
of RN black hole have been studied in [32]. Black hole shadows bear imprints of the underlying spacetime. Several
studies have been conducted to detect dark matter using BH shadow [33-42].
Quasinormal modes are oscillations of a black hole that die down over time because of dissipative effects, e,g.,
emission of gravitational waves [43-45]. These are called quasinormal because of their transient nature. They are
complex numbers where the real part signifies the frequency of the emitted gravitational wave and the imaginary part
represents the decay rate or damping rate. Inspiral, merger, and ringdown are the phases that BHs experience after
perturbation. For remnant BHs, quasinormal modes are equal to the ringdown phase. Quasinormal modes depend
on the parameters of the BH. Thus, to study the underlying geometry it is important to investigate quasinormal
modes. A significant number of studies have been conducted in this field [46-77]. Hawking, by considering quantum
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consequences, showed that BHs emit radiation [78]. This radiation is known as Hawking radiation. When a pair
production happens near the event horizon, one particle enters BH while the other moves away from BH. This second
particle constitutes Hawking radiation [79-81]. Hawking temperature can be obtained through various methods [82-
84]. The greybody factor is important in studying Hawking radiation. It can be calculated using the matching
approach [85-87] or WKB approximation [88, 89]. An alternative to these methods was given by Visser [90] by finding
rigorous bounds. The greybody factor was studied using this method in [91, 92].
This manuscript is organized as follows. In section II, we introduce a non-rotating Simpson-Visser black hole and
study the photonsphere and shadow of the black hole. Section III is devoted to studying quasinormal modes for scalar
and electromagnetic perturbations and analyzing their graphical behavior. In section IV, we obtain expressions of the
Hawking temperature and greybody bounds and study their variations. We conclude our article with conclusions in
section V.

II. NON-ROTATING SIMPSON-VISSER BLACK HOLES

The concept of regular black holes was first proposed by Bardeen in his article [20]. Since then it has become a
topic of great interest. One such regular black hole metric has been given by Simpson and Visser in their article [93].
The metric represents a non-rotating, static, and spherically symmetric black hole. The metric is defined by

ds2 = −(1− 2M√
r2 + α2

)dt2 + (1− 2M√
r2 + α2

)−1dr2 + (r2 + α2)(dθ2 + sin2θdφ2). (1)

Here, M is the ADM mass, and α is the parameter having a dimension of length. This solution encompasses both
regular black holes as well as wormholes depending on the value of the parameter α. We have a two-way, traversable
wormhole when α > 2M and a one-way wormhole with a null throat when α = 2M . The metric (1) gives a regular
black hole when α < 2M . In this case, the singularity at r = 0 is replaced by a bounce to a different universe. The
bounce takes place through a spacelike throat shielded by an event horizon and it is christened as black-bounce in
[93]. The metric (1) reduces to that for the Schwarzschild black hole when we put α = 0.
In [94], authors have shown that we can obtain the metric (1) as an exact solution to Einstein’s field equations
minimally coupled with a self-interacting phantom scalar field ϕ combined with a nonlinear electrodynamics field
represented by tensor Fµν . The action is given by [94]

S =

∫ √−gd4r
(

R+ 2ǫgµν∂µφ∂νϕ− 2V (ϕ)− L(F )
)

, (2)

where ǫ = ±1. Here, L(F ) is a gauge-invariant Lagrangian density and F = FµνF
µν . We obtain the followin Einstein

equation from the action (2)

Gν
µ = −T ν

µ [ϕ]− T ν
µ [F ], (3)

where stress-energy tensors, T ν
µ [ϕ] and T ν

µ [F ], of the scalar and electromagnetic fields are given by

T ν
µ [ϕ] = 2ǫ∂µϕ∂

νϕ− δνµ (ǫg
ρσ∂ρϕ∂σϕ− V (ϕ)) ,

T ν
µ [F ] = −2

dL
dF

FµσF
νσ +

1

2
δνµL(F ),

The expressions of ϕ, V (ϕ), and L(F ) are subsequently found and given in [94]. It clealy shows that the metric (1) is
an exact solution of Einstein equations with the action given by (2).
For the metric (1), the lapse function is given by

f(r) = 1− 2M√
r2 + α2

. (4)

The nature of the lapse function is very important in calculating various observables related to the underlying space-
time. We graphically represent the variation of the lapse function with respect to r for various values of α. From the
plot, we observe that as we increase the value of α, the position where the function crosses the r-axis shifts towards
the left. It signifies a decrease in the position of the event horizon with an increase in the parameter value α.
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FIG. 1: Variation of lapse function with respect to r for various values of α.

The position of the event horizon is obtained by equating the lapse function to zero yields rh =
√
4M2 − α2. It

reinforces the finding from the above figure. Next, we move on to study null geodesics in the background of the
spacetime given by ansatz (1). Since the spacetime we are considering is a spherically symmetric one, we can, without
loss of generality, confine our study only to the equatorial plane. With this, the ansatz (1) reduces to

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ h(r)dφ2, (5)

where h(r) = r2 +α2. The static and spherically symmetric nature of the spacetime ensures that the energy given by
E = −pµξ

µ
(t) and the angular momentum given by L = pµξ

µ
(φ) remain conserved along the geodesics. Here, ξµ(t) and

ξ
µ
(φ) are the Killing vectors due to time-translational and rotational invariance respectively [45]. Thus, the energy of

a photon is E = −pt, and the angular momentum is L = pφ. To obtain the expressions of pt and pφ, we first write
down the Lagrangian that corresponds to motion in the background of metric (5). The Lagrangian is given by

L = −f(r)ṫ2 +
ṙ2

f(r)
+ h(r)φ̇2. (6)

With the help of definition pq =
∂L

∂q̇ , we obtain

pt =
∂L

∂ṫ
= −f(r)ṫ,

pr =
∂L

∂ṙ
=

ṙ

f(r)
,

pφ =
∂L

∂φ̇
= h(r)φ̇. (7)

Here, the dot is differentiation with respect to an affine parameter τ . Thus, in terms of energy and angular momentum,
we get two very important differential equations given by

dt

dτ
=

E
f(r)

and
dφ

dτ
=

L
h(r)

. (8)

Combining Eq.(8) and Eq.(5), equation for the null geodesics is obtained as

(

dr

dτ

)2

≡ ṙ2 = E2 − V (r), (9)

where V (r) is the effective potential given by

V (r) =
L2f(r)

h(r)
. (10)

The effective potential given above determines the motion of any particle in the underlying spacetime. We graphically
show the variation of this potential.
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FIG. 2: Variation of potential with respect to r for various values of α. Here, we have taken L = 1.

The above plot indicates that the peak of the potential shifts towards the left as we increase the value of α. This
means the radius of the photonsphere decreases as we increase the value of α. For circular photon orbits of radius rp,
we must have

dV

dr
|r=rp = 0 ⇒ f ′(rp)

f(rp)
=

h′(rp)

h(rp)
. (11)

Simple algebra produces rp =
√
9M2 − b2. This analytical expression confirms the inference we have drawn from

Fig.(2). The corresponding impact parameter is

bp =
L
E =

√

h(rp)

f(rp)
⇒ bp = 3

√
3, (12)

which is the same value as that for Schwarzschild black hole. Thus, we see that even though photon radius does
depend on the parameter α, the critical impact parameter does not depend on α. Since, for a distant observer, the
shadow radius is equal to the critical impact parameter, it is evident that the size of the shadow does not depend on
the parameter α.
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FIG. 3: Shadow of a non-rotating Simpson-Visser black hole.

The region within the red dotted circle is the black hole shadow. The shadow cast by a black hole is larger than
the actual size because of gravitational lensing.
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III. QUASINORMAL MODES OF NON-ROTATING SIMPSON-VISSER BLACK HOLE

In this section, we study quasinormal modes for scalar and electromagnetic perturbations of non-rotating Simpson-
Visser black hole. Here, it is assumed that the impact of the scalar field or the electromagnetic on the background
spacetime is negligible. To study quasinormal modes, we first consider the equation for the relevant field and then,
reduce it to a Schrödinger-like equation. For the scalar field, we will have the Klein-Gordon equation and for the
electromagnetic field, we will consider Maxwell equations. For the massless scalar field, we have

1√−g
∂µ(

√
−ggµν∂νχ) = 0, (13)

and for the electromagnetic field, we have

1√−g
∂ν(Fρσg

ρµgσν
√−g) = 0, (14)

where Fρσ = ∂ρAσ − ∂σAρ, Aν being electromagnetic four-potential. We now introduce the tortoise coordinate given
by

dr∗ =
dr

f(r)
. (15)

We have r∗ → −∞ as r → rh and r∗ → ∞ as r → ∞. With the help of tortoise coordinate, Eqs.(13) and (14) reduce
to the Schrödinger-like form given by

−d2φ

dr2∗
+ Veff(r)φ = ω2φ, (16)

where the effective potential is given by

Veff(r) =
(1− s2)f(r)

r

df(r)

dr
+

f(r)ℓ(ℓ + 1)

r2
(17)

=

(

1− 2M√
α2 + r2

)

(

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
+

2M
(

1− s2
)

(α2 + r2)
3/2

)

,

where ℓ is the angular momentum and s is the spin. For s = 0, we obtain the effective potential for scalar perturbation
and for s = 1, we obtain the effective potential for electromagnetic perturbation. Since the effective potential influences
quasinormal modes, we briefly study the variation of the effective potential for various scenarios.
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FIG. 4: Variation of effective potential with respect to normal coordinate r. The upper ones are for various values of
α with ℓ = 1 and the lower ones are for various values of angular momentum with α = 0.4M . The left ones are for
scalar perturbations and the right ones are for electromagnetic perturbations.

From above plots we observe that the peak of the effective potential increases with an increase in ℓ or α. But the
position of the peak shifts towards the right as we increase the angular momentum, whereas, for an increase in α, the
position shifts towards the left.
Schutz and Will in their article [97] first developed the WKB method. Others extended the method to higher order

WKB method [98–100]. For the 6th order WKB method, we have the expression of quasinormal frequencies as

i(ω2 − V0)
√

−2V
′′

0

−
6
∑

i=2

Ωi = n+
1

2
, (18)

where V0 is the maximum value of the effective potential at the tortoise coordinate r0, V
′′

0 is the value of the second
order derivative of the effective potential with respect to the tortoise coordinate evaluated at r0, and Ωi are the
correction terms given in [97–100]. Now, to improve accuracy of WKB method, we employ Padé approximants [101],
where in powers of the order parameter ǫ we define a polynomial Pk(ǫ) as

Pk(ǫ) = V0 +Ω2ǫ
2 +Ω4ǫ

4 +Ω6ǫ
6 + . . .− i(n+

1

2
)
√

−2V
′′

0

(

ǫ+Ω3ǫ
3 +Ω5ǫ

5 . . .
)

(19)

Here, k is the polynomial order, same as that for the WKB formula. We can obtain the squared frequency by putting
ǫ = 1 via ω2 = Pñ/m̃(1), where Padé approximants, Pñ/m̃(ǫ), for the polynomial Pk(ǫ), are given by [101, 102]

Pñ/m̃(ǫ) =
Q0 +Q1ǫ+ . . .+Qñǫ

ñ

R0 +R1ǫ+ . . .+Rm̃ǫm̃
, (20)

with ñ+m̃ = k. We use 6th order Padé averagedWKB approach to estimate the QNMs and tabulate some of the values
of quasinormal frequencies of scalar and electromagnetic perturbations for various values of angular momentum ℓ and
parameter α. Here, we take M = 1 for all calculations. In Table I, we show quasinormal modes of scalar perturbation
for different values of angular momentum ℓ and parameter α keeping overtone number n = 0. iIn Table II, we show
those for n = 1. In Table III, we show quasinormal modes of electromagnetic perturbation for different values of
angular momentum and parameter α keeping overtone number n = 0 and in Table IV, we show those for n = 1.
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TABLE I: Quasinormal frequencies for scalar field with n = 0.

α/M ℓ=1 ℓ=2 ℓ=3
0. 0.292931 -0.097661 i 0.483644 -0.0967591 i 0.675366 -0.0964997 i
0.2 0.293625 -0.0975045 i 0.484747 -0.0966098 i 0.676891 -0.0963529 i
0.4 0.295746 -0.0970231 i 0.488122 -0.0961494 i 0.681554 -0.0959 i
0.6 0.299405 -0.0961771 i 0.493966 -0.0953383 i 0.689639 -0.0951003 i
0.8 0.304815 -0.0948936 i 0.502661 -0.0940996 i 0.701683 -0.0938749 i
1. 0.312351 -0.0930422 i 0.514855 -0.0922961 i 0.71861 -0.0920829 i

TABLE II: Quasinormal frequencies for scalar field with n = 1.

α/M ℓ=1 ℓ=2 ℓ=3
0. 0.264456 -0.306507 i 0.463846 -0.295626 i 0.660671 -0.292288 i
0.2 0.265441 -0.305916 i 0.465144 -0.295125 i 0.662339 -0.291819 i
0.4 0.268413 -0.304082 i 0.469099 -0.293584 i 0.667432 -0.290377 i
0.6 0.273452 -0.300813 i 0.475912 -0.290882 i 0.676236 -0.287835 i
0.8 0.280786 -0.295861 i 0.485958 -0.286764 i 0.68929 -0.283953 i
1. 0.290766 -0.288748 i 0.499899 -0.280815 i 0.707525 -0.278302 i

TABLE III: Quasinormal frequencies for electromagnetic field with n = 0.

α/M ℓ=1 ℓ=2 ℓ=3
0. 0.248251 -0.0924847 i 0.457595 -0.0950048 i 0.656899 -0.0956163 i
0.2 0.249003 -0.0923694 i 0.458724 -0.0948656 i 0.65844 -0.0954741 i
0.4 0.251304 -0.0920112 i 0.462177 -0.0944359 i 0.663153 -0.095035 i
0.6 0.255271 -0.0913617 i 0.468163 -0.0936765 i 0.671328 -0.0942589 i
0.8 0.261148 -0.0903477 i 0.477077 -0.0925117 i 0.683516 -0.0930677 i
1. 0.269347 -0.0888389 i 0.489602 -0.0908062 i 0.700663 -0.0913222 i

TABLE IV: Quasinormal frequencies for electromagnetic field with n = 1.

α/M ℓ=1 ℓ=2 ℓ=3
0. 0.214272 -0.294104 i 0.436533 -0.290727 i 0.641736 -0.289731 i
0.2 0.215404 -0.293678 i 0.437875 -0.290256 i 0.643427 -0.289276 i
0.4 0.21872 -0.292259 i 0.441961 -0.288802 i 0.648591 -0.287872 i
0.6 0.224396 -0.289778 i 0.448999 -0.286244 i 0.657517 -0.285398 i
0.8 0.2325 -0.28546 i 0.459381 -0.282324 i 0.67076 -0.281612 i
1. 0.243736 -0.279086 i 0.4738 -0.276634 i 0.689272 -0.276092 i

From above tables, we can infer that the real part of quasinormal frequencies increases with an increase in parameter
value α for a particular value of ℓ. Additionally, it is observed for both perturbations that the real part of quasinormal
modes increases as we increase the angular momentum ℓ. We can observe from the Table (I) and Table (II) that the
decay rate or damping rate increases as we decrease the value of parameter α or the angular momentum for scalar
perturbation. From Tables (III) and (IV) we can infer that the damping rate or decay rate increases as we decrease
the value of the parameter α or increase the angular momentum for electromagnetic perturbation. If we compare
values of quasinormal modes for different overtone numbers, then we can see that the real part of quasinormal modes
decreases with the overtone number but the decay or damping rate increases with the overtone number.
Next, to understand the variation of error associated with an order WKB method, we tabulate quasinormal frequency
for various orders of the WKB method and corresponding error associated with the method. The error is measured

by the formula error = |ωk+1−ωk−1|
2 . Here, we have considered scalar perturbation with n = 0, α = 0.2M , and ℓ = 1.

We can observe from the above table that the error decreases as we increase the order of WKB approximation upto
sixth order and then, it starts increasing. Thus, we can infer that sixth order WKB approximation gives the best
value of quasinormal frequency. Now, we graphically show the variation of quasinormal frequency for various aspects.
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TABLE V: Quasinormal frequency and error for various orders of WKB approximation.

WKB Order Quasinormal frequency Error
8 0.294678 -0.0971196 i 0.030877
7 0.293563 -0.0974886 i 0.000590874
6 0.293603 -0.097611 i 0.000108075
5 0.293768 -0.0975564 i 0.000199927
4 0.293655 -0.0972145 i 0.000987336
3 0.291812 -0.0978283 i 0.00516503
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FIG. 5: It gives the variation of the imaginary part of the quasinormal frequency with respect to α for various values
of ℓ. The left one is for the scalar field and the right one is for the electromagnetic field.
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FIG. 6: It gives the variation of the real part of the quasinormal frequency with respect to α for various values of ℓ.
The left one is for the scalar field and the right one is for the electromagnetic field.
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FIG. 7: Left one gives the variation of the imaginary part of the quasinormal frequency with respect to α for scalar
and electromagnetic fields and the right one gives that for the real part. Here, we have taken ℓ = 1.

Fig.(5) and Fig.(6) reinforce findings we have drwan from Tabs.(I, II, III, IV). We can also observe that the real
part of quasinormal modes is larger for scalar perturbation, whereas, the imaginary part is larger for electromagnetic
perturbation. It implies that the damping rate or decay rate is larger for scalar perturbation. We next study the
convergence of the WKB method for various values of (n, ℓ) pair.
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FIG. 8: Variation of the real and imaginary part of quasinormal frequencies with respect to WKB order for various
values of (n, ℓ) pair. The upper left one is for (1, 0) pair, the upper right one is for (2, 0) pair, the lower left one is
for (2, 2) pair and the lower right one is for (2, 4) pair. The upper line in each plot is for the real part of quasinormal
modes and the lower line is for the imaginary part of quasinormal modes.

From the above figure we observe that quasinormal frequencies fluctuate even for higher order when we consider
the pair (2, 0). This confirms the finding in the article [103] where it is observed that WKB approximation is reliable
when the angular momentum is high and the overtone number is low.

IV. HAWKING TEMPERATURE AND BOUNDS OF THE GREYBODY FACTOR

In this section, we intend to calculate the Hawking temperature and greybody bounds for the black hole under
consideration. Hawking in his article [78] showed that black holes emit radiation. That radiation is known as Hawking
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radiation. Bekenstein in his article [106] and Keifer in his article [107] showed that it was necessary to associate a
temperature with the horizon for consistency with thermodynamics. The Hawking temperature is given by

TH =
1

4π
√−gttgrr

dgtt

dr
|r=rh . (21)

For the metric in consideration, we have gtt = −f(r) and grr = 1
f(r) . Putting these values in the above equation, we

get

TH =

√
4M2 − α2

16πM2
. (22)

The dependence of the Hawking temperature on the parameter α is evident from the above equation. We recover the
value of the Hawking temperature for the Schwarzschild black hole if we put α = 0 in the above equation. To show
the dependence graphically, we plot the Hawking temperature against α.
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FIG. 9: Variation of Hawking temperature with respect to α.

We can observe that the Hawking temperature decreases as we increase the value of the parameter α. The Hawking
radiation observed by an asymptotic observer is different from the original radiation near the horizon of the black hole
due to the redshift factor. Greybody distribution describes the Hawking radiation that is observed by an asymptotic
observer. Here, we try to obtain the lower bound of the greybody factor for a non-rotating Simpson-Visser black hole.
A lot of research has been dedicated to the bound greybody factor. Visser and Boonserm in their articles [90, 91, 105]
gave an elegant way to lower bound the greybody factor. A rigorous bound of the transmission probability, which is
the same as that of the graybody factor, is given by

T ≥ sech2(
1

2ω

∫ ∞

−∞
|Veff(r∗)|dr∗), (23)

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate defined in Eq.(15) and Veff(r∗) is the potential given in Eq.(18). In terms of normal
coordinate r, the above equation becomes

T ≥ sech2(
1

2ω

∫ ∞

rh

|Veff(r)|
dr

f(r)
). (24)

If we use Eq.(18), then, the above equation reduces to

T ≥ sech2





ℓ(ℓ+1)√
4−α2

+ 1−s2√
4−α2+2

2ω



 . (25)

The above equation shows the explicit dependence of greybody factor bounds on the value of parameter α. We, next,
plot the bounds of the greybody factor against ω for both scalar and electromagnetic perturbations by taking s = 0
and s = 1 respectively. We have plotted T for various values of α as well as angular momentum ℓ.
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FIG. 10: Bounds of greybody factor for various values of ℓ. Left one is for scalar perturbation and the right one is
for electromagnetic perturbation. Here we have taken α = 0.6.
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FIG. 11: Bounds of greybody factor for various values of α. Left one is for scalar perturbation and the right one is
for electromagnetic perturbation. Here we have taken ℓ = 1.

Here, Ts is the greybody factor for scalar perturbation, and Tem is the greybody factor for electromagnetic pertur-
bation. There are a few conclusions we can draw from the above plots. We can observe that the bounds asymptotically
approach the value 1, for both scalar and electromagnetic perturbations. The nature of variation is also the same for
both perturbations. From Fig.(10) we can conclude that the bounds decrease as we increase the angular momentum.
We can also conclude from Fig.(11) that the bounds decrease as we increase the value of the parameter α.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have conducted an investigation of photonsphere, shadow radius, quasinormal modes, Hawking temperature,
and greybody bounds of non-rotating Simpson-Visser black hole. To obtain the radius of the photosphere, we first
write down the Lagrangian corresponding to the metric confining ourselves to the equatorial plane without loss
of generality. Then, with the help of Killing vectors and the Lagrangian, we obtain the differential equation of
motion for photons and get the expression of the effective potential. Imposing conditions on the effective potential
and its derivative for circular photon orbits, we obtain the expression of the radius of photonsphere rp and the
corresponding impact parameter. For an observer located at asymptotic infinity, the shadow radius is equal to the
impact parameter. We observe that the radius of the photonsphere decreases with an increase in the parameter α,
whereas, the shadow radius remains constant to the value 3

√
3 which is the shadow radius for Schwarzschild black

hole.
Next, we study quasinormal modes for two types of perturbations: scalar and electromagnetic. We tabulate
quasinormal frequencies for various values of overtone number n, angular momentum ℓ, and parameter α in Tables (I,
II, III, IV, V). Our findings indicate that with the increase in the value of α, the real part of quasinormal frequency
increases. We observe that for scalar and electromagnetic perturbations, the decay rate or damping rate increases as
we decrease the value of parameter α. But, the decay rate or the damping rate increases for scalar perturbation and
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decreases for electromagnetic perturbation as we decrease the angular momentum. Comparing values of quasinormal
modes for different overtone numbers, we find that the real part of quasinormal modes decreases with the overtone
number but the decay or damping rate increases with the overtone number. These findings are reinforced in various
plots presented. We also observe that the error associated with a WKB order decreases as we increase the order of
WKB approximation upto the sixth order and then it starts increasing. Moreover, the real part of quasinormal modes
as well as the decay rate or damping rate for scalar perturbation is greater than that of electromagnetic perturbation.
Our findings also confirm the result in the article [103] where it was observed that WKB approximation is reliable
when the angular momentum is high and the overtone number is low. Finally, we have obtained the expression
of Hawking temperature and bounds of the greybody factor. Our findings indicate that the Hawking temperature
decreases with an increase in the parameter α. On the other hand, the bounds of the greybody factor for both type
of perturbations decreases with an increase in angular momentum ℓ or parameter α. We can obtain further insights
into the behavior of various perturbations with the help of time-domain calculations and innovative approaches. We
also hope that results from future experiments will guide us to have a complete theory of quantum gravity.

Data Availability Statement: We do not have any additional data to present
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