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Quantum induced superradiance
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Superradiance, the phenomenon enabling energy extraction through radiation amplification, is not
universal to all black holes. We show that semi-classical backreaction can induce superradiance, even
when absent at the classical level. Specifically, we compute the quasinormal modes of a massless
scalar field probing a family of rotating ‘quantum’ black holes in three-dimensional anti-de Sitter
space, accounting for all orders of backreaction due to quantum conformal matter. A subset of these
modes is identified as superradiant, leading to the formation of quantum black hole ‘bombs’. All such
quantum black holes have curvature singularities shrouded by horizons. Thus, while backreaction
enforces cosmic censorship, it also renders the black holes dynamically unstable. Further, we find
all thermally unstable black holes are dynamically unstable, though the converse does not hold
generally. Our findings thus suggest a semiclassical version of the Gubser-Mitra conjecture on black
hole stability. This motivates us to propose a stability criterion for quantum black holes.

Introduction. Like the Penrose process for extracting
energy from a rotating black hole [1], superradiance oc-
curs when a reflected wave has a larger amplitude than
the incoming wave [2–8]. To wit, a wave of frequency ω
and azimuthal number m incident on a Kerr black hole
of mass M and spin J yields the change dM/dJ = ω/m.
The first law of black hole mechanics then reads [9]

dM =
ωκg

8πG

dA

(ω −mΩ)
, (1)

for black hole surface gravity κg, horizon area A, and
angular velocity Ω. Assuming the wave obeys the weak
energy condition, such that the horizon area never de-
creases [10], amplification occurs when ω < mΩ, yielding
black hole energy extraction, dM < 0.[11]

Black hole superradiance predates evaporation via
thermal radiation [12] and serves as the foundation for
the Blandford-Znajek mechanism [13], thought to drive
jet formation in astrophysical black holes. Moreover,
since repeated amplification can trigger a dynamical in-
stability [6, 14–16], superradiance is central to black hole
stability and the ultimate fate of gravitational collapse.

Not all black holes exhibit superradiance, however, nor
do all types of classical waves. Firstly, superradiance oc-
curs when scattering bosonic fields off of Kerr-Newman
(KN) black holes, but not fermionic fields [17]. Further,
large four-dimensional KN black holes with anti-de Sitter
(AdS) asymptotics have no superradiance if the bosonic
fields obey reflective boundary conditions at the timelike
boundary at spatial infinity [18]; superradiance can be re-
stored if the fields obey transparent boundary conditions
[19]. Another notable exception is the AdS3 Bañados-
Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole [20, 21], which does
not exhibit superradiance for neutral scalar or fermionic
fields obeying Dirichlet boundary conditions at spatial in-
finity [22, 23]. Real scalars obeying generalized boundary

conditions can lead to superradiance of the BTZ [24–26],
although not all superradiant modes are unstable.[27]

The aforementioned examples of black hole superra-
diance are wholly classical. Both the black hole space-
time and incident wave are treated classically, adhering
to general relativity. It is natural to wonder how semi-
classical quantum effects modify the situation. Specifi-
cally, if there are scenarios where, classically, there is no
superradiance, but quantum effects instigate its onset.
Particularly challenging is the influence of semiclassical
backreaction due to quantum fields in an otherwise classi-
cal spacetime. A complete treatment requires solving the
semiclassical Einstein equations, a difficult open problem.

Here we show quantum backreaction can induce black
hole superradiance. Our study centers on an exact black
hole in semiclassical gravity, the ‘quantum’ BTZ (qBTZ)
black hole [28, 29]. The qBTZ solution arises from
braneworld holography [30], a framework where a (D−1)-
dimensional end-of-the-world brane is coupled to general
relativity in a D-dimensional asymptotically AdS space,
which has a dual description as a conformal field theory
(CFT) living on the AdS boundary. A higher curvature
gravity theory is induced on the brane coupled to a CFT
with large central charge and an ultraviolet cutoff. In this
formalism, AdS black holes that localize on branes may
be understood as quantum-corrected black holes from the
brane perspective, and can be exactly constructed to all
orders of backreaction in three-dimensions [28, 31].

Quantum BTZ black holes. We focus on the quantum
BTZ (qBTZ) black hole [29]. Its construction relies on
an AdS3 brane [32] intersecting the AdS4 C-metric black
hole horizon [33, 34]. Aided by holography, the geometry
and thermodynamics of the qBTZ are known analytically
and non-perturbatively in backreaction. Here we summa-
rize the essentials of the solution. Further details can be
found in the supplemental material.
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In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t̄, r̄, ϕ̄), the neutral
qBTZ black hole has line element [29]

ds2 = −
(
r̄2

ℓ23
− 8G3M − ℓµη2

r

)
dt̄2

+

(
r̄2

ℓ23
− 8G3M +

(4G3J)
2

r̄2
− ℓµ(1− ã2)2η4

r

r̄2

)−1

dr̄2

+

(
r̄2 +

µℓã2ℓ23η
2

r

)
dϕ̄2 − 8G3J

(
1 +

ℓ

x1r

)
dϕ̄dt̄ .

(2)

Here, r is a function of coordinate r̄, which is kept for
convenience, and µ is a mass parameter for the AdS4
black hole. Quantities M and J denote the mass and
angular momentum of the black hole

8G3M = 4
−κx2

1 + ã2(4− κx2
1)

(3− κx2
1 − ã2)2

,

4G3J =
4ℓ3ã(1− κx2

1 + ã2)

(3− κx2
1 − ã2)2

,

(3)

with η ≡ 2x1/(3 − κx2
1 − ã2). Here ℓ is the UV cutoff

length scale, G3 = G3/
√
1 + (ℓ/ℓ3)2 is the ‘renormalized’

Newton’s constant, and ℓ3 is the AdS3 length. Further,
ã ≡ ax2

1/ℓ
3, for rotation parameter a, κ = ±1, 0 corre-

sponds to different brane slicings, and x1 is a real param-
eter whose precise meaning is not relevant for us here.

The inner/outer event horizons r̄± are generated by
orbits of the Killing vector χ = ∂t̄ + Ω±∂ϕ̄, where Ω±
denotes the horizon angular velocity relative to a non-
rotating frame at spatial infinity

Ω± ≡ a

r2± + a2x2
1

(
1 +

r2±x
2
1

ℓ23

)
=

dϕ̄

dt̄
. (4)

The ergoregion corresponds to orbits of the Killing vector
∂t̄, where the t̄t̄-metric component of (2) vanishes.

The metric (2) is understood as a quantum black hole
as it is a solution to the induced semiclassical theory on
the brane at all orders in quantum backreaction. The
dimensionless parameter ν ≡ ℓ/ℓ3 controls the strength
of backreaction, while the geometry (2) represents the
quantum-corrected black hole due to the backreacting
CFT3. This is most easily seen in the static limit (J = 0),
where the metric takes the same form as the quantum-
corrected BTZ solution due to perturbative backreaction
of a conformally coupled scalar [35, 36]. Notably, how-
ever, the metric (2) is valid for any strength of backre-
action, i.e., any ν ≥ 0. As ν → 0 with fixed c3, backre-
action vanishes, gravity weakens, and the metric resem-
bles the classical BTZ black hole. Conversely, large-ν
corresponds to strong backreaction; in this limit higher-
derivative terms in the induced action become important.

Combined, (a, κ, x1) parametrize a family of quantum
black holes at fixed backreaction [29]. It is worth dis-

tinguishing between solutions with κ = +1 and those
with κ = −1. The former can have M < 0 and are con-
sidered quantum-dressed conical defects, while the latter
have M ≥ 0 and represent quantum-corrected BTZ black
holes. Depending on the range of parameters, qBTZ
can have pathological features, e.g., naked closed timelike
curves. Dismissing such traits requires parameter restric-
tions, particularly 1− ã2 ≥ 0 and η > 0 [29], though the
full parameter space has not yet been fully explored.

The thermodynamics of the quantum BTZ black hole
is inherited from the AdS4 bulk black hole, with M , J ,
and temperature T [29, 34]. Explicit expressions are
known analytically and presented in the supplemental
material. Notably, the Bekenstein-Hawking area-entropy
[12, 37, 38] of the classical AdS4 black hole is identified
to be the semiclassical generalized entropy [39], Sgen, ac-
counting for both (higher-curvature) gravitational and
von Neuman entropy of matter, Sgen = Sgrav + Smat

vN .
Thus, for fixed ℓ and ℓ3, the thermodynamic first law is

dM = TdSgen +ΩdJ , (5)

and is valid for any strength of backreaction, i.e., any ν.

Quantum black hole superradiance. As with clas-
sical black holes, superradiance of a rotating quantum
black hole can plausibly occur when ω < mΩ. For quan-
tum black holes this will only happen, however, when
the generalized second law [39] holds, dSgen ≥ 0. Indeed,
a test wave of frequency ω impinging a neutral rotat-
ing quantum black hole will also obey dM/dJ = ω/m.
The quantum black hole, e.g., qBTZ, will then change
according to the semiclassical first law (5), such that

dM =
ωT

(ω −mΩ)
dSgen . (6)

Thus, assuming the generalized second law, if ω < mΩ
energy may be extracted from the quantum black hole,
suggesting it is unstable.

The above argument is a semiclassical generalization of
the one proposed by Bekenstein [9]. Notably, the scatter-
ing wave itself need not be treated quantummechanically.
Replacement of the classical horizon area for generalized
entropy is a result of the quantum matter backreacting
on the geometry, independent of the test wave.

Admittedly, the reasoning leading to (6) is only heuris-
tic. Indeed, when backreaction is switched off, the qBTZ
becomes the classical BTZ black hole, which recall does
not always exhibit superradiance. A reason to expect
the qBTZ black hole features superradiance opposed to
its classical sibling, is that, like higher-dimensional Kerr-
AdS black holes [18], there are regions which rotate faster
than the speed of light. Thence, energy escaping across
the horizon will be negative, allowing for superradiance
to occur. We present this in the supplemental material.
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Perturbing quantum BTZ. To directly test superradiance,
we perturb the rotating qBTZ with a massless probe
scalar field Φ bound to the brane and analyze the associ-
ated quasinormal modes (QNMs), resonant modes of lin-
ear perturbations satisfying ingoing (outgoing) boundary
conditions at the horizon (infinity) [40]. Our approach
follows [41].[42] Let the scalar field have action

IΦ =

∫
drd2x

√
−g∂aΦ∂

aΦ . (7)

Decompose the field into its Fourier modes

Φ(r, t̄, ϕ̄) =

∞∑
m=−∞

∫
dωe−i(ωt̄−mϕ̄)Φ̄m(ω, r) . (8)

for frequency ω and azimuthal number m. (Here, for
convenience, we work in coordinates (t̄, r, ϕ̄), such that
the coordinate system is not identical to those given in
metric (2).) Solutions to the scalar equation of motion,
2Φ = 0, near the asymptotic AdS3 boundary behave as

Φ ∼ Φ(0)r
−∆− +Φ(+)r

−∆+ , ∆± = 1± 1 , (9)

with scalar operator dimension ∆±, and coefficients Φ(0)

and Φ(+) are functions of (t̄, ϕ̄). Physically, Φ(0) repre-
sents the source and Φ(+) the vacuum expectation value
of the scalar. Meanwhile, near the horizon,

Φ ∼ Ξ1e
−ir∗(ω−mΩ) + Ξ2e

+ir∗(ω−mΩ) (10)

for tortoise coordinate r∗ (near the horizon)

r∗ =
log(r − r+)

2κg
, κg =

√
−1

2
∇aχb∇aχb (11)

with surface gravity κg. To obtain QNMs we use bound-
ary conditions that disallow outgoing flux across the hori-
zon and force the field to vanish at infinity, imposing
Ξ2 = 0 and Φ(0) = 0, respectively.

In general, QNM frequencies are complex, ω = Re(ω)+
i Im(ω), signaling the decay or growth of the field. In
the supplemental material we display an example of the
QNM spectrum of a scalar fluctuation with vanishing mo-
mentum (m = 0). At ν = 0, the QNMs agree with the
classical BTZ spectrum [43–45]. At vanishing momentum
m, these QNMs are purely imaginary and move along
the imaginary axis as the black hole angular momentum
is increased. Quantum backreaction strongly affects the
QNM spectrum, and in particular causes the modes of the
BTZ black hole to acquire a finite real part, hence caus-
ing a transition from purely dissipative to propagating
modes. This same behavior was seen for static qBTZ [41].

Superradiant modes. Superradiance manifests itself as
unstable perturbations that grow in time. According to
the decomposition (8), if the imaginary part of ω is posi-

tive, Im(ω) > 0, the field will grow exponentially, indicat-
ing an instability; a stable mode has Im(ω) < 0. Hence,
the onset of the instability occurs when Im(ω) = 0, i.e.,
ω ∈ R. This can be made more precise by the follow-
ing argument. Since the geometry is stationary, the field
equations are invariant under t̄ → −t̄ and ω → −ω hence
the complex conjugate Φ̄∗ is also a solution to the wave
equation. Indeed if one takes the tortoise coordinate

dr∗
dr

=
H ′(r+)r+
2rκgH(r)

(12)

then one can show that the differential equation satisfied
by Φ can be put in the form

Φ̄′′(r∗) + Veff(r(r∗))Φ̄(r∗) = 0 . (13)

By Abel’s identity, the Wronskian is independent of
r∗, W (Φ̄, Φ̄∗)(r∗) = W (Φ̄, Φ̄∗), and hence conserved
along the radial direction. The Wronskians evaluated
at the horizon and asymptotic boundary thus agree,
W (Φ̄, Φ̄∗) |∞r+ = 0. Using the expansions in (9) and (10),

Φ̄∗
(0)Φ̄(+) − Φ̄(0)Φ̄

∗
(+) = i(ω −mΩ)|Ξ1|2 , (14)

where we absorbed a constant prefactor into the defini-
tion of the source and vacuum expectation value. The
Ward-Takahashi identities then imply (cf. [46]),

∂tM = −2π
(
Φ∗

(0)∂tΦ(+) − Φ(0)∂tΦ
∗
(+)

)
,

= 4πω(ω −mΩ)|Ξ1|2 ,
(15)

where M =
∫
Σ
Tijk

inj is the energy of the spacetime on a
constant time, one-dimensional spacelike hypersurface Σ,
with ni the unit normal to Σ and ki the timelike Killing
vector. This implies the energy decreases, ∂tM < 0,
when the condition ω < mΩ is fulfilled.

To precisely obtain superradiant modes, we resort to
numerics. At the onset of the instability the QNM fre-
quency must take the form ω = mΩ+. We solve the equa-
tion of motion for the scalar field subject to the bound-
ary condition of no outgoing modes at the horizon with
ω = mΩ+. The solution near the asymptotic boundary
takes the form Eq. (9). We use a shooting method from
the outer horizon and search for solutions with Φ(0) = 0.
We display the search in Fig. 1, where we plot Ω+ as a
function of ν for modes at the cusp of instability for ro-
tating quantum dressed cones and corrected black holes.

Notably, at least for the lightest modes (m = 1), we
find no parameter combinations for which superradiant
modes exist for fully non-perturbative quantum corrected
BTZ black holes (ν > 1), and thus such black holes
appear to not exhibit superradiant instabilities for the
massless scalar. Such instabilities only exist for weak
backreaction, ν < 1, see Fig. 2. Alternatively, light su-
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FIG. 1. The onset of superradiance for the rotating qBTZ black hole. Left: Dressed cones (κ = +1). Right: Corrected black
holes (κ = −1). The color of the points represents increasing horizon radius.

perradiant modes exist for all ν for the quantum-dressed
conical defects (supplemental material). Thus, while
quantum-dressed cones are always dynamically unstable
for the lightest modes, quantum-corrected black holes are
stable against the lightest modes for large backreaction.

Quantum black hole bombs. Repeated superradiant am-
plification leads to superradiant instabilities as superradi-
ant modes become locally trapped near the black hole [5].
For AdS black holes, this trapping naturally arises due to
the timelike boundary, forming a black hole “bomb” for
small black holes (r+/ℓ3 ≪ 1) [47–51], while large ones
(r+/ℓ3 > 1) remain stable. Likewise, the onset of super-
radiant instability for the qBTZ, bolstered by the exis-
tence of superradiant QNMs (Fig 2) implies the forma-
tion of quantum black hole bombs. Notably, quantum-
dressed cones and quantum-corrected black holes need
not be extremely small (e.g., r+/ℓ3 ∼ .75 in Fig. 5,).

Superradiant instabilities are inherently dynamical;
they do not necessarily coincide with thermal instabil-
ity. For Kerr-AdS black holes, superradiant instability is
consistent with thermal instability, as small black holes
have negative heat capacity [52]. It is worth then to an-
alyze the thermal stability of the rotating qBTZ black
hole. Previous investigations include evaluating only the
behavior of the heat capacity [53–57]. Here we go beyond
analyzing only the heat capacity, and instead study the
sign of the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix

HessS =

(
∂2Sgen

∂M2

∂2Sgen

∂J∂M
∂2Sgen

∂M∂J
∂2Sgen

∂J2

)
, (16)

for entropy Sgen (see [29] for explicit expressions). Analo-
gous to ordinary thermal systems, we expect thermal in-
stability if the Hessian has a positive eigenvalue. We find,
at the onset of instability, the two eigenvalues of HessS for
quantum-corrected black holes (κ = −1) are both nega-
tive, indicating a thermally stable system that exhibits
dynamical instabilities. Meanwhile, for the quantum-
dressed cones (κ = 1), HessS has only negative eigen-

values for M > 0, but for M < 0 it can have at least one
positive eigenvalue over a specific range of parameters.
Thus, for the dressed cones there exist solutions that are
both thermodynamically and dynamically unstable.

Discussion. We established that quantum backreaction
can induce superradiance in black holes which would oth-
erwise not exhibit the phenomenon. Here we focused on
the rotating quantum BTZ black hole, finding superra-
diant modes giving rise to instabilities. Superradiance of
course depends on the choice of positive frequency, a sub-
tle issue for rotating black holes as they typically do not
possess a globally timelike Killing vector. Here we take
ω > 0. It is conceivable that other choices would imply
no superradiance, as in Kerr-Newman-AdS4 [19]. A more
detailed mode analysis would shed more light on this sub-
tlety. Further, a non-holographic perturbative computa-
tion of backreaction due to a conformally coupled scalar
in rotating BTZ [58] suggests no superradiance. Their
corrected metric, however, is more complicated than the
exact qBTZ [29], and evidently displays different physics.
In fact, a reason why the qBTZ black hole exhibits su-
perradiance, in contrast with the classical BTZ or the
perturbatively-corrected solution, is due to the existence
of a new macroscopic scale, ℓ ∼ c3LP [47]. Our work has
many implications and avenues worth exploring.

Beyond rotating qBTZ. Our investigation here is non-
exhaustive, being centered on classical massless probe
scalars in rotating qBTZ. It would be straightforward
to apply our methods to other types of quantum black
holes. This includes the charged qBTZ [59, 60], and their
charged/rotating de Sitter and Minkowski counterparts
[31, 61–63]. Notably, in 3D vacuum general relativity
there are no de Sitter or flat black holes to begin with.
Should our results hold beyond AdS3, not only would
backreaction induce black hole horizons, but all 3D quan-
tum black holes would exhibit superradiance.

Not all higher-dimensional Kerr-Newman black holes
exhibit superradiance [18, 19]. It would be interesting
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FIG. 2. Superradiant QNMs (w = ω/(2πT )) in a co-rotating
frame (wonset = 0). Displayed are m = 1 modes at x1 = 0.21.
Solid circles denotes κ = −1 while the empty boxes corre-
spond to κ = +1, and color represents increasing strength of
backreaction. Lines with arrows indicating increasing values
of a are drawn for ν = {0.01, 0.15, 0.3} to guide the eye. Note
that all data for which Re(w) > 0 has Im(w) < 0.

to see if backreaction in these backgrounds would like-
wise facilitate superradiance. This is technically chal-
lenging because exact quantum black hole solutions (non-
perturbative in backreaction) in four or higher dimen-
sions are not known. A first step would be to study
backgrounds with perturbative backreaction; indeed, our
findings show that superradiance is induced for quantum-
corrected black holes at weak backreaction.

Finally, it would be worth considering other types
of probes, e.g., massive scalars, or conformally coupled
fields. It would also be interesting to extend to quantum
matter probes, holographically dual to 3+1 dimensional
bulk fields [64]. The quantum analog of classical super-
radiance is well-known for Kerr and static, charged black
holes [65–68], where the black holes spontaneously emit
particles with classically-superradiant modes. In princi-
ple, similar non-thermal radiation is expected for quan-
tum test fields in a quantum black hole.

Testing cosmic censorship. General relativity predicts
black holes formed under collapse develop singularities
[69]. To maintain predictability, Penrose conjectured
“cosmic censorship”, which in its weak form (WCCC)
states black hole singularities lie behind event horizons
[1, 70]. Tests of WCCC, where one attempts to over-
spin or overcharge Kerr-Newman black holes via parti-
cle/wave scattering [71, 72], have only shown WCCC is
robust. In fact, scalar matter that overspins Kerr, thus
violating WCCC, is repelled due to superradiance [73].
Similarly, the rotating qBTZ cannot be overspun [74]. It
would be interesting to check if the induced superradi-
ance uncovered here is the cause.

Stability of quantum black holes. Here we uncovered un-
stable superradiant modes in the qBTZ geometry. Fur-
ther, at the onset of instability, the quantum-corrected

black holes were found to be thermally stable, while,
for specific parameter ranges the quantum-dressed cones
were thermally unstable. This is consistent with the
statement of Gubser-Mitra [75] – all black branes corre-
sponding to thermodynmically unstable black holes are
also dynamically unstable – and suggests the mantra ex-
tends semiclassically. For classical stationary and ax-
isymmetric black holes, dynamical stability is equiva-
lent to the following criterion [76]: non-negativity of
the canonical energy E , a bilinear form over linearized
perturbations that fix appropriate conserved quantities.
Conversely, for AdS black holes, E < 0 indicates a su-
perradiant instability [77]. It would be interesting to de-
velop a similar stability criterion for quantum black holes.
Naively, the classical energy and stability criterion are to
be replaced with its semiclassical generalization,

Esc = δ2M − Ωδ2J − Tδ2Sgen , Esc ≥ 0 , (17)

where, as in the thermodynamic first law, the classical
event horizon area has been supplanted with generalized
entropy, and δ2 indicates second-order variations. In fact,
since the AdS C-metric belongs to the class of metrics the
classical stability criterion [77] applies to, the criterion
(17) automatically follows for the quantum BTZ black
hole due to the identification of the bulk area-entropy
and brane generalized entropy (as in the first law).

Weak cosmic censorship and black hole stability, more-
over, are intimately linked. Indeed, E > 0 implies the
satisfaction of a local Penrose inequality (PI) [76], an
inequality whose violation yields a counterexample to
WCCC [78]. The local PI is thus a necessary and suf-
ficient condition for dynamical stability. Quantum mat-
ter, however, is known to violate the classical Penrose
inequality [79, 80]. This motivates the need for (weak)
quantum cosmic censorship,[81] for which a quantum
Penrose inequality would be an input. To date, all quan-
tum BTZ black holes obey such a proposed inequality
[57] for all orders of backreaction. It would be interest-
ing see how these robust quantum inequalities relate to
the proposed stability criterion (17).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Braneworld framework

Exact descriptions of three-dimensional braneworld black holes [33, 34] follow from embedding an end-of-the-world
(ETW) brane in a particular AdS4 C-metric. In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates the line element of the neutral, rotating
AdS4 C-metric is

ds2 =
ℓ2

(ℓ+ xr)2

[
− H(r)

Σ(x, r)

(
dt+ ax2dϕ

)2
+

Σ(x, r)

H(r)
dr2 + r2

(
Σ(x, r)

G(x)
dx2 +

G(x)

Σ(x, r)

(
dϕ− a

r2
dt
)2)]

, (18)

with metric functions

H(r) =
r2

ℓ23
+ κ− µℓ

r
+

a2

r2
, G(x) = 1− κx2 − µx3 +

a2

ℓ23
x4 ,

Σ(x, r) = 1 +
a2x2

r2
.

(19)

This geometry may be interpreted as describing a single or pair of uniformly accelerating black holes due to a cosmic
string or strut (see, e.g., [86]) with (inverse) acceleration ℓ. The metric is a solution to pure Einstein-AdS4 gravity,

I =
1

16πG4

∫
d4x
√

−ĝ

[
R̂+

6

ℓ24

]
, (20)

where ℓ4 denotes the AdS4 radius, related to parameters ℓ3 and ℓ via

1

ℓ24
=

1

ℓ23
+

1

ℓ2
. (21)

with 0 < ℓ < ∞. Further, κ = ±1, 0 corresponds to different slicings of the boundary (κ = −1 results in BTZ black
holes), µ is a mass parameter, and the non-negative parameter a introduces rotational effects.
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In the bulk geometry (18), roots ri of H(r) occur when the Killing vector

χb = ∂b
t +

a

r2i
∂b
ϕ , (22)

for ri finite, has vanishing modulus, χ2 = gabχ
aχb = − ℓ2

(ℓ+xr)2H(ri)Σ(x, ri) = 0 at r = ri. The largest positive, real

root of H(r), denoted r+, corresponds to the radius of the outer event horizon of the black hole, while the inner black
hole horizon is denoted by r− (where r− < r+). In the limit of vanishing rotation a → 0, then r− → 0.

The real zeroes xi of G(x) give rise to conical singularities on the black hole event horizon. These conical defects
result in, for a example, a cosmic string suspending a single black hole away from the center of AdS4, resulting in its
acceleration. One of these conical singularities can be removed by imposing regularity to ensure smoothness of the
geometry along the axis of rotational symmetry,

ϕ ∼ ϕ+∆ϕ , ∆ϕ =
4π

|G′(xi)|
. (23)

In these constructions the smallest positive root, denoted x = x1, is chosen, leaving conical singularities at the
remaining zeroes xi ̸= x1. It is standard to then restrict to the region 0 ≤ x ≤ x1, where there are no remaining
conical singularities (the other conical singularities live in the range x < 0). The range of x1 depends on µ and a.

A key geometric feature of the C-metric (18) is that the hypersurface x = 0 is umbilic, i.e., extrinsic curvature Kij

is proportional to the induced metric hij at x = 0; Kij = −ℓ−1hij . Thus, a codimension-1 brane B at x = 0 obeys
the Israel junction conditions. For a purely tensional brane, with action

Ibrane = −τ

∫
B
d3x

√
−h , (24)

the Israel junction conditions set the tension τ = (2πG4ℓ)
−1. Treating the x = 0 hypersurface as an ETW brane, the

x < 0 region is cutoff from the remainder of bulk AdS4. The space can be surgically completed by gluing a second
copy of the spacetime along x = 0, resulting in a Z2-symmetric double-sided braneworld without a cosmic string
[32, 87].

According to braneworld holography [30], the induced action on the brane characterizes a specific semiclassical
theory of gravity with an infinite tower of higher-derivative terms, coupled to a three-dimensional conformal field
theory with large central charge c3 and an ultraviolet cutoff ℓ (see [31, 88] for a pedagogical summary). The precise
form of the brane-induced action can be found in, e.g., [29, 31]. Pertinently, the effective couplings on the brane are
induced from the four-dimensional parent theory couplings {G4, ℓ4, τ}

G3 =
1

2ℓ4
G4 ,

1

L2
3

=
2

ℓ24
(1− 2πG4ℓ4τ) . (25)

Here L3 is the effective AdS3 radius appearing in the induced brane cosmological constant. For small backreaction
(ν ≪ 1), L3 approximately equals the curvature radius ℓ3.

Quantum BTZ solution

We summarize relevant details of the neutral rotating quantum BTZ black hole (see [29, 31] for more details).

Geometry. The line element (18) at x = 0 gives the ‘naive metric’

ds2|x=0 = −H(r)dt2 +H−1(r)dr2 + r2
(
dϕ− a

r2
dt
)2

, (26)

withH(r) as in (19) The metric is naive because the bulk regularity condition (23) removing the conical singularity has
not yet been invoked. Removal of the singularity requires one simultaneously perform the coordinate transformation
(t, ϕ) → (t̄, ϕ̄) [29] (see section 4.2.2 of [31] for more details)

t = η(t̄− ãℓ3ϕ̄) , ϕ = η

(
ϕ̄− ã

ℓ3
t̄

)
, (27)
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where

η ≡ ∆ϕ

2π
=

2x1

3− κx2
1 − ã2

, (28)

with ã ≡ ax2
1/ℓ3. The Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ transform as

∂t =
1

η(1− ã2)

(
∂t̄ +

ã

ℓ3
∂ϕ̄

)
, ∂ϕ =

1

η(1− ã2)

(
∂ϕ̄ + ãℓ3∂t̄

)
. (29)

In coordinates (27) points are identified along orbits of ∂/∂ϕ̄ with (t̄, ϕ̄) ∼ (t̄, ϕ̄+ 2π).

Though bulk regularity has been imposed, the metric (26) in terms of coordinates (27) is not quite in a canonical
asymptotic form for a rotating AdS black hole. A canonically normalized radial coordinate r̄ related to r is often
further introduced

r2 ≡ r̄2 − r2s
(1− ã2)η2

, rs = 2ãℓ3

√
2− κx2

1

3− κx2
1 − ã2

=
ãℓ3η

x1

√
2− κx2

1 , (30)

where the r̄ = rs denotes the location of the ring singularity (at r = 0 in the original coordinates). In canonically
normalized coordinates (t̄, r̄, ϕ̄), the rotating quantum BTZ black hole has line element [29]

ds2 =−
(
r̄2

ℓ23
− 8G3M − ℓµη2

r

)
dt̄2 +

(
r̄2

ℓ23
− 8G3M +

(4G3J)
2

r̄2
− ℓµ(1− ã2)2η4

r

r̄2

)−1

dr̄2

+

(
r̄2 +

µℓã2ℓ23η
2

r

)
dϕ̄2 − 8G3J

(
1 +

ℓ

x1r

)
dϕ̄dt̄ ,

(31)

where both r and r̄ (treating r = r(r̄)) have been kept when for convenience. Here M and J are interpreted as the
mass and angular momentum of the braneworld black hole,

8G3M = −κη2
(
1 + ã2 − 4ã2

κx2
1

)
= 4

−κx2
1 + ã2(4− κx2

1)

(3− κx2
1 − ã2)2

(32)

4G3J = ℓ3η
2ãµx1 =

4ℓ3ã(1− κx2
1 + ã2)

(3− κx2
1 − ã2)2

, (33)

and obey

8G3

(
M ± J

ℓ3

)
=

4(1− ã2)(−κx2
1 + 2ã2)

(3− κx2
1 − ã2)2

. (34)

Here it is used that µ = (1 − κx2
1 + ã2)/x3

1. Notice one recovers the classical rotating BTZ geometry when ℓ = 0 in
the metric (31).

In coordinates (t̄, r̄, ϕ̄), the inner and outer horizons of the quantum black hole, r̄− and r̄+, are generated by orbits
of the canonically normalized generator (22),

χ̄b
± ≡ η(1− ã2)

1 +
a2x2

1

r±

ζb = ∂t̄ +Ω±∂ϕ̄ . (35)

Here Ω± refers to the angular velocity of the horizons r± relative to a non-rotating frame at spatial infinity

Ω± ≡ a

r2± + a2x2
1

(
1 +

r2±x
2
1

ℓ23

)
. (36)
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The angular velocity Ω′
± relative to a rotating frame at spatial infinity is

Ω′
± ≡ a

r2± + a2x2
1

(
1− a2x4

1

ℓ23

)
, (37)

obeying Ω± −Ω′
± = ax2

1/ℓ
2
3. Further, relative to χ̄b, the surface gravities of the inner and outer horizons, defined via

χ̄b∇bχ̄
c ≡ κ±χ̄

c, are

κ± =
η(1− ã2)

(r2± + a2x2
1)

r2±
2
|H ′(r±)| . (38)

In the extremal limit, r+ = r−, the surface gravities κ± vanish.

The ergoregion corresponds to the stationary limit surface characterized by the locus of points gab∂
a
t̄ ∂

b
t̄ = 0, i.e., at

r̄ = r̄ergo where the t̄t̄-component of the metric (31) vanishes

r̄2

ℓ23
− 8G3M − ℓµη2

r
= 0 . (39)

In the limit of vanishing backreaction ℓ = 0, the ergoregion lies at r̄ergo = ℓ3
√
8G3M , as for classical BTZ.

Faster than light surfaces. Consider the corotating Killing vector χ generating the outer black hole horizon. Its norm
near infinity is

χ2|r̄→∞ =
r̄2

ℓ23
(Ω2

+ℓ
2
3 − 1) + 8G3(M − Ω+J) +O(r̄−1) . (40)

Thus, like higher-dimensional Kerr-AdS black holes, χ will be timelike everywhere outside the horizon provided
|Ω+|ℓ3 < 1. Alternatively, for |Ω+|ℓ3 > 1, then χ becomes spacelike near infinity, i.e., there is a region which
rotates faster than the speed of light. By contrast, χ is timelike outside the horizon for the classical BTZ black hole:

χ2
BTZ = − (r̄2−r̄2+)(r̄

2
+−r̄2−)

ℓ23r̄
2
+

< 0 when r̄ > r̄+.

Let us see if |Ω+|ℓ3 > 1 is possible for qBTZ. To hold, Ω+ necessarily has a maximum for some a. Intuitively, this
follows from the bounding behavior of Ω+(a)

2, for which Ω+(0) = 0 and Ω+(a = ℓ/x2
1) = 1/ℓ23. We find such a value

of a exists, given a particular r+ and x1, as we now show. We look for points which extremize the horizon radius r+
as a function of the rotation parameter a, i.e., when dr+

da ≡ r′+(a) = 0. To find this condition, treat r+ = r+(a) and
differentiate H(r+) = 0 with respect to a, leading to

0 =
dH(r+(a))

da
= r′+

(
2κr+ − µℓ+

4r3+
ℓ23

)
+ 2a

(
1− ℓx1r+

ℓ23

)
. (41)

The final term is eliminated either when a = 0 or when r+ = ℓ23/ℓx1. Then, trivially r′+ = 0. Inserting this value of
r+ into the bulk AdS4 H(r) blackening factor yields(

ℓ2 + ℓ23
) (

ℓ2
(
κx2

1 − 1
)
+ ℓ23

)
ℓ4x4

1

= 0 . (42)

Solving for x1 gives x1 = ±
√

ℓ2−ℓ23
ℓ
√
κ

. We now look for extrema of Ω+ (36) as a function of a, using the above values

of r+ and x1. We find

0 =
dΩ+

da
= −

κ
(
ℓ4 − ℓ43

) (
a2
(
ℓ2 − ℓ23

)
2 − κ2ℓ2ℓ43

)
(a2 (ℓ2 − ℓ23)

2 + κ2ℓ2ℓ43)
2

. (43)

This is satisfied either when ℓ = ℓ3 (in which case x1 = 0), or a = ± κℓℓ23√
ℓ4−2ℓ23ℓ

2+ℓ43
. Substituting in the value of r+, x1
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and a into the angular velocity (4) gives

(ℓ23Ω
2
+ − 1) =

(
1 + ν2

)2
4ν2

− 1 , (44)

a quartic polynomial in ν = ℓ/ℓ3 with double roots at ν = ±1. Importantly, for ν < 1 and ν > 1 we have
that (ℓ23Ω

2
+ − 1) > 0, i.e., the existence of regions rotating faster than the speed of light. These two windows of

superradiance occur for different situations: (i) (κ = 1, ν > 1) and (ii) (κ = −1, ν < 1); otherwise the solution for x1

becomes imaginary. Summarily, we have argued that the qBTZ can exhibit superradiance.

It is important to note that these are not the only regimes where the Killing vector fails to be well defined near the
asymptotic boundary, however, they are regimes where it is possible to explicitly show this analytically. This set of
points are precisely where the angular velocity of the horizon is an extremum as a function of a.

Family of quantum black holes. The neutral, non-rotating solution (J = 0) comprises a family of quantum black holes
with three branches labeled as 1a, 1b, and 2. Branch 1a has κ = +1 and describes black holes with non-positive
mass. Branches 1b and 2 have κ = −1 and describe non-negative mass black holes. Branches 1a and 1b smoothly
connect to each other (a feature that notably does not appear for the classical BTZ geometry; there is a gap in the
mass spectrum of classical BTZ.) meanwhile, branches 1b and 2 meet at an upper bound on the mass.

With rotation (J ̸= 0) there is an analogous set of three branches. Now branches 1b and 2 meet at a maximum
value of M for fixed J :

x2
1 + ã2 = 3 , M =

1

8G3

(
12

x4
1

− 1

)
, J =

ℓ3
G3

√
3− x2

1

x4
1

. (45)

At x1 =
√
2, one attains an extremal bound, where M = J/ℓ3 = 1/4G3. Further, there is a second extremal bound

among the branch 2 black holes, found by minimizing the mass M for fixed J :

ã = 1 , M =
J

ℓ3
=

1

G3(2 + x2
1)

, (46)

The two extremal bounds coincide at x1 =
√
2. Recall that the classical rotating BTZ black hole obeys the extremality

bound M ≥ J/ℓ3. For any value of J , this classical extremality bound will be violated in the quantum case, M ≤ J/ℓ3,
when −κx2

1 < 2ã2. Such ‘super-extremal’ black holes live among the branch 1 solutions.

Horizon thermodynamics. The standard thermodynamic quantities {M,T, Sgen, J,Ω} were reported in [29, 34], while
extended thermodynamic quantities (where the induced brane cosmological constant is treated as a dynamical ther-
modynamic pressure [89]) were reported in the supplemental material of [57]. Additional restrictions on the parameter
space can be imposed upon when exploring the standard thermodynamics [29] (we reiterate the summary from [57]).
For non-extremal solutions one takes

0 ≤ α2 ≤ 1 + νz

z(z − ν)
. (47)

The lower bound is chosen to avoid naked closed timelike curves, while the upper bound follows by requiring the
outer black hole horizon radius r+ be real and positive. Solutions with κ = +1 (solutions which negative mass conical
defects which have been dressed by a horizon due to backreaction) have α2 < 0. For solutions with κ = −1 and
ν < z < ν−1/3, the upper bound implies 1 + α2(1 − z2) > 0 and µ > 0. Notice, this applies only to a restricted
range of parameters (a, x1, ℓ, ℓ3). Superradiance occurs outside of this range. Even with this bound the black hole
temperature can still become negative without further restriction on the range of parameters [57].

The extremal limit of classical BTZ (46) occurs when

α2 = α2
ext ≡

z2(1 + νz)

1− 2νz3 + z4
, (48)

where the temperature T = 0. Since T or J are generally non-monotonic with respect to α, rotating quantum black
holes can exist outside the classical extremality bound. This leads to two distinct classes: (i) sub-extremal qBTZ
with 0 ≤ α ≤ αext and (ii) super-extremal qBTZ with α > αext. Super-extremal black holes are allowed due to the
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FIG. 3. QNM spectrum of rotating qBTZ solution. The colors represent the backreaction parameter ν in the range [0, 0.5],
while the plot marker size corresponds to increasing size of rotational parameter ã in the range [0, ãex/4] with ãex being the
classical extremality bound (see supplemental material). Here we take κ = −1 and fix x1 = 1 with w = ω/2πT .

combined, non-linear effects of rotation and quantum backreaction.

Evaluating the Hessian. In the main text we compute the eigenvalues of the Hessian

HessSgen
=

(
∂2Sgen

∂M2

∂2Sgen

∂J∂M
∂2Sgen

∂M∂J
∂2Sgen

∂J2

)
, (HessSgen

)i,j =
∂2Sgen

∂xi∂xj
, (49)

for xi = {M,J}, and Sgen(M,J). Analogous to ordinary thermal systems, we expect thermal instability if the
Hessian (49) has a positive eigenvalue. Indeed, the Schwarzschild black hole has negative heat capacity and hence
∂2S/∂M2 > 0. (If the Hessian is cast in the M representation, where internal energy M and entropy Sgen swap roles,
negative eigenvalues indicate thermal instability.) In practice it is non-trivial to compute elements of the Hessian (49)
for the quantum BTZ black hole because Sgen cannot be cast purely in terms of extensive variables M and J . Rather,
we have explicit expressions for S,M, J in terms of parameters (x1, a), see Eqs. (32), (33), and [29]

Sgen =
π

2ℓG3

2πℓx2
1(r

2
+ + a2x2

1)

(ℓ+ r+x1)
(
3− a2x4

1

ℓ23
− κx2

1

) . (50)

The horizon radius r+ itself is a function of (x1, a), upon solving H(r+) = 0. Thus, to evaluate each of the elements
of the Hessian we implement the following chain rule

∂2S

∂xi∂xj
=

∂

∂xi

(
∂yb

∂xj

∂S

∂yb

)
=

∂2yb

∂xi∂xj

∂S

∂yb
+

∂yb

∂xi

∂yc

∂xj

∂2S

∂yb∂yc
, (51)

where we drop the subscript on Sgen for notational simplicity, and introduce yb = {x1, a} (we work in thermal ensembles
where ℓ and ℓ3 are kept fixed). Since we do not have explicit expressions for a = a(M,J) and x1 = x1(M,J), we must
compute the derivatives of the parameters implicitly. Note that in evaluating the thermodynamics of the quantum
BTZ black holes one often uses the (ν, α, z) parametrization described above. To directly compare to parameter
ranges used in computing the quasinormal modes, we found this parametrization insufficient.

Let us now briefly outline the steps needed to compute each of the elements of the Hessian matrix (we share our
ancillary Mathematica files for additional aid). (1) We first implicitly determine first and second order derivatives of
r+ with respect to a and x1 via 0 = ∂H(r+)/∂y

b. (2) Using these expressions for r+ and its derivatives, we compute
the necessary derivatives of S with respect to a and x1. (3) We then treat a and x1 as functions of M and J , and
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FIG. 4. Eigenvalues of the Hessian. The eigenvalues, hi for i = 1, 2 of the Hessian matrix are displayed for κ = −1. Since all
eigenvalues are negative we display log(−hi). The colors represent the backreaction parameter ν in the range [0, 0.3], lighter
hue is h1, darker hue is h2. The eigenvalues displayed were computed from all the data collected at the onset of the instability,
visually displayed in the right image of Fig. 5.

implicitly differentiate. Combining each of these steps, we construct the Hessian and then determine its eigenvalues
hi over the range of parameter values where we see the onset of supperradiance. In Fig. 4 we display the eigenvalues
for the case of the quantum-corrected black hole (κ = −1).

Method for computing quasinormal mode spectrum

Here we briefly outline how we compute the quasinormal mode (QNM) spectrum for the rotating qBTZ black hole
(more detail will be included in a companion article). The essential steps follow closely to those in [41].

We begin with the naive brane metric (27) and proceed to remove the conical singularity by imposing bulk regularity
conditions, and bring the line element to the canonical form displayed in Eq. 31. The resulting line element, however,
has non-vanishing rotation at the outer horizon, which is inconvenient for infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates.
We thus move to co-rotating coordinates by performing the transformation ϕ̄ → ϕ̄+Ω+t̄ leaving us with

ds2co = gr̄r̄dr̄
2 + gt̄t̄dt̄

2 + 2gt̄ϕ̄dt̄dϕ̄+ gϕ̄ϕ̄dϕ̄
2 . (52)

We then transform to infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates by

dt̄ = dv − dr̄

√
gr̄r̄

√
gϕ̄ϕ̄√

g2
t̄ϕ̄

− gt̄t̄gϕ̄ϕ̄
(53)

dϕ̄ = dϕ̄′ + dr̄

√
gr̄r̄gt̄ϕ̄

√
gϕ̄ϕ̄

√
g2
t̄ϕ̄

− gt̄t̄gϕ̄ϕ̄
(54)

Finally, we compactify the radial coordinate r̄ by introducing z = r̄H/r̄. The scalar field equations, with a mode
decomposition as in Eq. 8 with the appropriate changes, leads to a second order differential equation for Φ̄(z), which
is regular at the horizon as a result of the coordinates, that can be arranged as a generalized eigenvalue problem
M0Φ̄ = ωM1Φ̄. Numerical solutions are carried out in Mathematica by discretizing the operators using a pesudo-
spectral method comprised of Chebyshev polynomials. An example is shown in Fig. 3 of the (horizon ingoing) QNM
spectrum of a scalar fluctuation with vanishing momentum (m = 0).

The QNMs with ν = 0 (red dots) agree with the spectrum of classical BTZ [43–45], i.e.,

ω = −m− 4πiTR(nz + hR) , ω = m− 4πiTL(nz + hL) , (55)
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FIG. 5. The onset of superradiance is displayed for the rotating qBTZ black hole. Left: κ = +1. Right: κ = −1. The color of
the points represent increasing the strength of the quantum back reaction. The horizontal dashed line displays the threshold
|Ω+|ℓ3 = 1.

where nz ∈ Z+, (hL, hR) are the conformal weights of the dual operator and TL,R are left/right moving temperatures.
The QNMs also display a non-monotonic behavior for small ν (shown in yellow) before transitioning to monotonic
dependence on ã as ν increases (shown at ν = 0.5 in purple). An animated GIF of the QNMs as a function of a has
been included as ancillary material.

Supplemental displays of superradiant behavior

In the main text we displayed the onset of superradiant instability in a plot of Ω+ as a function of ν. It is also
illustrative to display the onset via a plot of Ω+ as a function of radius r+ over a range ν. We present this in Figure 5
for both rotating quantum dressed cones (κ = 1) and quantum corrected black holes (κ = −1). Further, in the main
text we presented a plot of superradiant QNM frequencies for both the quantum-dressed cones and quantum-corrected
black holes in the limit of weak backreaction. In the case of quantum-dressed cones, we also uncover superradiant
QNMs for ν > 1, i.e., large (non-perturbative) backreaction – see Figure 6. We do not see such behavior for the
quantum-corrected black holes, at least for the lightest modes we consider here.

FIG. 6. Superradiant QNM frequencies w = ω/(2πT ) are displayed for the rotating qBTZ black hole with κ = 1 and m = 1.
The color of the points represent increasing the strength of the quantum back reaction with the values of a and x1 dictated by
the analytic solution obtained in the supplemental material.
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