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Abstract: We explore how to detect the large quantum fluctuations in the throat of a

near-extremal black hole, where the dynamics are governed by the Schwarzian theory. To

this end, we scatter a low-frequency wave of a massless, minimal scalar off the black hole

and calculate the absorption cross-section. In the semiclassical regime, where the Schwarzian

is weakly coupled, we recover the universal result that the cross-section equals the horizon

area. However, in the strongly coupled regime, where quantum fluctuations dominate, we

find that the absorption cross-section exceeds the semiclassical prediction. This result may

seem counterintuitive, given that the density of black hole states is suppressed in this regime.

Nevertheless, two effects outweigh this suppression. First, quantum fluctuations enhance

absorption transitions between individual states, with the effect becoming stronger closer to

the ground state. Second, these fluctuations significantly reduce stimulated emission. We

conclude that a measurement showing an enhanced absorption cross-section serves as a clear

signature of the large quantum fluctuations in the geometry.
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1 Introduction

Is it possible to safely observe large quantum fluctuations of the spacetime geometry? This

question often arises in the context of potential violations of weak Cosmic Censorship, where

the semiclassical geometry breaks down near a naked singularity. However, it takes on new

significance with the realization that controllable yet large quantum fluctuations of geometric

quantities can occur even in regions where the curvature remains small.

It has been argued that the length of the throats of black holes sufficiently close to

extremality exhibits large quantum variance [1]. This is because the mode controlling the

connection between the mouth of the throat and the exterior geometry becomes very light

when the temperature above extremality drops low enough to approach the scale

Eb ∼
1

r0S0
, (1.1)

where S0 denotes the (naive) semiclassical value of the extremal black hole entropy, and r0
is its horizon radius.1 Notably, these quantum fluctuations drastically reduce the density of

black hole states when the energy above extremality, E = M −M0, falls below Eb. With

fewer available states, the Hawking emission rate is expected to be suppressed—–a result that

has been explicitly confirmed in [14].

How can an external observer probe this large quantum object?2 One possible approach

involves using Hawking radiation as the primary means. In this scenario, one would first

1Further studies of this effect in Reissner-Nordström black holes have been made in [2]; for rotating Kerr

and BTZ black holes, in [3–9]; for hyperbolic black holes, in [10]; and for holographic strange metals, in [11].

We assume that the black hole is not near-BPS, and only briefly discuss the latter case in the conclusions

[12, 13].
2To avoid any misunderstanding, we stress that we are posing a question of principle explored through ide-

alized thought experiments, undeterred by constraints from Standard Model matter or foreseeable technology.
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collapse charged matter to form a black hole initially outside the quantum near-extremal

regime. The black hole would then be allowed to evaporate through Hawking emission until

it approaches extremality. At this stage, the radiation begins to deviate noticeably from

the predictions of the semiclassical picture, revealing the effects of the underlying quantum

geometry.

The main issue with this approach, however, is its inordinate slowness [14]. The entire

process—both the approach to extremality and the subsequent near-extremal emission—is

driven by quantum dynamics, with timescales that diverge as ℏ → 0, which makes them

exceedingly long for macroscopic black holes. The slowness is further exacerbated by the

suppression of the emission rates in the regime of interest.

A more efficient strategy is to investigate the quantum black hole as classical experimen-

talists: using a classical mechanism for forming the near-extremal black hole, and observing

its properties through classical means. Recent work has demonstrated that the collapse of

charged matter can be fine-tuned to produce a black hole that, in classical terms, would be

exactly extremal [15]. In our context, where a classical extremal black hole does not exist,

this result suggests (and it would be interesting to examine this further) that the collapse

can be similarly fine-tuned to create a black hole very close to the quantum near-extremal

regime, with an energy within the range of Eb.
3 Since the collapse is governed by classical

gravity, it will happen in a timescale very close to (within O(ℏ) of) the time for collapse to

extremality. In other words, the near-extremal black hole forms rapidly, within a timescale

on the order of its radius. This makes it a significantly faster and more efficient method for

accessing the quantum regime of near-extremal black holes.

To observe this black hole, we propose conducting a scattering experiment: sending a wave

toward the black hole and measuring its absorption cross-section. This process is relatively

quick and, as we will show, can yield results that differ significantly from the semiclassical

prediction.

But what kind of scattering experiment should we perform? Using null geodesics of

photons is not a good idea. First, it risks destroying the long throat and the quantum

fluctuations we aim to study. Second, and more critically, these geodesics only probe the

local geometry of the throat, which does not exhibit strong fluctuations. Simply shining light

rays on the quantum black hole would produce a classical image, failing to reveal the quantum

effects of interest.

Instead, we need to gently probe the mouth of the throat. To achieve this, we will scatter

a minimally-coupled massless scalar field off the black hole. In the very low-frequency limit,

the scattering is dominated by the s-wave component, which works to our advantage: s-waves

probe the homogeneous fluctuations in the region near the horizon.

Using low frequencies is also convenient because it helps ensure that the process remains

within the quantum regime without destroying the throat. However, the frequency must

3Fine-tuning is, of course, a standard experimental practice. If this case is analogous to Choptuik’s critical

collapse, the fine-tuning required will scale as a power law of the initial data, rather than exponentially, making

it relatively moderate.
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not be too low; otherwise, it would become sensitive to the fundamental discreteness of the

spectrum, rather than effectively probing the quasi-continuous distribution of states. We

will provide concrete constraints on the parameter ranges under which these conditions are

satisfied.

The low-frequency scattering of massless minimal scalars off a classical black hole is a

well-studied topic, initiated in [16–18] and significantly developed in the years leading up to

the AdS/CFT correspondence (e.g, [19–24]). In the limit ω → 0, the absorption cross-section

for a spherically symmetric black hole is equal to the horizon area [22]

σabs = AH (semiclassical) , (1.2)

as expected from s-wave dominance in this regime. This universal result serves as a benchmark

for comparing our findings on the quantum absorption cross-section. Furthermore, it suggests

that σabs provides a measure of the density of absorbing states of the black hole, ρ(E), in the

semiclassical regime. Using the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy formula, we can rewrite (1.2) as

σabs = 4G log ρ(E) (semiclassical) . (1.3)

When the scalar field probes a near-extremal black hole, it becomes sensitive to the

quantum fluctuations of the throat and the quantum nature of the black hole states. Given

that quantum fluctuations reduce the density of states, with ρ(E) ≪ eAH/4G, one might

expect that the quantum absorption cross-section would be much smaller than the classical

horizon area. However, as we will demonstrate, this expectation is not correct. In fact, we

find that the low-frequency scattering of a scalar wave off a quantum throat results in an

enhancement of the absorption cross-section,

σabs > AH > 4G log ρ(E) (quantum) . (1.4)

Indeed, σabs increases as the black hole approaches extremality, even though the black hole

has fewer states. This may seem a counterintuitive result, but it arises because quantum

fluctuations introduce two effects that more than compensate for the suppression of states.

The primary effect is the enhancement of absorption transitions between individual states.

The second, less significant but still relevant, is the suppression of stimulated emission.

Thus, the answer to the question we posed at the beginning is affirmative: classical

experiments can probe the quantum regime of near-extremal black holes. Since the value

of AH can be inferred by, e.g., measuring the black hole charge, an enhanced absorption

cross-section will reveal the large quantum fluctuations of the throat.

Note: While we were writing up our results, we became aware of upcoming work by Anna

Biggs, where, among other things, the quantum absorption cross-section is computed [25].

That work should be given equal credit for independently performing the study in our article.

– 3 –



2 Quantum absorption

For simplicity we will present our analysis for a four-dimensional Reissner-Nordström black

hole, but we will later see that the results easily generalize to other static, spherically-

symmetric black holes in any dimension. Close to extremality, the semiclassical black hole

mass is

M(T ) =M0 + 2π2
T 2

Eb
+O(T )3 , (2.1)

with4

Eb =
π

r0S0
. (2.2)

As argued in [26], for T ≲ Eb the semiclassical thermodynamics breaks down. Following

[1], we now understand that, as in conventional laboratory systems, so too in black holes,

quantum effects become paramount at low temperatures. This follows from a careful study

of the relevant sector of black hole dynamics in this regime, which reduces the system to a

simple one-dimensional Schwarzian theory living at the boundary of the AdS2 throat. We

refer the reader to [1, 2, 27, 28] for details of this reduction.

2.1 Quantum black hole interacting with classical scalar field

We propose to send a wave of a massless, minimally coupled scalar field into a near-extremal

black hole, characterized by the parameter Eb and its initial energy above extremality,

Ei =M −M0 . (2.3)

The wave is modeled as a coherent state of the field with a large occupation number, ⟨Nω⟩ ≫ 1

and a frequency

ω > Eb e
−S0 . (2.4)

This condition ensures that the wave interacts with a quasi-continuous spectrum of states.

Our main interest will be on the regime where ω and Ei are of the order of or smaller than

Eb. If ω > Ei, the black hole cannot emit radiation of this frequency, but it remains capable

of absorbing it. We restrict our analysis to the s-wave sector, though higher partial waves

could also be studied.

The phenomenon we examine closely resembles early studies of a quantum atom interact-

ing with a classical electromagnetic field. The coupling of a massless, minimal scalar to the

quantum Schwarzian mode of a black hole was recently derived in [14], and we will largely

build on their analysis, keeping our presentation concise. The key distinction lies in the

initial state of the scalar field. While [14] focused on Hawking-like spontaneous emission,

where the scalar field is initially in its ground state, we instead consider it in a semiclassi-

cal configuration. This setup allows for both absorption by the black hole and stimulated

emission.

4The subindex b is for ‘breakdown’ of the SL(2, R) symmetry of AdS2.
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Since the field is neutral and restricted to the s-wave sector, the charge and angular

momentum of the black hole remain fixed, allowing us to treat it within the microcanonical

ensemble. While it would be possible to study a thermal radiation state for the field and

analyze the black hole in the canonical ensemble, we do not pursue that here.

We consider a scalar wave with ingoing and outgoing components at infinity,

Ψ(t, r) ∼ cine
−iω(t−r) + coute

−iω(t+r) , (2.5)

which propagates classically to the mouth of the black hole throat. There, the wave acts as

a source providing a boundary condition for the effective 2D field near the boundary of the

AdS2 region,

Ψ(t, r) = ψ(t)r∆−1 +O(r−∆) , (2.6)

where ∆ is the conformal weight of the dual operator. For the s-wave of a massless, minimal

scalar field, ∆ = 1.

The relevant part of the action for the coupled system of the black hole and the scalar

wave simplifies to

I = ISchwarzian +

∫
dt ψ(t)O(t) , (2.7)

where the Schwarzian term describes the quantum states of the black hole, and O(t) is

the operator that measures the response to ψ(t), acting as its conjugate. This is a familiar

expression in AdS/CFT holography, where O corresponds to the operator dual to the massless

scalar field in AdS2.

The scalar field wave we send to the black hole,

ψ(t) = ψ0 e
−iωt (2.8)

acts as an oscillating source at the mouth of the throat, exciting the black hole. The response

of the black hole is encoded in the matrix elements of the operator O, which appears in the

interaction Hamiltonian

Hint = e−iωt ψ0O(t) . (2.9)

This interaction drives transitions between black hole quantum states,

|Ei⟩ → |Ei + ω⟩ absorption , (2.10)

|Ei⟩ → |Ei − ω⟩ emission (stimulated) . (2.11)

2.2 From transition rates to absorption cross-section

To compute the transition rates between the initial and final states of the black hole–radiation

system, we use Fermi’s Golden Rule,

Ti,f = 2π|⟨Ef , Nf |Oψ0|Ei, Ni⟩|2ρ(Ef ) , (2.12)

where ρ(Ef ) is the density of final states. For simplicity, we now treat the radiation states as

eigenstates of the occupation number rather than coherent states; this distinction becomes
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negligible in the regime of interest. Assuming the occupation number of the wave is large,

such that |Ni − Nf | ≪ Ni = Nω, we can neglect spontaneous emission (Hawking radiation)

since Nω + 1 ≃ Nω.

The proper normalization of the amplitude ψ0 is determined through a matching cal-

culation. This involves matching the field at the mouth of the throat with the wave in the

asymptotically flat region, where it is normalized to ensure that the in- and out-amplitudes

(quantized as annihilation operators) satisfy standard commutation relations.5 This normal-

ization was performed in [14], yielding6

|ψ0|2 = ⟨Nω⟩
r20ω

π2
. (2.13)

Under the assumption of a large occupation number for the wave, ⟨Nω⟩ factors out of both

the emission and absorption transition rates

Ti,f ∝ ⟨Nω⟩ . (2.14)

This highlights one of the advantages of the classical scattering experiment as a much more

efficient probe of the black hole than Hawking emission. While the transition rates between

individual states are the same in both cases, the classical wave stimulates them with a large

number ⟨Nω⟩ ≫ 1 of external quanta.

Taking into account a delta-function δ(Ef −Ei±ω) , which enforces energy conservation,

and integrating over final energies, we can express the absorption and emission rates per unit

frequency as

Γabs(ω) = ⟨Nω⟩
2r20ω

π
|⟨Ei + ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei + ω) (2.15)

Γemit(ω) = ⟨Nω⟩
2r20ω

π
|⟨Ei − ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei − ω) (2.16)

= −Γabs(−ω) . (2.17)

The final equality reflects time-reversal invariance.

When calculating the total absorption rate per mode, it is essential to account for the

fact that stimulated emission must be subtracted, that is,

d⟨Nω⟩
dtdω

= − (Γabs(ω)− Γemit(ω)) . (2.18)

The total absorption rate is then expressed in terms of the absorption probability, Pabs(ω)

[29]
d⟨N⟩
dt

= −
∫
dω

2π
Pabs(ω)⟨Nω⟩ , (2.19)

5This is related to, but not identical to, the classical calculation of the absorption cross-section using

matched asymptotics.
6We note a factor of two discrepancy with their value of N 2.
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where

Pabs(ω) =
2π

⟨Nω⟩
(Γabs(ω)− Γemit(ω)) . (2.20)

This quantity is often referred to as the ‘greybody factor’.

To convert the absorption probability into the absorption cross-section, we employ the

optical theorem. For a massless, minimally coupled scalar in four dimensions, the relationship

is given by [22, 23]

σabs(ω) =
π

ω2
Pabs(ω) (2.21)

=
2π2

ω2⟨Nω⟩
(Γabs(ω)− Γemit(ω)) . (2.22)

Substituting (2.15) into this, we arrive at

σabs =
4πr20
ω

(
|⟨Ei + ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei + ω)− |⟨Ei − ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei − ω)

)
. (2.23)

2.3 Quantum absorption cross-section

The density of black hole states and the matrix elements of conformal primaries required for

(2.23) have been explicitly computed in comprehensive studies of the Schwarzian theory and

its coupling to conformal matter [28, 30–33]. The density of states is given by

ρ(E) =
eS0

2π2Eb
sinh

(
2π
√
2E/Eb

)
Θ(E) . (2.24)

The matrix elements of the marginal operator O with ∆ = 1 are extracted from the Fourier

transform of the corresponding two-point function, yielding

|⟨Ef |O|Ei⟩|2 = 2π2Eb e
−S0

Ef − Ei

cosh
(
2π
√

2Ef/Eb

)
− cosh

(
2π
√
2Ei/Eb

) . (2.25)

Substituting these into (2.23), we arrive at our main result,

σabs = AH

 sinh

(
2π
√

2(Ei+ω)
Eb

)
cosh

(
2π
√

2(Ei+ω)
Eb

)
− cosh

(
2π
√

2Ei
Eb

) −
sinh

(
2π
√

2(Ei−ω)
Eb

)
Θ(Ei − ω)

cosh
(
2π
√

2Ei
Eb

)
− cosh

(
2π
√

2(Ei−ω)
Eb

)
 ,

(2.26)

where the semiclassical black hole area has been identified as

AH = 4πr20 . (2.27)

In this expression, the first term corresponds to absorption transitions that increase the energy

of the black hole, while the second term accounts for emission transitions that decrease the
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Figure 1: Ratio σabs/AH as a function of the frequency ω for different values of the energy Ei above

extremality, cf. (2.26). The black line is the semiclassical value σabs/AH = 1, which is approached when

Ei ≫ Eb. For small Ei/Eb, the zero-frequency limit is ≈ 1
π

√
Eb

2Ei
, cf. (2.35). The absorption grows

with ω because stimulated emission with decay into lower energy states is increasingly suppressed,

until emission is no longer possible for ω ≥ Ei, which gives the kink in the curves.

energy and reduce the total absorption. This second term vanishes when ω ≥ Ei, as emission

is impossible in this case.

The semiclassical approximation to the black hole holds when Ei ≫ ω,Eb, and in this

limit we expect the transition rates to approximate their thermal values. Expanding for small

Eb/Ei and ω/Ei we obtain

|⟨Ei + ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei + ω) → ω eω/T

eω/T − 1
, (2.28)

|⟨Ei − ω|O|Ei⟩|2ρ(Ei − ω) → ω

eω/T − 1
, (2.29)

where

T =

√
2EiEb

2π
(2.30)

is the Hawking temperature of the black hole, as can be seen from (2.1) and (2.3). In

this regime, the factor in brackets in (2.26) simplifies to 1, and we recover the semiclassical

absorption cross-section

σabs → AH . (2.31)

We are interested in the deviations from the semiclassical limit when the energy Ei of the

black hole is comparable to Eb. Numerical evaluation easily shows that the term in brackets
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in (2.26) is always greater than one, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Therefore, the absorption cross-

section is enhanced

σabs > AH , (2.32)

confirming our earlier statement in the introduction.

Simple analytical expressions can be found in the limit of very low frequency with Ei/Eb

fixed. The result (2.26) simplifies to

σabs(ω → 0) → AH

(
coth

(
2π

√
2Ei

Eb

)
+

1

2π

√
Eb

2Ei

)
, (2.33)

which is manifestly greater than AH since coth > 1. When Eb ≪ Ei, we find small corrections

to the semiclassical value

σabs(ω → 0) ≃ AH

(
1 +

1

2π

√
Eb

2Ei
+ 2 exp

(
−4π

√
2Ei

Eb

)
+ . . .

)
. (2.34)

On the other hand, close to the ground state, Ei ≪ Eb, the absorption cross-section

increases dramatically

σabs(ω → 0) ≃ AH
1

π

√
Eb

2Ei
≫ AH . (2.35)

This may seem surprising. In the introduction, we noted that the semiclassical absorption

cross-section might be viewed as a proxy for the number of black hole states. However, deep

in the quantum regime we find that

σabs ≫ 4GS0 ≫ 4G log ρ(Ei) , (2.36)

so the density of states significantly underestimates the actual absorption cross-section. In

other words, although the black hole may have only a few states available for radiation

absorption, these states are highly efficient at it. This is actually expected: the enhancement

of the transition rates mediated by O is related to the fact that the two-point function of the

operator is, at late times, much larger than semiclassical physics would predict.

This observation is illustrated in Figures 2 and 3. In Fig.2, we see that although the

density of absorbing states diminishes at lower energies (Ei < Eb), the enhancement in

individual absorption transitions compensates for this reduction, leading to an overall increase

in absorption. On the other hand, in Fig.3, we observe that the competing effect of stimulated

emission is suppressed by the density of final states. As the black hole transitions to a lower

energy state, the reduced number of available final states significantly lowers the emission

rates.

2.4 No throat disruption

Since the absorption probability is enhanced, one may worry whether the absorption by the

black hole could be large enough to disrupt the quantum throat. For this to happen, the total
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Figure 2: Quantum vs. semiclassical absorption transitions as a function of ω for Ei = 0.1Eb. While

the density of final states, ρ(Ei + ω), is suppressed, the absorption transitions into individual states,

|⟨Ei + ω|O|Ei⟩|2, are strongly enhanced by quantum fluctuations. As a result, the total absorption

rate is ultimately increased. (Units in the vertical axis are arbitrary).

energy absorbed by the black hole must approach Eb. The absorption rate of energy is given

by

dE

dtdω
= ω (Γabs(ω)− Γemit(ω)) (2.37)

=
ω3

2π
⟨Nω⟩σabs . (2.38)

The longer the scattering experiment takes, the larger the absorption. At a minimum, it must

last a time ∆t ≳ 1/ω. The energy absorbed by the black hole in this time is

∆E ≳ ω3⟨Nω⟩σabs . (2.39)

It is easy to verify that, close to extremality, the maximum of σabs at ω = Ei is only√
2 larger than the zero-frequency value (2.35). Therefore, a good parametric estimate of the

absorption cross-section is

σabs ∼ AH

√
Eb

Ei
∼ r20

√
Eb

Ei
. (2.40)
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Figure 3: Quantum vs. semiclassical emission transitions as a function of ω for Ei = 0.1Eb. Although

the allowed emission transitions for ω < Ei, characterized by |⟨Ei − ω|O|Ei⟩|2, are enhanced by

quantum fluctuations, the suppression of the density of final quantum states, ρ(Ei − ω), is much

stronger. Consequently, the (stimulated) emission rate is suppressed. (Units on the vertical axis are

arbitrary, but the same as in Fig. 2.).

If we require that ∆E < Eb to not disrupt the throat, the occupation number of the scalar

wave must not exceed the limit

⟨Nω⟩ <
1

(ωr0)2

√
EbEi

ω
. (2.41)

This bound can be comfortably satisfied while maintaining ⟨Nω⟩ ≫ 1 and with the black hole

remaining in the quantum regime of Ei < Eb. The low-frequency condition underlying the

entire analysis, even at the classical level, is that ωr0 ≪ 1. This easily allows to probe black

holes with Ei < Eb using semiclassical waves of frequencies comparable or smaller than Eb.

2.5 Generality and universality of the quantum cross-section

The derivation of the quantum cross-section (2.26) relies on only a few assumptions. The

black hole must be static and have an AdS2 throat near the horizon. The boundary mode

must be a Schwarzian theory, which occurs when the gravitational sector of the theory is
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Einstein-Hilbert. There should not be other light modes contributing, which is generally the

case except when supersymmetry is present.7

Under these conditions, the quantum near-extremal system will be characterized by AH

and Eb, with a quasi-continuous spectrum of black holes with energy E above the ground state.

In the semiclassical limit, the absorption cross-section must equal AH . The only parameter

of the Schwarzian theory is Eb, defined as in (2.1). Therefore the quantum cross-section can

be obtained by replacing the corresponding values of AH and Eb in (2.26). For instance, for

the Reissner-Nordström solution in D spacetime dimensions, we must use

Eb =
(D − 3)2

D − 2

2π

r0S0
, AH = ΩD−2r

D−2
0 . (2.42)

3 Final remarks

Absorbing other fields. We have focused on the absorption of s-wave, minimal mass-

less scalars, as they dominate at low frequencies and are the most effective in probing the

Schwarzian fluctuations. However, one could also study the absorption of higher partial waves,

as well as photons and gravitons, giving rise to qualitatively new effects. For instance, the

absorption of radiation with spin j ≥ 1 raises the black hole energy above Eb and changes it

into a rotating black hole (the spontaneous emission of these fields has been studied in [14]).

However, already at the classical level the absorption cross-section of these fields vanishes

with a power of the frequency [34, 35], and it is not immediately clear whether quantum

fluctuations will enhance or suppress absorption.

One may question our thought experiment, given the apparent absence of exactly massless

scalars in our universe. However, it is possible that a yet-undetected ultra-light scalar field

exists. If its mass is greater than Eb, then its absorption would destroy the long throat, but

if it is lighter (and lighter than Ei), it could be used for our classical scattering experiment.

Near-BPS black holes. When the black hole is not only near-extremal but also near-

BPS, additional contributions to the light-mode fluctuations significantly alter the spectrum,

opening a gap of size ∼ Eb between the degenerate supersymmetric ground state and the

quasi-continuous spectrum of states at finite temperature [12, 13]. To the extent that the

density of states in the gap exactly vanishes, no black holes exist within this energy range.

In this case, absorption by the BPS ground state will not occur until the gap is bridged.

Similarly, a black hole initially above the gap will be able to emit quanta only to final states

outside the gap. Studying these processes is an interesting challenge but requires significant

additional work.

BTZ near horizon. The greybody factors for near-extremal black strings with a BTZ

geometry near the horizon encode information about the left and right movers of the dual

7As we mentioned, we freeze the light rotational and electromagnetic modes by keeping the black hole spin

and charge fixed.
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CFT2 [21, 23]. Extending our analysis to this case seems feasible in detail, as the Schwarzian

sector of the CFT2 has been identified and described in [3].

Kerr black hole. The study of greybody factors for the Kerr black hole is more involved

than for static black holes. However, the interaction of the Schwarzian theory with massless

fields has recently been analyzed in [9], suggesting that extending our study to the Kerr black

hole is possible.

Quantum η/s? The classical universal result σabs/AH → 1 at low frequencies famously

implies the universal value η/s = 1/4π in the hydrodynamics of holographic plasmas [36, 37].

This connection arises because shear modes on the worldvolume of a black brane behave

like minimal scalars, with their absorption leading to viscous dissipation on the brane, both

processes determined by the two-point function of the stress-energy tensor. An intriguing

question, then, is whether our results imply that low-temperature, near-extremal holographic

plasmas satisfy (η
s

)
quantum

>
1

4π
? (3.1)

The issue, however, is delicate. At first glance, the hydrodynamic regime requires wave-

lengths longer than the thermal length, 1/T , implying that the spatial extent of the brane

worldvolume must also be larger than 1/T . This makes the horizon very long, which, in turn,

causes the scale Eb to become very small. The reason is that the Schwarzian mode uniformly

shifts the entire brane horizon, so when the horizon is very large, its quantum fluctuations

are small, meaning the temperature range where quantum effects are relevant is pushed to

extremely low values.

For example, consider a near-extremal Reissner-Nordström-AdS4 black brane [38]. In

this case,

Eb ∼
ℓ2p
L2r0

, (3.2)

where ℓp, L, and r0 denote the Planck length, the AdS radius, and the horizon radius,

respectively. To stay within the naive hydrodynamic regime, T > 1/L, while also maintaining

T < Eb to ensure significant quantum fluctuations, one would require Lr0 < ℓ2p. But this

would place the geometry in the sub-Planckian regime, where we no longer have a valid

description.

However, it has been suggested that the gradient expansion of holographic hydrodynam-

ics may not be limited by 1/T , but rather by a much shorter length scale, which at low

temperatures would be ∼ L2/r0 [39]. If this is the case, hydrodynamics might apply for

near-extremal black branes with r0 > L, allowing access to the strongly coupled Schwarzian

dynamics at temperatures that, while still low, remain above the discreteness scale Eb e
−S0 .

Determining whether this is a viable possibility requires further investigation.
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