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We study a regular rotating black hole evaporating under the Hawking emission of a single scalar
field. The black hole is described by the Kerr-black-bounce metric with a nearly extremal regular-
izing parameter ℓ = 0.99r+. We compare the results with a Kerr black hole evaporating under the
same conditions. Firstly, we compute the gray-body factors and show that the Kerr-black-bounce
evolves towards a non-Schwartzchild-like asymptotic state with a∗ ∼ 0.47, differently from a Kerr
black hole whose asymptotic spin would be a∗ ∼ 0.555. We show that this result depends on the
combined contributions of the changes in the gray-body factors and in the surface gravity introduced
by the regularizing parameter. We also discuss how the surface gravity affects the temperature and
the primary emissivity and decreases those quantities with respect to the Kerr black hole. Conse-
quently, the regular black hole has a longer lifetime. Finally, we briefly comment on the possibility
of investigating the beyond-the-horizon structure of a black hole by exploiting its Hawking emission.

INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) has been tested for more than
one century providing outstanding results in describing
the Solar System and the Universe. Despite GR’s suc-
cesses, its lack in addressing many open problems re-
mains and propels the idea that it may not be the ulti-
mate theory of gravity. The origin of the cosmic acceler-
ation and the nature of the dark contents of the Universe
have been extensively studied using modified theories of
gravity [1]. In recent years, the detection of Gravita-
tional Waves (GW) from Black Hole (BH) coalescence
[2] by the LIGO/Virgo Collaboration and the direct ob-
servation of the BH shadows at the center of the Milky
Way [3] and M87 [4] by the Event Horizon Telescope
(EHT) provided a new test bench capable of probing GR
robustness in a strong-field regime [5–8]. The existence
of singularities, namely portions of spacetime with an in-
finite curvature, is a hint that the classical framework
of GR should break down or, at least, be incomplete at
high energies. It is a commonly accepted the idea that
singularities just reveal our lack of knowledge in the high
energy regime and the related problem may be cured by
a quantum theory of gravity. Unfortunately, a theory of
quantum gravity is not yet developed despite the several
proposals. Nevertheless, it is still possible to gain in-
tuition by postulating the existence of regularized space-
times inspired by quantum gravity arguments and study-
ing whether these new metrics give rise to new signatures
or modify preexisting characteristics. Since the 90s these
motivations have led the research of regularized metrics
mimicking the behavior of BH solutions [9]. Furthermore,
in light of the new available high-energy regime tests, the
field gained even more traction, and many studies about
quasi-normal modes, superradiant regimes, and instabil-
ities are regularly announced [10–26].
An interesting regular metric was proposed in [27] and
further analyzed in [28]. This spacetime configuration,

known as black-bounce, interpolates between the stan-
dard and regularized Schwarzschild BH and the Morris-
Thorne traversable wormhole by introducing an addi-
tional parameter, ℓ. The black-bounce metric caused a
fervent activity leading to many studies of its charac-
teristics [29–36] and was recently extended in order to
account for rotation [8, 37], and afterward rotation and
charge [38]. The Kerr-black-bounce and Kerr-Newman-
black-bounce have also been the subject of many studies
[8, 39–44].
The main motivation of this paper is to further enlarge
the analysis of the Kerr-black-bounce characteristics by
considering its dynamical evolution due to Hawking evap-
oration driven by a singular scalar field. Such character-
istics are certainly irrelevant for BHs of the size we mea-
sure today but may become a powerful and handy tool
in light of the possible future measurement of primordial
BHs.
The lesson of this study is that under the same condi-
tions, a Kerr-black-bounce is characterized by a dynamic
behavior that differs with respect to its singular counter-
part. This work points out that tracking the evolution of
a black hole spin and its spectrum will provide informa-
tion on the spacetime structure.
This paper is organized as follows. Section II contains a
brief review of the Kerr-black-bounce. Section III shows
the equation governing the scalar perturbation of the
Kerr-black-bounce metric, the evolution of the metric un-
der a single scalar emission, and the numerical method
used for calculating the Gray-Body Factors (GBFs). In
section IV the results are presented. Section V provides
a summary in which future perspectives are considered.
We use units of G = c = ℏ = 1.
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KERR-BLACK-BOUNCE METRIC

In this section we briefly review the Kerr-black bounce
metric [37]:

ds2 =−

(
1− 2M

√
r̃2 + ℓ2

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr̃2 +Σdθ2

+
A sin2 θ

Σ
dϕ2 − 4Ma

√
r̃2 + ℓ2 sin2 θ

Σ
dtdϕ,

(1)

where M , a, and ℓ are the parameters describing mass,
spin, and the regularizing parameter of the metric, while

Σ = r̃2 + ℓ2 + a2 cos2 θ,

∆ = r̃2 + ℓ2 + a2 − 2M
√
r̃2ℓ2,

A = (r̃2 + ℓ2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ.

(2)

This is a generalization of the static and spherically sym-
metric metric proposed by Simpson and Visser [27, 28,
45]. It is a stationary, axially symmetric metric which,
by introducing a positive parameter, a < M , describes
the angular momentum of the black-bounce. This line el-
ement was recently further extended in order to describe
a charged spacetime [38].
When the positive regularizing parameter ℓ → 0, the
Kerr-black-bounce metric reduces to the singular Kerr
solution, while for ℓ ̸= 0 the spacetime is regular and
possesses a wormhole throat at r̃ = 0. A coordinate sin-
gularity interpreted as an event horizon is present when
∆ = 0, or, equivalently, when

r̃± =
√
r2± − ℓ2, (3)

where r± = M ±
√
M2 − a2.

Depending on the values of the regularizing parameter ℓ,
the metric (1) describes a wormhole for ℓ > r+, for which
no coordinate singularities are present on the manifold. If
ℓ < r+ the metric (1) describes a BH which may have one
or two coordinate singularities depending on r− < ℓ < r+
or ℓ < r−, respectively. Finally, when ℓ = r+ the throat
and the event horizon coincide.
To better visualize this interplay, it is convenient to de-
fine a new radial coordinate r =

√
r̃2 + ℓ2 and pass from

an extrinsic description of the manifold to an intrinsic
one. It is easy to notice that r ̸= 0 for all ℓ ̸= 0. In
particular, the minimum value of r corresponds to the
minimal radius of the throat. The coordinate r measures
the distance from the center of the object. Given this
new coordinate, the metric reads

ds2 =−
(
1− 2Mr2

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

δ∆
dr2

+Σdθ2 +
A sin2 θ

Σ
dϕ2 − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dtdϕ,

(4)

and

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ,

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr,

A = (r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ,

δ = 1− ℓ2

r2
.

(5)

If ℓ ̸= 0, the curvature singularity at r = 0 is always
prevented by the wormhole throat. When ℓ > r+ the
wormhole throat is located at a larger radial value than
the coordinate singularity of the event horizon. In this
way, the presence of the horizon is prevented by the reg-
ular finite surface of the wormhole throat. If 0 ̸= ℓ < r+,
the throat of the wormhole is enclosed by the event hori-
zon and the metric describes a BH.
In the following part of this paper, we focus on regular
BHs avoiding coordinates singularities and inner hori-
zons. The absence of the inner horizon is a desirable
feature since it might avoid the problems related to mass
inflation. Moreover, this choice allows a nearly maximal
value of ℓ for which the metric (1) mostly differs from the
Kerr BH and still describes a BH.
It has to be noticed that the metric (1) or, equivalently,
(4), is inspired by the reasonable quantum gravity argu-
ment of avoiding singularities and other pathology, and
it is not a vacuum solution of GR.

SCALAR PERTURBATIONS AND EVOLUTION

In this section, we derive the equation describing the
scalar massless perturbations of the metric (1) and dis-
cuss the appropriate boundary conditions. The massless
Klein-Gordon equation ∇µ∇µΦ = 0 in curved spacetime
reads

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂ν)Φ = 0. (6)

Taking into account the decomposition Φ =
Rlm(r)Slm(θ)eimϕe−iωt where ω is the perturbation
frequency, m is the azimutal quantum number, (6)
separates into an angular equation

1

sin θ

d

dθ

(
sin θ

d

dθ
Slm

)
+

(
a2ω2 cos2 θ +Alm − m2

sin2 θ

)
Slm = 0

(7)
describing the spheroidal harmonics equation where Alm

are its eigenvalues, and a radial equation

√
δ
d

dr

(√
δ∆

dRlm

dr

)
+

(
K2

∆
+ 2amω − a2ω2 −Alm

)
Rlm = 0,

(8)
where K = (r2 + a2)ω − am.
The angular equation (7) is the spin-less case of the
well-studied spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics equa-
tion [46–48]. To leading order Alm = −l(l + 1) +O(aω)
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and the O(aω) correction can be expressed as a power
series in aω << 1, which are given in [48]. Besides, for
our purposes, it is worth studying the radial equation (8)
in two limits, near the horizon, and at spatial infinity. If
the regularizing parameter satisfies ℓ < r+ and the Kerr-
black bounce metric (1) describes a regular BH, then the
near-to-the-horizon solution reads [39],

R(r) ∼ (r − r+)
±iσ,

σ =
am− 2Mωr+
γ(r+ − r−)

,

γ =

√
1− ℓ2

r2+
,

(9)

while the far-away solution simply reads

R(r) ∼ 1

r
e±iωr. (10)

To study a BH described by (1), evolving by the sole
emission of scalar particles due to Hawking radiation, it
is necessary to set up a scattering-like problem and take
into account in-going and out-going boundary conditions
at infinity, while at the event horizon, one must con-
sider pure absorption. Those asymptotic solutions and
the conservation of energy fluxes, both at the horizon
and at infinity, allow one to calculate the GBF or trans-
mission coefficient, defined as

T =
dEhole/dt

dEin/dt
. (11)

The GBFs depend on the modes, and, at a constant ℓ, are
functions of both the BH spin parameter and frequency
of the perturbation, T = T l

m(a, ω). The GBFs emerge as
a consequence of a geometrical potential in equation (8)
which, acting as a barrier, partially shields the Hawking
radiation from being totally emitted. This way the ra-
diation emerging from the BH is not the one of a black
body. The field quanta have energy and spin and their
emission comes at the expense of both the BH mass and
angular momentum. Following the path outlined in [49],
the rates of mass and angular momentum loss are called
f and g, respectively, and they read(

f
g

)
=
∑
i,l,m

1

2π

∫ ∞

0

dx
Ti,l,m

e2πk/κ − 1

(
x

ma−1
∗

)
, (12)

where the sum is taken over all particle species i, and l,
m are the usual angular momentum quantum numbers.
Here x = ωM , k = ω −mΩ and

κ =

√
r2H

r2H + ℓ2

√
1− a2∗/2r+ (13)

is the surface gravity of the BH [9, 38]. Since the choice
of analyzing a singular Kerr BH ℓ = 0 and the regular

Kerr-black-bounce BH having ℓ = 0.99r+, the pre-factor√
r2H/(r2H + ℓ2) takes just two values accordingly. To

determine whether a BH spins up or down during its
evolution it is necessary to calculate the mass to angular
momentum loss rates. For this reason, one defines

h =
g

f
− 2. (14)

A root of the function h, ã∗, for which h′(ã∗) > 0, repre-
sents a stable state towards which the BH evolves while
evaporating. To investigate the temporal evolution of
angular momentum and mass it we followed the path
outlined in [49–51] and later in [52, 53] defining

y = − ln a, (15)

z = − lnM/Mi, (16)

and

τ = −M−3
i t, (17)

where Mi is the initial mass of the BH. The evolution is
then fully determined by the differential equations

d

dy
z =

1

h
, (18)

d

dy
τ =

e−3z(y)

hf
, (19)

and the initial conditions z(t = 0) = 0 and τ(t = 0) = 0.
To estimate the primary spectrum of scalar particles we
used the well-known formula [49, 50, 54–64]:

d2N

dtdE
=

1

2π

∑
l,m

Tl,m(ω)

e2πk/κ − 1
. (20)

Numerical method

An explicit analytical calculation of the GBFs is pos-
sible only under stringent approximations and numerical
methods are usually required to evaluate them. We im-
plemented a code based on the so-called shooting method
which has been applied to solve similar problems, for ex-
ample in [65, 66], and allows for the calculation of the
GBFs with good accuracy.
The first step is to rewrite Eq.(8) in terms of the re-scaled
coordinate

x =
r − r+
r+

, (21)

such that:

δx2(x+ τ)2∂2
xR(x)

+ 2x(x+ τ)

(
1

2
(2x+ τδ +

x(x+ τ)

x+ 1
(1− δ))

)
∂xR(x)

+ V (ω, x)R(x) = 0,

(22)
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where

V (ω, x) = K2 − x(x+ τ)(Alm + a2ω2 − 2amω), (23)

with τ = (r+ − r−)/r+, K = ϖ + x(x + 2)ω̄, ϖ =
(2 − τ)(ω̄ − mΩ̄+), where ω̄ = r+ω, Ω̄+ = r+Ω+ and
Ω+ = a/2Mr+.
Setting purely in-going boundary condition near the hori-
zon, the solutions of Eq. (22) can be expressed in the
form of the Taylor expansion [65, 66] of the form

R(x) = x−iϖ/(γτ)
∞∑

n=0

anx
n. (24)

The coefficients an can be determined by substituting
(24) in (22) and solving iteratively the algebraic equa-
tions.
The near horizon solution is used to set the boundary
conditions and numerically integrate the radial equation
up to large distances, where the general form of the so-
lution takes the form:

R(x) → Y lm
in

r+

e−iω̄x

x
+

Y lm
out

r+

eiω̄x

x
. (25)

It is then possible to extract the coefficient Y lm
in (ω) in or-

der to evaluate the GBF. The normalization of the scat-
tering problem is set by requiring a0 = 1, this way GBFs
read

T lm(ω) =
ϖ

ω̄
|Y lm

in (ω)|−2. (26)

With this method, we computed the GBFs of a scalar
perturbation on a regular BH described by the Kerr-
black-bounce metric having a nearly extremal regulariz-
ing parameter (ℓ = 0.99r+). Different values for the spin
parameter of the BH spanning from a∗ = 0 to a∗ = 0.99
are considered and the GBFs are calculated the up to
l = 4. This last choice is motivated by the definition of
the functions f and g. In fact the higher is the l mode,
the higher the energies at which the gray-body factor is
non-vanishing, so the l mode contribution in 12 is smaller
with respect to the l − 1 mode.

RESULTS

Let us compare the scalar perturbations of the Kerr BH
and the ones of the nearly extremal Kerr-black-bounce
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Mω

T
0

0

a*=0

FIG. 1: GBFs of the mode l = m = 0 of a BH rotating at
a∗ = 0 in the case ℓ = 0.99r+ (solid red line) and ℓ = 0
(blue dashed line).

BH. Those BHs share many characteristics such as the
presence of a superradiant regime and a non-null asymp-
totic value of the spin parameter a∗. Nevertheless, for the
two different metrics, the phenomenology changes and it
is of great interest to analyze those differences.
The GBFs of the modes l = m = 0 are identical (as shown
in Fig. 1 for the non-rotating cases) and this equality is
independent of the BH spin considered.
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FIG. 2: GBFs of the mode l = 1, m = −1 of a BH
rotating at a∗ = 0.99 in the case ℓ = 0.99r+ (solid red
line) and ℓ = 0 (blue dashed line).

The GBFs of the Kerr-black-bounce BH show a common
behavior for the modes with l ̸= 0. When they are
compared with the Kerr BH ones, they grow faster for
frequencies lower than the main GBFs inflection point,
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on contrary, they grow slower for higher frequencies (as
shown in Fig. 2 for the l = 1, m = −1 mode). Also, this
behavior is independent of the spin of the BH.
The scalar perturbation of both metrics show superra-
diant amplification if ω < mΩ. When this condition
is met, both the GBFs have negative values, which
are interpreted as wave amplification. Fig. 3 dis-
plays the comparison of the GBFs for the l = m = 1
modes at a∗ = 0.99 highlighting the superradiant regime.
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(a)
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0.000

0.001

Mω

T
1
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a*=0.99

(b)

FIG. 3: (a) Transmission coefficients of the mode l =
m = 1 of a BH rotating at a∗ = 0.99 in the case ℓ =
0.99r+ (solid red line) and ℓ = 0 (blue dashed line). (b)
Zoom of the superradiant regime of (a).

The Kerr-black-bounce GBFs show a less intense ampli-
fication and the shape of the superradiant regime peaks
at lower frequencies. Also, the shape of the GBFs in the
superradiant regime is different, being more symmetric

than in the singular case. This result agrees with the
tendency shown in the recent paper [39], in which it
is reported that increasing the parameter ℓ causes a
decrease in the superradiant amplification factor. Those
are common features of all the superradiant modes.
However, it has to be noticed that with an increasing
azimuthal quantum number, the superradiant peak of
the Kerr-black-bounce BH GBFs becomes smaller and
smaller with respect to its singular counterpart.
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FIG. 4: Plot of functions f (a) and g (b) for different
values of the BH spin parameter a∗. In the solid blue line
is the Kerr BH, and in solid red the Kerr-black bounce

The functions f , and g, are calculated through (12). The
two BHs show different values of these functions. These
are due to the above-mentioned GBF differences and in
the different surface gravity (13), which plays a crucial
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role in the Bose-Einstein statistical factor in (12) select-
ing lower frequency if ℓ ̸= 0. For these reasons, the Kerr-
black-bounce BH functions f and g for ℓ = 0.99r+ are
orders of magnitude smaller if compared with the singu-
lar case. Fig. 4 reports a comparison of those two cases.
For the same reasons, the functions h are also different. It
is shown in Fig.5 that the root of the Kerr BH is located
at ã∗ = 0.555, while the one of the Kerr-black-bounce is
at ã∗ = 0.47.
If the natal spin of both BHs is smaller than the respec-
tive root of h, the dominant emission mode is l = 0.
In this case, the evaporation due to a single scalar field
will cause both BHs to lose mass faster than angular mo-
mentum. As a result, the evaporating BH will increase
its value of a∗ up to the respective asymptotic value ã∗.
Conversely, the evolution of highly spinning BHs is dom-
inated by higher l modes decreasing the angular momen-
tum of the BH and driving it toward its asymptotic val-
ues.
It is possible to speculate that the similar asymptotic
value is due to the common origin of the gain/loss of
dimensionless angular parameter. In fact, of the whole
scalar modes emitted, l = m = 0 solely does not sub-
tract angular momentum and as it is reported in Fig.1
the transmission coefficients for the two analyzed BHs
are the same for this mode. The differences are then re-
lated to the differences in the subdominant l > 0 trans-
mission coefficients. The dependency of the asymptotic
BH spin value on the regularizing parameter is mild but
present since a variation in the regularizing parameter
incurs variations in the l > 0 gray-body factors.
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FIG. 5: Plot of functions h = g/f − 2 at different values
of the BH spin parameter a∗. In the solid blue line is the
Kerr BH, and in solid red the Kerr-black bounce
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FIG. 6: Plot of the mass (a), spin (b), and temperature
(c) as functions of the time, of a Kerr-black bounce hav-
ing ℓ = 0.99r+ (solid lines) and a Kerr-black hole (dotted
lines) of the same initial mass MK = 1011 kg, and spin
parameter a∗iK = 0, 01, evolving by the emission of a
single type of scalar particle.
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FIG. 7: Plot of the mass (a), spin (b), and tem-
perature (c) as functions of the time, of the Kerr-black
bounce having ℓ = 0.99r+ (solid lines) and the Kerr-
black hole (dashed lines) of the same lifetime, evolving
by the emission of a single type of scalar particle.

The regularizing parameter influencing the surface grav-
ity plays a significant role in the dynamic evolution of
the regular BH, which is much slower with respect to its
singular counterpart. The lifetime of an isolated Kerr BH
emitting only one scalar particle and having natal mass
and spin ofMi = 1011 kg, and a∗i = 0, 01, is ∼ 2.34×1016

s, while a nearly extremal Kerr-black-bounce BH with the
same initial conditions has a lifetime of ∼ 4.37× 1020 s.
Fig. 6 reports mass, spin parameter, and temperature as
a function of time for such BHs. It is interesting to con-
sider two BHs of the same life span, and analyze their
evolution. It is worth noticing that the time evolution
of the spin parameters is different and the Kerr-black-
bounce spin grows faster for most of the evolution as
reported in Fig. 7.
Given its slower dynamical evolution, it is not surprising
that the intensity peak of the primary emission for the
regular BH is less intense with respect to a Kerr BH hav-
ing the same mass and spin. This situation is reported
in Fig. 8 (a) where masses of M = 3.5 × 1010 kg and
spin values of a∗ = 0, 0.9, 0.99 are considered. This plot
shows a reduction in the number of emitted scalars as
well as a reduction in the energy at which they are emit-
ted, in line with the previous comments. Finally, Fig.
8 (b) shows the primary emissivity for the same tem-
peratures, namely, 301.93, 183.35, and 74.67 MeV for
a∗ = 0, 0.9, 0.99, respectively.
One may compare Fig. 8 with Fig. 2 of [67] which de-
scribes the primary emission of a Kerr BH for different
field spins. Fig.2 of [67] highlights how the rotation in a
Kerr BH reinforces the emission of non-spin-less particles
and decreases the emission of scalar particles. This is no
longer valid for the Kerr-bounce BH. In fact its scalar
particle emissivity peaks at higher values for values of
the spin parameter close extremality.
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FIG. 8: (a) Primary emissivity for regular (solid) and
singular (dashed) BHs in the case of same masses of
M = 3.5 × 1010 kg for spin values of a∗ = 0, 0.9, 0.99 in
blue, green, and red, respectively. (b) Primary emissivity
for the same BHs in the case of the same temperature,
namely 301.93 MeV for a∗ = 0 in blue, 183.35 MeV for
a∗ = 0.9 in green, and 74.67 MeV for a∗ = 0.99 in red.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied the evolution, under the emis-
sion of scalar radiation via the Hawking process, of a
rotating regular black hole described by the Kerr-black-
bounce metric. The study is performed in the case of
a nearly extremal value of the regularizing parameter
(ℓ = 0.99r+). The differences in the dynamics of the
evaporation of such BH and a Kerr BH are outlined.
Namely, the negative transmission coefficients regime,
the asymptotic value of a∗, the emissivity, and the life-
time are discussed and compared.
The main lesson of this toy-model points towards a possi-
ble investigation of beyond-the-horizon features by ana-
lyzing the Hawking radiation. For example, by assuming
a way to infer the BH mass and spin independently from
the primary Hawking emission, it is possible by measur-
ing the peak intensity to obtain an indirect measure of ℓ
in the contest of the Kerr-black-bounce solutions, and in
general, would provide a measure of how much the BH
solution differs from the Kerr one. It is most likely to
observe the Hawking emission of photons and not scalar
particles, but, since the definition of f and g for spin-1
bosons is given by Eq. (12) with the appropriate GBFs,
one can expect that the differences between the Kerr so-
lution and the regular one are still present. This work
also suggests that tracking the time evolution of the spin
parameter could provide information on the spacetime
structure.
Such characteristics are certainly irrelevant for BHs of
the size measured today but may become a powerful and
handy tool in light of possible future primordial BHs de-
tection.
We leave GBFs calculation for spin 1/2, 1, and 2 fields
and implementation of an accurate evaporation scenario
for future studies.
In a standard evolution scenario, BHs clearly do not evap-
orate through the sole emission of a scalar field. Never-
theless, scenarios involving the conspicuous presence of
scalar particles such as the string axiverse [64, 68] may
display similar characteristics. In fact, in the limit of
many axion-like particles, the emission of scalar particles
dominates the evolution which results similar, up to a
normalization, to the single scalar case.
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[20] M. Okyay and A. Övgün, JCAP 01, no.01, 009 (2022)
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