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Abstract: We exploit the recently proposed correspondence between gravitational per-

turbations and quantum Seiberg-Witten curves to compute the spectrum of quasi-normal

modes of asymptotically flat Kerr Newman black holes and establish detailed gauge/gravity

dictionaries for a large class of black holes, D-branes and fuzzballs in diverse dimensions.

QNM frequencies obtained from the quantum periods of SU(2) N = 2 SYM with Nf = 3

flavours are compared against numerical results, WKB (eikonal) approximation and geode-

tic motion showing remarkable agreement. Starting from the master example relating

quasi-normal modes of Kerr-Newman black holes in AdS4 to SU(2) gauge theory with

Nf = 4, we illustrate the procedure for some simple toy-models that allow analytic so-

lutions. We also argue that the AGT version of the gauge/gravity correspondence may

give precious hints as to the physical/geometric origin of the quasi-normal modes/Seiberg-

Witten connection and further elucidate interesting properties (such as tidal Love numbers

and grey-body factors) that can help discriminating black holes from fuzzballs.
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1 Introduction

Compact gravitating objects, such as black holes (BHs), D-branes and micro-state geome-

tries (‘fuzz-balls’) are often characterised by a set of Quasi-Normal Modes (QNMs) [1] that

govern the linear response to external perturbations. In the eikonal (WKB) approximation,

the complex QNM frequencies can be written as

ωQNM ≈ ωc(`)− i(2n+ 1)λ (1.1)

with ωc(`) the frequencies of the (unstable) ‘circular’ orbits forming the so-called photon-

sphere, λ the Lyapunov exponent, encoding the damping time of the wave and quantifying

the chaotic behaviour of geodesics near the photon-sphere, and n the so-called ‘overtone’

number [2–9].

The interest in accurate values of ωQNM is two-fold. On the one hand they dominate

the Gravitational-Wave ring-down signal in binary mergers and may help discriminating

BHs from fuzzballs or other Exotic Compact Objects [10–14]. On the other hand, due to

the choice of boundary conditions, QNMs solve non self-adjoint spectral problems, such as

Regge-Wheeler-Zerilli or Teukolsky equations [15–17], and form an over-complete set that

play a crucial role in the study of BH perturbations. Alas even for the simplest (spherically

symmetric) case (e.g. Schwarzschild BHs) accurate values of ωQNM can only be computed

via numerical methods [18, 19].

Quite recently, attempting exact WKB quantization techniques [20–25], a new aston-

ishing gauge-gravity connection between the QNM spectral problem and quantum Seiberg-

Witten (SW) curves [26–28] for N = 2 SYM theories was suggested and tested in the case

of Kerr BHs in 4-d [29]. It is worth mentioning that similar problems have been studied

using the monodromy properties of differential equations yielding similar results [30–43].

The QNM-SW correspondence was extended in [1] to several gravity systems including

BHs in higher dimensions, D-branes, their bound-states and fuzzballs (smooth horizonless

micro-state geometries). Moreover, exploiting the AGT correspondence [44], wave functions

for Kerr BHs were related to correlators in two-dimensional CFTs involving degenerate

fields, thus providing a new tool to study other interesting observables of the gravity

solution such as Love numbers, absorption coefficients and grey body factors [45].

Aim of this paper is to apply these ideas to a large class of gravity backgrounds and to

develop some numerical, WKB, and geodetic motion methods that allow to test the QNM
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results. QNMs are obtained as solutions of the wave equation with outgoing boundary

conditions outside the photon-sphere and ingoing in the interior. For a geometry with

enough isometries, the equation can be separated into ordinary Schrödinger like differen-

tial equations describing the wave propagation in the radial and angular directions. The

equations can be put in the canonical form viz.

d2Ψ

dz2
+Q(z)Ψ = 0 (1.2)

with Q(z) a rational function. We find that the Q-functions characterising many BH and

brane solutions in various dimensions can assume the form

Q(z) =
P2n+2(z)

∆n+3(z)2
(1.3)

with P2n+2(z) and ∆n+3(z) polynomials of order (2n + 2) and (n + 3) respectively. The

same differential equation describes the dynamics of an SU(2)n linear N = 2 quiver theory

in the Nekrasov-Shatashvilli (NS) Ω-background given by setting ε1 = ~, ε2 = 0. More pre-

cisely, the Q-function defines the quadratic differential φ2(z) = Q(z)dz2 of the Ω-deformed

version of the SW [46]. Zeroes of P2n+2(z) specify the positions of the branch points of

the associated SW curve, while those of ∆n+3(z) encode the gauge couplings. Identifying

the two Q’s one can establish a dictionary between the parameters describing the gravity

solution (radial/angular variable z, mass M, charge Q, angular momentum J , frequency

ω and conserved ‘quantum’ numbers `, m’s) and the gauge theory parameters (zSW , the

RG scale Λ, hypermultiplet masses mf and Coulomb branch moduli ua).

Quite remarkably, a large class of BHs and brane systems can be described in terms of

SW geometries associated to N = 2 SYM with a single SU(2) gauge group, i.e. n = 1, and

Nf hypers in the fundamental (doublet) representation. For instance, the spectral problems

of AdS Kerr-Newman (KN) BHs in four dimensions lead to Heun equations with four

regular singularities that can be mapped to SU(2) gauge theory with four fundamentals.

The asymptotically flat KN BH non-extremal and extremal solutions arise from the general

case after confluence of one or two pairs of singularities and lead to SU(2) gauge theories

with Nf = 3 and Nf = 2 fundamentals, respectively.

The common feature of all the solutions is the presence of a photon-sphere (or a photon-

halo in the rotating case), associated to degenerate choices of the frequencies where two

zeroes of Q(z) coincide. In the gauge theory picture this corresponds to points in the

moduli space where two branch points collide and the elliptic geometry degenerates in the

absence of a NS Ω-background. The singularity is smoothed out by quantum corrections

once ε1 = ~ is turned on. QNMs are associated to solutions of the exact WKB quantization

condition

aγ =

∮
γ
λ = (nγ + ν)~ (1.4)

with γ the degenerating cycle in the classical limit and nγ an integer and ν = 0, 1
2 depend-

ing on γ. For example, radial and angular equations will be associated to degenerations of

aD and a-cycles respectively, with −nr parametrizing the overtone and nθ = ` the orbital
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number. We find that ν = 0 and ν = 1/2 for quantization of the aD and a cycles re-

spectively. The period aγ admits an ‘instanton’ expansion (in powers of Λ) up to one-loop

terms (log Λ) as well as a ’semi-classical’ expansion (in powers of ~).

Aim of the present paper is to exploit the new gauge-gravity connection to compute the

QNMs of asymptotically flat KN BHs in 4-d. In order to test our results we compare them

with the numerical results obtained via continuous fractions à la Leaver [18, 19], geodetic

motion and WKB approximation, finding reassuring agreement. We will also establish

detailed gauge/gravity dictionaries for several gravity solutions including AdS KN BHs in

4-d, D3-branes and their bound-states [47], CCLP solutions of Einstein-Maxwell gravity in

5-d [48, 49], circular D1-D5 fuzz-balls [50] and regular JMaRT solutions in 6-d [51–53].

We will mostly focus on massless minimally-coupled scalar perturbations1. Extending

our analysis to generic micro-state geometries, in the spirit of the fuzzball proposal, seems

hard due to the lack of isometries that prevents from writing down (de-)coupled ODE’s for

the QNMs. The use of the AGT correspondence, on the other hand, may provide additional

information in discriminating BHs from fuzzballs. We intend to explore these observables

for D-branes and fuzzballs in the near future.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we study QNM solutions of AdS KN

scalar wave equations using semi-classical methods based on WKB and geodetic motion. In

Section 3, we review the quantum SW geometry and establish the QNM-SW correspondence

for the master AdS KN example. We illustrate the algorithm in a handful of toy models and

examples where analytic solutions for QNMs can be found and related to quantum periods

of free gauge theories. The AGT version of the QNM-SW correspondence introduced in

[45] is briefly reviewed and extended to the case of SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = 4

flavours. In Section 4 we introduce a numerical method based on Leaver’s continuous

fraction approximation that accounts also for extremal cases. In Section 5 we compare the

results for QNM frequencies of KN BHs obtained via WKB, SW and numerical methods.

Section 6 contains the detailed QNM-SW dictionary for various BHs and brane systems,

including the prototypical D3-brane discussed in [1]. In Section 7 we draw some conclusions.

We relegate some technical details and some tables and plots of results to Appendices A,

B and C.

2 The AdS Kerr-Newman solution: wave equation vs geodetic motion

We consider gravity solutions surrounded by photon-spheres. QNMs in these geometries

can be defined as solutions of the wave equation with outgoing boundary conditions at

infinity and ingoing boundary conditions at the horizon or, for smooth horizonless geome-

tries, regularity in the interior of the photon-sphere. For concreteness we focus on massless

scalar perturbations but higher spin (viz. vector and tensor) perturbations of the geometry

can be studied with similar techniques.

1Generalization to vector and tensor modes is straightforward, though tedious and does not add much

to the general features of the QNMs.
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In this section we consider the case of KN (charged rotating) BH solution in AdS4 and

derive semi-classical formulae for the QNMs using WKB methods and geodetic motion (see

[54–56] for previous studies of QNMs in Kerr-AdS spacetimes).

2.1 The wave equation

The KN-AdS BH solution is characterised by the mass M, the angular momentum pa-

rameter aJ = J /M, the electrical charge Q and the AdS size L. The line element in

Boyer-Lindquist coordinates reads [57]

ds2 = −
∆r[dt− aJ dφ(1− χ2)]2

α2
Lρ

2
+

∆χ[aJ dt− dφ(a2
J + r2)]2

α2
Lρ

2
+ ρ2

(
dr2

∆r
+
dχ2

∆χ

)
(2.1)

where χ = cos θ and

∆r = (r2 + a2
J )

(
1 +

r2

L2

)
− 2Mr +Q2 , ∆χ = (1− χ2)

(
1−

a2
J χ

2

L2

)
,

ρ2 = r2 + a2
J χ

2 , αL = 1−
a2
J

L2

(2.2)

We are interested on QNMs arising from scalar perturbations of the metric. On AdS they

are described by the wave equation

(�−M2
Φ)Φ =

[
1
√
g
∂M
(√
g gMN∂N

)
−M2

Φ

]
Φ = 0 (2.3)

with2

M2
Φ = −2/L2 (2.4)

QNMs on asymptotically flat spaces can be obtained by sending L→∞ and are described

by massless scalar waves.

For the KN-AdS BH metric (2.1), the wave equation (2.3) can be separated into radial

and angular equations. Denoting by z the radial or angular variable, the individual equation

for the radial or angular function φ(z) takes the generic form

φ′′(z) + q1(z)φ′(z) + q0(z)φ(z) = 0 (2.5)

By writing

φ(z) = e−
1
2

∫ z q1(z′)dz′Ψ(z) (2.6)

one can bring (2.5) to the canonical form (1.2) with

Q(z) = q0(z)− q1(z)2

4
− q′1(z)

2
(2.7)

Explicitly, taking

Φ(t, r, χ, φ) = e−i(ωt−mφφ)R(r)S(χ)√
∆r∆χ

(2.8)

2According to holography, this massive scalar field is dual to scalar operators of conformal dimension

∆ = 1 or ∆ = 2, as M2
ΦL

2 = ∆(∆− 3) in AdS4/CFT3.
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the wave equation separates into two equations of type (1.2) with

Qr =
1

∆2
r

[
α2
L

(
ω(a2

J+r2)−aJmφ

)2
−∆r(K

2+r2M2
Φ)−1

2∆r∆
′′
r+

1
4∆′r

2

]
Qχ =

1

∆2
χ

[
−α2

L

(
aJ ω(1−χ2)−mφ

)2
+∆χ(K2−a2

J χ
2M2

Φ)−1
2∆χ∆′′χ+1

4∆′χ
2
] (2.9)

and K2 a separation constant. It is easy to check that for MΦ given by (2.4) the r6 terms

in the numerator of (2.9) exactly cancel, so that the numerator of both the radial Qr(r)

and angular Qχ(χ) are given by polynomials of order four. The resulting Q-characteristic

functions will be put in correspondence with that describing the dynamics of SU(2) gauge

theory with Nf = (2, 2) fundamentals.

Finally, the radial wave function R(r) should be supplemented with the boundary

conditions

R(r) ∼
r→∞

eiω r , R(r) ∼
r→rH

e−iω (r−rH) (2.10)

with ω = −Pt the frequency of the wave and rH the horizon. On the other hand, the angular

wave-function S(χ) satisfies boundary conditions arising from periodicity and regularity at

χ = ±1.

2.2 WKB approximation

With the AdS-KN case in mind, let us consider the individual wave equations for radial

and angular dynamics

Ψ′′(z) +Q(z) Ψ(z) = 0 (2.11)

that can be both viewed as the Schrödinger equation for a particle subject to a potential

V with Q = E − V and E the energy. In the limit of large frequencies the equation can be

solved in a semiclassical approximation by writing

Ψ(z) =
1√
ϕ′(z)

(
C1e

iϕ(z) + C2 e
−iϕ(z)

)
(2.12)

with

ϕ(z) =

∫ z√
Q(z′) dz′ (2.13)

The approximation breaks down near the zeroes z± (inversion points) of Q(z) where ϕ′(z)

vanishes. The matching between the solutions on the two sides of the inversion points

requires that the frequency ω satisfy the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization condition∫ z+

z−

√
Q(z) dz = π

(
n+ 1

2

)
. (2.14)

with n a non-negative integer. In the semiclassical limit where inversion points collide the

integral can be approximated as∫ z+

z−

√
Q(z)dz ≈

∫ z+

z−

√
Q(zc) +

Q′′(zc)

2
(z − zc)2 dz ≈ iπQ(zc)√

2Q′′(zc)
(2.15)
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where zc ∈ [z−, z+] is the extremum inside the integration contour, i.e. Q′(zc) = 0.

Applying (2.15) to the radial and angular equations, one finds

Q′s(z
s
c) = 0

Qs(z
s
c)√

2Q′′s(z
s
c)

= −i
(
ns + 1

2

)
(2.16)

with s = r, θ. To make easier the comparison against standard results in the QNM literature

we use θ (rather than χ) variable in the WKB analysis and introduce the separation

constant A instead of K2

K2 = A−m2
φ + α2

L(aJ ω −mφ)2 (2.17)

The equation Q′θ(θc) = 0 can be solved by taking θc = π/2. The remaining equations can

be solved for the critical radius rc, the frequency ω and the separation constant A by giving

to ω and A small imaginary parts. More precisely, we write

ω = ωc + iωI , A = Ac + iAI (2.18)

with |ωI | � |ωc| and |AI | � |Ac| and solve equations (2.16) order by order in ωI and AI .

To leading order, using that Q′′r(rc) > 0 and Q′′θ(θc) < 0, one finds

∂rQr(rc, ωc, Ac) = Qr(rc, ωc, Ac) = 0

Bθ(ωc, Ac) =
Qθ(ωc, Ac)√
−2Q′′θ(ωc, Ac)

= nθ + 1
2 (2.19)

with all functions evaluated at θc = π/2 and

nθ = `− |mφ| (2.20)

Equations (2.19) can be solved for rc, ωc and Ac. The imaginary parts follows from the

expansion of (2.16) to linear order in ωI , AI . One finds

ωI = −
(
nr + 1

2

)√
2Q′′r

∂ωQr − ∂AQr ∂ωBθ∂ABθ

, AI = −ωI
∂ωBθ
∂ABθ

(2.21)

with all functions evaluated at ωc, Ac, rc and θc.

2.3 Geodetic motion

QNM frequencies in the semi-classical approximation can be alternatively derived from the

geodetic motion of massless particles near the photon-sphere of the gravitating object. In

the Hamiltonian formalism, geodetic motion is described by the Hamilton-Jacobi equations

ẋM =
∂H
∂PM

, ṖM = − ∂H
∂xM

(2.22)

with

H = 1
2g
MNPMPN = 0 (2.23)
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For the AdS KN metric, the Hamiltonian can be written in the separable form

2H = ∆r(P
2
r −Qr,geo) + ∆θ(P

2
θ −Qθ,geo) (2.24)

with

Qr,geo(r) =
α2
L[ω(r2 + a2

J )− aJmφ]2 −∆r[A−m2
φ +α2

L(aJ ω−mφ)2]

∆2
r

(2.25)

Qθ,geo(θ) =
∆θ sin2 θ [A−m2

φ +α2
L(aJ ω−mφ)2]− α2

L(mφ− aJ ω sin2 θ)2

∆2
θ

The null equation H = 0 reduces to the one-dimensional conditions

Pr(r)
2 −Qr,geo(r) = Pθ(θ)

2 −Qθ,geo(θ) = 0 (2.26)

The characteristic Q-functions match those in the wave equations in the eikonal limit where

the last two terms in (2.9) can be discarded and Qθ ≈ sin2 θ Qχ(cos θ). Similarly the null

condition (2.26) match radial and angular wave equations after quantization of momenta,

i.e. Ps ≈ −i∂s ln Ψs(x
s).

Zeroes of the Q-functions are then associated to inversion points of the geodetic motion.

A double zero of Qr signals the existence of a photon sphere, i.e. null circular orbits. These

geodesics are known to exist for a given range of parameters (depending on the angular

momenta K and Pφ, the radius rc and of the frequency ωc), such that

Qr,geo(rc, ωc, Ac) = Q′r,geo(rc, ωc, Ac) = 0 (2.27)

These are precisely the equations defining the extremum and the real part of the QNM

frequency in the WKB approximation. On the other hand, the imaginary part of the

frequency can be related to the radial velocity of a freely falling geodesics at the photon

sphere3

dr

dt
=

∂H
∂Pr
∂H
∂Pt

=
2Pr

∂ωQr,geo+∆θ
∆r
∂ωQθ,geo

=
2
√
Qr,geo

∂ωQr,geo − ∂AQr,geo

∂AQθ,geo
∂ωQθ,geo

≈ − 2λ(r− rc) (2.28)

with

λ =

√
Q′′r,geo

2

∂ωQr,geo − ∂AQr,geo

∂AQθ,geo
∂ωQθ,geo

(2.29)

λ is known as the Lyapunov exponent and quantifies the chaotic behavior of nearly critical

geodesics around the photon-sphere [2, 6–9]. We write

ωgeo = ωc − iλ(2ngeo + 1) (2.30)

that agrees with (2.21) in the limit of large charges where

∂AQr
∂ωBθ
∂ABθ

≈ ∂AQr,geo
∂ωQθ,geo

∂AQθ,geo
(2.31)

where all functions are understood evaluated at ω,Ac, rc, θc.

3Here we used ∂AH = 0 to rewrite ∆θ
∆r

= − ∂AQr,geo
∂AQθ,geo

.
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Figure 1: Brane configuration for N = 2 SYM with SU(2) gauge group: the QFT lives

on a stack of two D4-branes (horizontal lines) suspended between two non dynamical NS5-

branes (vertical lines). The four external D4 flavour-branes extending to infinity provide

the matter hypermultiplets of the theory.

2.4 Example: Kerr-Newman BH

Let us illustrate the WKB formulas for the case of asymptotically flat Kerr-Newman and

Schwarzschild BHs. The Q-characteristic functions are obtained from (2.25) by sending

the radius of AdS to infinity, i.e. αL → 1, MΦ → 0, leading to

Qr,geo(r) =
[ω(r2 + a2

J )−aJmφ]2

∆2
r

−
A−2mφaJ ω+a2

J ω
2

∆r

Qθ,geo(θ) = A+ a2
J ω

2 cos2 θ −
m2
φ

sin2 θ

(2.32)

Schwarzschild:

Setting aJ = 0 and Q = 0 one finds the formulas for the Schwarzschild BH

Qr,geo =
ω2r3 −A(r − 2M)

r(r − 2M)2
, Qθ,geo(θ) = A−

m2
φ

sin2 θ
, Bθ =

A−m2
φ

2mφ

(2.33)

Plugging this into (2.19) and (2.21) and solving for ω, A, rc one finds

rc = 3M , A = |mφ|(|mφ|+1+2nθ) , MωSch =

√
Ac

3
√

3
− i

2nr + 1

6
√

3
(2.34)

3 Quantum Seiberg-Witten curves for N = 2 SYM with flavours

In this section we first extend the QNM-SW dictionary (and its AGT version) to the

general case of SU(2) N = 2 SYM theories with Nf = 4 hypermultiplets that will be

later on associated to the wave equation of scalar metric perturbations of KN-AdS BHs.

We then move on to theories with less than four hypermultiplets, which are relevant for

other geometries under consideration, and show how SW quantization works in some toy

examples that allows for exact solutions.

3.1 The classical Seiberg-Witten curve

To get some intuition on the gauge/gravity dictionary, let us start by considering the

classical SW curve for an SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = 4 hypermultiplets with masses

mi in flat space

q y2PL(x) + yP0(x) + PR(x) = 0 (3.1)
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with

P0(x) = x2−u+q p0(x) , PR(x) = (x−m1)(x−m2) , PL(x) = (x−m3)(x−m4) (3.2)

where q = e2πiτ is the gauge coupling, u = 1
2〈trϕ

2〉 the Coulomb branch modulus and p0(x)

a quadratic polynomial in x determined below in (3.14).

The SW curve (3.1) can be derived from the brane configuration shown in Fig 1 [58].

The zeroes of P0(x) are associated to the positions of the colour D4-branes, while those

of PL/R(x) to the positions of the flavour D4-branes. The degrees of P0(x) and PL/R(x)

are given by the rank of the colour and flavour group respectively. Finally the distance

between the NS5-branes is proportional to the square inverse gauge coupling.

Solving for y one finds

y± =
1

2qPL

(
−P0 ±

√
P 2

0 − 4qPLPR

)
(3.3)

The elliptic curve can be viewed as a double cover of the complex plane with branch points

ei defined by

P 2
0 − 4qPLPR =

4∏
i=1

(x− ei) (3.4)

The periods of the elliptic curve are defined as

a =

∮
α
λ0 , aD =

∮
β
λ0 (3.5)

with α and β the two fundamental cycles and

λ0 = 1
2(λ+ − λ−) with λ± =

1

2πi
x ∂x ln y±(x) dx (3.6)

the SW differentials. The dynamics is coded in the analytic pre-potential F(a; q,mi) in

that the N = 2 vector multiplet Lagrangian L =
∫
d4θF(Φ; q,mi) and

2πi aD = −∂F
∂a

(a; q,mi) (3.7)

At q = 0 the four branch points collide in pairs at ±
√
u, the α-cycle shrinks to zero and

the a-period becomes

a ≈ 1

2πi

∮
α

xP ′0(x)

P0(x)
dx =

√
u+ . . . (3.8)

Alternatively, collecting powers of x, the curve (3.1) can be written as

A(y)x2 +B(y)x+ C(y) = 0 (3.9)

and the periods as

a = 2

∫ ẽ2

ẽ1

λ0 , aD = 2

∫ ẽ3

ẽ2

λ0 (3.10)

with ẽi the zeroes of B2− 4AC and

λ0 =
x+ − x−

4πi

dy

y
=

√
B2 − 4AC

4πiAy
dy (3.11)

where x± are the solutions of (3.9).
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3.2 The quantum curve

In the presence of a non-trivial Ω-background, ε1 = ~, ε2 = 0, the dynamics of the gauge

theory is described by a quantum curve obtained from the classical one after replacing x,

y by operators satisfying the commutation relation

[x̂, ln ŷ] = ~ (3.12)

The quantum curve follows from (3.1) by distributing the powers of y symmetrically [21][
q ŷ

1
2 PL(x̂) ŷ

1
2 + P0(x̂) + ŷ−

1
2 PR(x̂) ŷ−

1
2

]
U = 0 (3.13)

with P0, PL, PR given in (3.2) and

p0(x) = x2−(x+~
2)
∑
i

mi + u+
∑
i<j

mimj + ~2

2 (3.14)

This function is determined by requiring that the quantum SW differential, defined later

in (3.33), behaves at large x as [59, 60]

λ+ =

∞∑
n=0

〈trϕn〉
xn

= 2 +
2u

x2
+ . . . (3.15)

Using x̂ŷ = ŷ(x̂ + ~) to bring all the dependence on ŷ to the left, and setting x̂ = ~ y ∂y,
one can view (3.13) as an ordinary differential equation in the y-variable[

qy2PL(x̂+~
2) + yP0(x̂) + PR(x̂−~

2)
]
U(y) =

[
A(y)x̂2 +B(y) x̂+ C(y)

]
U(y) = 0 (3.16)

with

A = (1+y)(1+qy) , B = −m1−m2 − ~ + qy

[
y(~−m3−m4)−

∑
i

mi

]
(3.17)

C = (m1+~
2)(m2+~

2)−uy+qy

[
u+

∑
i<j

mimj−~
2

∑
i

mi+
~2

2 +y
(
m3−~

2

) (
m4−~

2

) ]

The differential equation (3.16) can be cast in canonical from by taking

U(y) =
1
√
y
e
− 1

2~
∫ y B(y′)

y′A(y′) dy
′
Ψ(y) (3.18)

with

QSW(y) =
4C A−B2+2 ~ y(BA′−AB′)+~2A2

4 ~2 y2A2
(3.19)

3.3 The gauge/gravity dictionary

In this section we establish the gauge/gravity dictionary using as a working example the

AdS KN metric. To this aim, we first write QSW(y) in the form4

QSW(y) =

3∑
i=1

δi
(y − yi)2

+
ν1 + qy(δ4−δ1−δ2−δ3)

y(1 + y)(1 + yq)
(3.20)

4At infinity Q ' δ4/y2.
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where yi = {0,−1, − 1/q},

δ1 =
1

4
− (m1 −m2)2

4~2
, δ2 =

1

4
− (m1 +m2)2

4~2

δ3 =
1

4
− (m3 +m4)2

4~2
, δ4 =

1

4
− (m3 −m4)2

4~2
(3.21)

and

4~2ν1 = (q−1)(~2+4u)+2(m2
1+m2

2)+2q

[
2m3m4+(m1+m2)(m3+m4)−~

∑
i

mi

]
(3.22)

To compare with gravity, one can consider an arbitrary change of variables y → y(z). The

differential equation in the z-variable can be brought again to canonical form with the new

characteristic function given by

Q(z) = QSW(y) y′(z)2 +
y′′′(z)

2y′(z)
− 3

4

[
y′′(z)

y′(z)

]2

(3.23)

For example, performing an SL(2,C) transformation

y =
z24

z12

z − z1

z − z4
, q =

z12z34

z24z13
(3.24)

that maps the points (0,−1,−1/q,∞) to arbitrary points zi, one finds

Q(z) =
P4(z)

∆4(z)2
(3.25)

that corresponds to a Heun equation with four regular singularities. This matches precisely

the form of the radial and angular wave equations (2.9) for AdS KN BH provided

q =
z12z34

z24z13
, δi =

P4(zi)

∆′4(zi)2
, ν1 =

z12z14

z24
Res
z=z1

Q(z) (3.26)

where left and right hand sides of the equations are given in terms of gauge and gravity

variables respectively. In particular the δi determine the masses mi, while ν1 expresses u

in terms of gravity variables.

3.4 Quantum periods and exact quantization

The quantum periods (a, aD) can be computed exactly in ~ and perturbatively in q using

localization [61]. Alternatively they can be derived by solving the difference equation

following from the quantum SW (3.13) curve in the x rather than in the y-plane, i.e.

setting ŷ = e−~∂x [59, 60][
q PL(x− ~

2) ŷ + P0(x) + PR(x+ ~
2) ŷ−1

]
Ũ(x) = 0 (3.27)

Introducing the functions

W (x) =
1

PR(x+ ~
2)

Ũ(x)

Ũ(x+ ~)
, M(x) = PL(x− ~

2)PR(x− ~
2) (3.28)
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equation (3.27) can be cast in the form

qM(x)W (x)W (x− ~) + P0(x)W (x) + 1 = 0 (3.29)

That can be recursively solved order by order in q. In the small q limit one can write W (x)

as a continuous fraction

W (x) = − 1

P0(x) + qM(x)W (x− ~)
= − 1

P0(x)− qM(x)

P0(x−~)− qM(x−~)
P0(x−2~)−...

(3.30)

so that

W (x) = − 1

P0(x)

(
1 +

qM(x)

P0(x)P0(x− ~)
+O(q2)

)
(3.31)

It is easy to see that to order qk, the function W (x) has poles at points x+
n =
√
u+ n~ or

x−n = −
√
u− n~, with 0 ≤ n ≤ k. The quantum period a(u) can therefore be written as a

sum over residues

a(u) =

∮
α
λ+ = 2πi

∞∑
n=0

Res√u+n~λ+x(x) (3.32)

of the ~-deformed SW differential

λ+(x) = − x

2πi
d lnW (x) (3.33)

that coincides with (3.6) at ~= 0. Inverting (3.32) one finds u(a) order by order in q. The

Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) prepotential

FNS(a, q,mi, ~) = lim
(ε1ε2)→(~,0)

ε1ε2 logZNekrasov(a, ε1, ε2, q,mi) (3.34)

is then obtained from the quantum version of the Matone relation [62, 63]

u = −q ∂FNS(a, ~, q)
∂q

(3.35)

after integrating upon q. The integration q-independent constant is obtained from the

one-loop prepotential, see appendix A for details. Dropping the dependence on mi and ~
one writes

FNS(a, q) = Ftree(a, q) + F1−loop(a) + Finst(a, q) (3.36)

The tree level and instanton prepotentials are obtained after integration over q of u(a).

One finds

Ftree = −a2 log q

Finst = q

[
− 4a2 + 3~2

8
−2m1m2m3m4

4a2+~2
+~

2

∑
i

mi−1
2

∑
i<j

mimj

]
+O(q2)

∂F1−loop

∂a
= ~ log

[
Γ2(1 + 2a

~ )

Γ2(1− 2a
~ )

4∏
i=1

Γ
(

1
2+mi−a

~
)

Γ
(

1
2+mi+a

~
)] (3.37)
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Finally the aD-period is given by

aD(u) = − 1

2πi

∂FNS
∂a

(3.38)

Higher order terms in the instanton expansion in powers of q can be obtained systematically.

QNM frequencies are obtained by imposing WKB exact quantization conditions on a

specific SW quantum period

aγ(u) =

∮
γ
λ = ~ (nγ + ν) (3.39)

defined such that γ shrinks to zero size at the classical level and ν = 0, 1
2 depending on γ.

We find that ν = 0 and ν = 1
2 for quantization of the aD and a cycles respectively. The

cycle γ is determined by using the QNM/SW dictionary to map the colliding zeroes of the

characteristic function Qgeo(z) governing the geodetic motion to colliding branch points in

the SW gauge theory picture.

3.5 Theories with Nf < 4

Theories with less fundamentals can be found by decoupling some of the hypers by sending

their mass m → ∞ and q → 0, keeping finite the product q̃ = −mq parametrizing the

gauge coupling of the new theory that will be renamed q for simplicity5. The general case

will be labelled by Nf = (NL, NR)6 and Nf = NL + NR ≤ 3. The curve is given as in

(3.16) with

PL(x) =

2+NL∏
i=3

(x−mi) , PR(x) =

NR∏
i=1

(x−mi) (3.40)

and

P0(x) = x2 − u+ q δNf , 3

(
x−

∑
i

mi +
~
2

)
+ q δNf , 2 (3.41)

The correct expression for the NS prepotential can be obtained from (3.37) performing the

limit q → 0, m→∞. For example for Nf = (1, 2) one finds

Ftree = −a2 log
(
− q
~

)
, Finst = q

[
1

2

3∑
i=1

mi +
2m1m2m3

4a2−~2
− ~

2

]
+O(q2)

∂F1−loop

∂a
= ~ log

[
Γ2(1 + 2a

~ )

Γ2(1− 2a
~ )

3∏
i=1

Γ
(

1
2+mi−a

~
)

Γ
(

1
2+mi+a

~
)] (3.42)

where the extra contributions in the tree-level component of the prepotential is produced

by the one-loop term in the decoupling limit. Similarly the characteristic Q-function is

given by (3.20) with

A = 1+y , B = qy2 + qy −m1 −m2 − ~

C = −qy2(m3 − ~
2)− uy + qy

[
~
2 −

3∑
i=1

mi

]
+ (m1 + ~

2)(m2 + ~
2)

(3.43)

5Every time a flavour in PR decouples, the y variable must be rescaled ỹ = −y/m in order to keep the

SW curve as in eq (3.16).
6In all cases we consider NL, NR ≤ 2 which leads to second order differential equations.
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3.6 Examples at q = 0

It is instructive to illustrate the various ingredients of the gauge/gravity dictionary in the

simple case of gravity backgrounds related to free gauge theories (q = 0). Setting q = 0 in

the Nf = (2, 2) curve (3.1) one finds[
y P0(x̂) + PR(x̂− ~

2)
]
U(y) = 0 (3.44)

with x̂ = ~ y ∂y and

P0(x) = x2 − u , PR(x) = (x−m1)(x−m2) (3.45)

Writing

Ψ(y) = y−
m1+m2

2~ (1 + y)
~+m1+m2

2~ U(y) (3.46)

one can bring the differential equation (3.44) to canonical form with

Qfree(y) =
~2 − (m1 −m2)2

4~2y2
+

~2 − (m1 +m2)2

4~2(y + 1)2
+

2(m2
1 +m2

2)− 4u− ~2

4~2y(y + 1)
(3.47)

and

ν1 =
m2

1 +m2
2

2~2
− u

~2
− 1

4
(3.48)

The solutions to the canonical equation are hypergeometric functions

Ψ(y) = d1 y
~+m1−m2

2~ (1 + y)
~+m1+m2

2~ 2F1(1
2 + m1−

√
u

~ , 1
2 + m1+

√
u

~ , 1 + m1−m2
~ | − y)

+ d2 y
~−m1+m2

2~ (1 + y)
~+m1+m2

2~ 2F1(1
2 + m2−

√
u

~ , 1
2 + m2+

√
u

~ , 1 + m2−m1
~ | − y)

(3.49)

In appendix B we show how one can recover these solutions from the difference equation

(3.27).

Two special cases of analytic solutions: spherical harmonics and inverted hydrogen

atom will be discussed in the following, while static and super-radiant modes of KN BHs

will be discussed later on.

3.6.1 Spherical harmonics

Spherical harmonics Y`m(θ, ϕ) are defined as eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the 2-sphere

∇2
S2Y`m(θ, ϕ) = −`(`+ 1)Y`m(θ, ϕ) (3.50)

Writing Y`m(θ, ϕ) = eimϕU`m(χ), the equation can be written as[
∂

∂χ

(
(1− χ2)

∂

∂χ

)
+

(
`(`+ 1)− m2

1− χ2

)]
U`m(χ) = 0 (3.51)

where χ = cos θ. With generic boundary conditions this equation admits two solutions

U`m(χ) = c1 P`m(χ) + c2Q`m(χ) (3.52)
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where

P`m(χ) =
1

Γ(1−m)

(
1 + χ

1− χ

)m
2

2F1

(
−`, `+ 1; 1−m;

1− χ
2

)
Q`m(χ) =

π

2 sinπm

[
cosπmP`m(χ)− Γ(`+m+ 1)

Γ(`−m+ 1)
P`,−m(χ)

] (3.53)

are Legendre associated functions of the first and second kind respectively. Requiring

regularity at χ = 1 and χ = −1, one finds that c2 = 0 and the solution reduces to the

Legendre associated polynomials P`m(χ) with `, m integers and ` ≥ |m|.
Now let us see how this result is recovered from the WKB exact quantization of the

SW period. Writing

U`m(χ) =
1√

1− χ2
Ψ(χ) (3.54)

the equation (3.51) can be brought to the canonical form with

Qχ(χ) =
(1−m2)(1 + χ2)

2 (1−χ2)2 +
2`(`+ 1) + 1−m2

2(1− χ2)
(3.55)

The gauge gravity dictionary reads7

q = 0 ,
u

~2
= (`+ 1

2)2 , m1 = 0 ,
m2

~
= |m| ; y = −1

2
(1− χ) (3.56)

At large `,m, the conditions Qχ(χc) = Q′χ(χc) = 0 are solved by χc = 0 and ` = |m|.
Translating back into the gauge variables one finds that aγ =

√
u−m2 = a−m2 ≈ 0 in the

classical limit. The cycle γ contains then the a-cycle and the pole of λ at x = m2. Turning

on ~ one finds

aγ =
√
u−m2 = (`− |m|+ 1

2)~ (3.57)

in agreement with (3.39) for nγ = `− |m|, or equivalently

a = ~
(
`+

1

2

)
(3.58)

3.6.2 ‘Inverted’ hydrogen atom

Another simple toy-model admitting QNMs is the “inverted hydrogen atom”, obtained by

flipping the sign of the hydrogen atom effective potential, i.e. the hydrogen-like potential

with repulsive charges and an imaginary angular momentum

V (r) =
µ

r
−
λ2 + 1

4

r2
(3.59)

where µ and λ2 are taken positive. The general solution to the differential equation

− 1

r2

∂2

∂r2

[
r2ψ(r)

]
+

(
µ

r
− ω2 −

λ2 + 1
4

r2

)
ψ(r) = 0 (3.60)

7Here and below we always fix the sign ambiguities in the dictionary as will.
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is given by

ψ(r) =c1e
−iωr(rω)−

3
2
−iλ

1F1(1
2 − iλ−

iµ

2ω
, 1− 2iλ|2iωr)+

+ c2e
−iωr(rω)−

3
2

+iλ
1F1(1

2 + iλ− iµ

2ω
, 1 + 2iλ|2iωr)

(3.61)

We look for solutions with in-going boundary conditions at r = 08 and outgoing at r =∞.

The in-going wave requirement at r = 0 leads to c2 = 0 while the outgoing behaviour at

∞ boils down to the quantization condition

1

2
− iλ+

iµ

2ω
= −n (3.62)

or equivalently to

ω =
µ

2λ+ 2i(n+ 1
2)

(3.63)

Now let us see how to re-derive this result from the exact SW quantization. First, writing

ψ = r−2Ψgrav(r), one can bring (3.60) to canonical form with

Q(r) = ω2 − µ

r
+
λ2 + 1

4

r2
(3.64)

This function can be mapped to the Q-function of Nf = (1, 1) free theory q = 0

QSW(y) = − m1

y3~2
+

~2 − 4u

4y2~2
− 1

4y4~2
(3.65)

Comparing the two Q-functions, one finds the gauge/gravity dictionary

q = 0 ,
u

~2
= −λ2 ,

m1

~
= − iµ

2ω
, r = − i

2~ωy
(3.66)

To understand which cycle shrinks at the classical level, we consider the geodetic motion

near the “photon-sphere” defined by the critical conditions

Qgeo(rc, ωc) = Q′geo(rc, ωc) = 0 (3.67)

with

Qgeo(r) = ω2 − µ

r
+
λ2

r2
(3.68)

The solution reads

rc ≈
2λ2

µ
, ωc ≈

µ

2λ
(3.69)

or in the gauge theory variables m1 ≈ −
√
u. We conclude that the vanishing period is

aγ =
√
u + m1 = a + m1, i.e. the cycle including the a-cut and the poles at m1. Turning

on ~ one finds the exact WKB quantization condition

aγ =

∮
γ
λSW =

√
u+m1 = ~(n+ 1

2) (3.70)

in agreement with (3.63).

8In this toy-model r = 0 plays the role of the ‘horizon’.
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3.7 The AGT picture

We would like to conclude this section with another precious tool available in the study

of N = 2 SYM: the AGT correspondence [44]. Thanks to this correspondence, one can

relate the characteristic function QSW (y), the wave function Ψ(y) and the gauge partition

function Z of N = 2 SYM to correlators of two-dimensional Conformal Field Theories

(CFTs) [45]. In this section, we summarize the main ingredients of the dictionary in view

of its application to the study of QNMs and other observables of BHs, D-branes and fuzz-

balls. For SU(2) SYM with Nf = 4, which underlies all the examples analysed here, one

can consider a Liouville theory with background charge Q and central charge c given by

c = 1 + 6Q2 , Q = b+
1

b
, b =

√
ε1
ε2

(3.71)

and denote by Vαi = e2αiφ the chiral operators of dimensions

hi = αi(Q− αi) (3.72)

where i = 1, . . . , 4, corresponding to the four flavours. According to AGT, the gauge

partition function is related to the four-point function

Z = e
F
ε1ε2 = 〈Vα1(y1)Vα2(y2)Vα3(y3)Vα4(y4)〉 (3.73)

with

q =
y12y34

y24y13
(3.74)

We consider the NS limit, ε1 = ~, ε2 → 0, leading to

b→ 0 , αi →∞ , b αi = finite (3.75)

The characteristic function QSW(y) is identified with the ratio9

QSW(y) = b2

〈
T (y)

∏4
i=1 Vαi(yi)

〉
〈∏4

i=1 Vαi(yi)
〉 = b2

3∑
i=1

(
hi

(y − yi)2
+

ci
y − yi

)
(3.77)

with yi = {0,−1,−1/q,∞}, hi the dimensions and

b α1,2 = 1
2 +

m1 ∓m2

2~
, b α3,4 = 1

2 +
m3 ±m4

2~
(3.78)

We notice that in the double-scaling limit (3.75) the combinations δi = b2hi and νi = b2ci
are kept finite. Finally the wave function is associated to the five-point correlation function

[45]

Ψ(y) = 〈Vα12(y)Vα1(y1) . . . Vα4(y4)〉 (3.79)

9The coefficients c2,3 are determined by matching the asymptotic QSW(y) ≈ h4/y
2 at infinity, that boils

down to the conditions

3∑
i=1

ci = 0 ,
3∑
i=1

(hi + ciyi) = h4 (3.76)
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involving the insertion of a degenerate field with α12 = − b
2 . The function Ψ(y) satisfies

the BPZ equation [64]

Ψ′′(y) + b2
4∑
i=1

[
hi

(y − yi)2
+

∂yi
(y − yi)

]
Ψ(y) = 0 (3.80)

that follows from the fact that O12 =
(
L2
−1 + b2L−2

)
Vα12 is a null state, and its insertion

inside any correlator leads to a vanishing result. In the limit ~ → 0, ∆12 � ∆i, so the

insertion of the degenerate field modifies the correlator only slightly leading to ∂yiΨ(y) ≈
ciΨ(y) with ci some constants. One finds then again a differential equation in the canonical

form that can be mapped to the equation for the QNMs in gravity after proper identification

of the parameters.

4 Numerical analysis

In section 5 we will compute the spectrum of QNMs for Kerr Newman black holes using

geodetic motion and SW techniques. In order to test those results, in this section we apply

(and extend) the method of continuous fractions introduced by Leaver in [18, 19] to find

numerical estimates of the frequencies for differential equations of the form (2.11) with

Q(z) =
P4(z)

∆2(z)2
(4.1)

This will be the relevant case for the study of QNMs of KN solutions in the section 5. We

will also show that the same equation describes the extremal case after a proper variable

redefinition.

4.1 Radial equation

The radial wave equation of the KN solution shows two regular singularities10 at z = z±
and an irregular singularity at z =∞. We look for a solution away from the singularities,

i.e. for z > z+ > z−. We start from the ansatz

Φ(z) = eνz(z−z−)σ−(z−z+)σ+

∞∑
n=0

cn

(
z−z+

z−z−

)n
(4.2)

The constants σ+, ν are determined by requiring that the ansatz solves the differential

equation near z+ and infinity viz.

ν2 = − P
(4)
4 (z+)

4!
, σ+(σ+−1)+

P4(z+)

δ
= 0 (4.3)

with δ = z+− z−. The boundary conditions on z+ and infinity select which solution of the

above conditions should be used, e.g. if z+ is an horizon to get the QNMs frequencies we

10For notational simplicity we assume z± to be real in general. Extension to complex z± is straightforward.
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have to choose σ+ such that the wave is incoming, i.e. Im ν > 0. On the other hand σ− is

conveniently fixed by requiring that the recursion involves only three terms. One finds

σ− = −σ+ − ν δ −
P
′′′
4 (z+)

12 ν
(4.4)

Plugging the ansatz into the wave equation one finds the recursive relation

αn cn+1 + βn cn + γn cn−1 = 0 (4.5)

with c−1 = 0 and

αn = −δ(1 + n)(n+ 2σ+)

βn = 2δ [(n+ σ+)(n− δν − σ−) + (1− σ+)σ+]− P ′4(x+)

γn = P ′4(x+)−1

2
δP ′′4 (x+)−δ [(δν+2(σ−+σ+)) νδ+(n−σ−−σ+)(n−σ−+σ+−1)]

(4.6)

Finally QNM frequencies ωn associated to the overtone n can be obtained by truncating

the recursion to a chosen level (taken to be large) and solving numerically the equation

βn =
αn−1 γn

βn−1 − αn−2 γn−1

βn−2−...
+

αnγn+1

βn+1 + αn+1γn+2

βn+2...

(4.7)

viewed as an equation for ωn.

4.2 Angular equation

The angular differential equation for KN BHs has the same singularity structure as the

radial one, but now we look for a regular solution in the interval z− ≤ z ≤ z+. To this aim

it is convenient to change the ansatz (4.2) with

Φ(z) = eν(z−z−)(z−z−)σ−(z+−z)σ+

∞∑
n=0

cχn(z−z−)n (4.8)

The exponents σ± are determined by requiring that the ansatz solves the differential equa-

tion and is regular in z±, while ν is chosen such that the recursion involves only three

terms

σ± =
1

2
+

1

2

√
1− 4P4(z±)

δ2
, ν2 = − P

(4)
4 (z−)

4!
(4.9)

with coefficients

αχn = δ2(1 + n)(n+ 2σ−)

βχn = δ [2 (n+ σ−) (1 + δν − σ+ − σ−)− n(n+ 1)] + P ′4 (z−)

γχn = 2δν (1 + δν − σ+ − σ− − n)− δ

6
P

(3)
4 (z−)

(4.10)

The recurrence relation can be solved for the separation constant. The angular overtone

number n turns out to be identified with the difference `− |m| as in (3.57).
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4.3 Extremal geometries

The methods in the previous sections do not apply straightforwardly to extremal geometries

in D = 4 or higher dimensions. In the extremal case, the wave equation has two irregular

singular points (infinity and the horizon), and therefore the above ansatz should be modi-

fied. One can expand the solution around a regular point [65], however this typically yields

a recurrence relation with four or five terms.

Here we circumvent the problem by mapping the Nf = (1, 1) gauge theory to the

Nf = (1, 2) theory studied in the previous subsections. This can be done whenever the

masses of all hypers coincide.

The gauge theory variable Y in the Nf = (1, 2) theory is related to y in the Nf = (1, 1)

theory with m3 = m1 via

y = −q−
1
2

(√
Y ±

√
1 + Y

)2
(4.11)

with lowercase and capital parameters identified as

Q = −4
√
q , U = u+2

(
m1 −

~
2

)
√
q , M1 = 0 , M2 =

~
2

, M3 = m1 (4.12)

5 QNMs of Kerr-Newman BH

In this section we compute the spectrum of QNM frequencies for Kerr-Newman BHs using

the three methods: geodetic motion, SW and continuous fractions (numerical). We also

discuss two special cases of analytic solutions: static and super-radiant modes related to

free gauge theories. The metric and gauge/gravity dictionary for the Kerr-Newman BH

solution can be obtained from the previous AdS case by sending L→∞.

5.1 Gauge/gravity dictionary

The line element of the KN metric in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates reads [57]

ds2 = −∆r

ρ2
(dt− aJ sin2 θ dφ)2 +

sin2 θ

ρ2

[
aJ dt− (r2+a2

J ) dφ
]2

+
ρ2dr2

∆r
+ ρ2dθ2 (5.1)

where

∆r = r2 − 2Mr +Q2 + a2
J , ρ2 = r2 + a2

J cos2 θ , (5.2)

These BHs posses two generally distinct horizons located at the zeroes of ∆r

r± =M±
√
M2−a2

J−Q2 (5.3)

The wave equation can be separated using the ansatz

Φ(t, r, θ, φ) = e−i(ωt−mφφ) R(r)S(χ)√
(1− χ2)∆r

(5.4)

with χ = cos θ. The radial and angular Q-functions read

Qr =

(
ω(r2 + a2

J )− aJmφ

)2
−∆r

(
a2
J ω

2 − 2aJ ωmφ +A
)

+ 1
4

(
∆
′
r
2 − 2∆

′′
r∆r

)
∆2
r

Qχ =
(1− χ2)(a2

J ω
2χ2 +A)−m2

φ + 1

(1− χ2)2

(5.5)
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where A is the separation constant and mφ the azimuthal angular momentum of the incom-

ing particle. Both differential equations on the gravity side can be matched with that of

SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = (1, 2) fundamentals. The dictionary for the radial equation

reads

q

~
= 2 iω (r+−r−) ,

u

~2
= A+ 2mφaJ ω − ω

2
(

3a2
J + 4r+ (r− + r+)

)
+

(
1

2
+ i (r+ − r−)ω

)2

m1

~
=
m3

~
= −i(r+ + r−)ω ,

m2

~
= −

i
[(
r2
− + r2

+ + 2a2
J

)
ω − 2aJmφ

]
r+ − r−

;

y = − r−r−
r+−r−

(5.6)

whereas for the angular equation one has

qχ

~
= 4aJ ω ,

uχ

~2
= aJ ω

(
aJ ω − 2mφ + 2

)
+A+

1

4
mχ

2

~
= mφ , mχ

1 = mχ
3 = 0 , yχ = −1− χ

2

(5.7)

The extremal limit is obtained by sending r− → r+. This corresponds to taking q → 0

and m2 → ∞ while their product qext = −q m2 remains finite. The resulting theory has

Nf = (1, 1) fundamentals with

qext

~2
= 4ω

[
aJ mφ − ω (r2

+ + a2
J )
]

,
u

~2
= A+

1

4
+ 2mφaJ ω − (3a2

J + 8r2
+)ω2 ,

m1

~
=
m3

~
= −2ir+ω ; yext = − y

m2
=

i

2~
r − r+

(r2
+ + a2

J )ω − aJmφ

(5.8)

5.2 SW vs Numerical vs WKB

To showcase the computation of QNMs using the three methods, let us consider an explicit

KN solution with

M = 1 , Q = 0.5 , aJ = 0.3 , ` = mφ = 2 (5.9)

The simplest computation is given by the eikonal WKB or geodetic motion. Real parts of

the QNM frequency and separation constants are given by solving (2.19) with Qgeo given

by (2.32). Imaginary parts follow from (2.21).

Let us consider now the exact SW quantization. The radial and angular equations can

be mapped to a SU(2) theory with Nf = (1, 2) flavours. We start from the expression

(3.42) for the NS prepotential up to four-instantons and invert the Matone relation (3.35)

to compute a as a function of u. The vanishing cycles for the radial and angular equations

being aD and aχ, respectively, we impose the quantization conditions

aD = − 1

2πi

∂F
∂a

= ~nr , aχ −mχ
2 = ~

(
nχ +

1

2

)
(5.10)
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Figure 2: QNMs of a RN BH for nNum = 1 (left) and nNum = 2 (right), ` = mφ = 2, with

a = 0, M = 1. Q varies between 0 and 0.9.

The two equations can be solved numerically for ω and A. We use Mathematica software,

and to find the roots we look for solutions around ωgeo and Ageo. Comparing against the

WKB/geodetic results we find

nr = −nNum = −(nr,geo + 1) , nχ = `− |m| (5.11)

where nr,geo starts from zero. Finally we compare the results with those provided by a

continuous fraction numerical method à la Leaver. The results of the three methods, along

the relative error w.r.t. the numerical results for the Real and Imaginary part of the

frequencies, are shown in the following tables

nNum = 1 ω Alm Error%(ωRe) E%(ωIm)

Geo 0.555− 0.0957i 5.99 + 0.0024i 2.42 0.524

SW2 0.589− 0.105i 5.99.+ 0.000651i 3.54 8.8

SW4 0.557− 0.0927i 5.99 + 0.00135i 2.07 3.68

Num 0.569− 0.0963i 5.99 + 0.00141i

(5.12)

and then for nr = 2

nNum = 2 ω Alm Error%(ωRe) E%(ωIm)

Geo 0.555− 0.287i 5.99 + 0.0072i 0.0917 1.7

SW2 0.545− 0.3i 5.99 + 0.00212i 1.66 2.55

SW4 0.558− 0.294i 5.99 + 0.00408i 0.634 0.495

Num 0.554− 0.292i 5.99 + 0.00417i

(5.13)

In figures 2, 3 and 4 we display the results for the QNMs for various choices of the charge

and angular momentum obtained using each of the three methods described in this paper.

We set ` = mφ = 2, the massM to one and find an amazing agreement between the three

methods, even for low values of the energies and angular momenta, wherein the geodetic

motion approximation is not expected to work. Tables collecting the data in the plots are

presented in the appendix for the convenience of the reader.
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Figure 3: QNMs of a KN BH for nNum = 1 (left) and nNum = 2 (right), ` = mφ = 2, with

Q = 0.5, M = 1, aJ varies between 0 and 0.4.

5.3 Analytic solutions

In this subsection we show two special cases of KN solutions related to perturbative gauge

theories

• static: ω = 0

• super-radiant: ω = mφΩφ with Ωφ =
aJ

M2+a2
J

the angular velocity at the horizon

where analytic solutions can be found.

5.3.1 Static Kerr-Newman wave

Following the recent analysis for Kerr BH [45], here we consider a static wave (ω = 0) in

the KN BH that, according to the gauge/gravity dictionary (5.6), is mapped to a gauge

theory with q = 0. It is easy to see that mixing terms depend on aJ only through the

combination aJ ω, thus for ω = 0 angular and radial equations completely decouple and

the separation constant simply becomes A = `(`+ 1). The radial equation reduces to

R
′′
(r) +

a2
Jm

2
φ −A (r − r+)(r − r−) + 1

4(r+ − r−)2

(r − r+)2(r − r−)2
R(r) = 0 (5.14)

where ∆r = (r − r+)(r − r−). The gauge/gravity dictionary reads (see 5.6)

q = 0 ,
u

~2
= (`+ 1

2)2 , m1 = m3 = 0 ,
m2

~
=

2imφ aJ
r+ − r−

(5.15)

The general solution can be written as

R(r)√
∆r

= c1 P`,µ

(
1− 2 (r − r−)

r+ − r−

)
+ c2Q−`−1,µ

(
1− 2 (r − r−)

r+ − r−

)
(5.16)

with P`,µ and Q`,µ associated Legendre functions defined in (3.53) and

µ = −m2

~
= −

2imφaJ
r+ − r−

(5.17)
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Figure 4: QNMs of a KN BH for nNum = 1 (left) and nNum = 2 (right), ` = mφ = 2, with

aJ = 0.5, M = 1, Q varies between 0 and 0.4.

For large r the two solutions above behave like r` and r−`−1 respectively. The static Love

number is defined as the ratio of the coefficients of these terms [66]. For a BH, one has to

impose in-going boundary conditions at r = r+. In this limit the contribution of Q−1−`,µ
diverges so regularity requires c2 = 0, leading to a zero static Love number as expected

[66–68].

5.3.2 Near super-radiant modes

In this subsection we consider near super-radiant modes, also known as zero-damping

modes (ZDMs), which are close to the super-radiant threshold frequency ωSR [69] and the

imaginary part of the frequency is almost vanishing. These modes are produced by near

extremal BH mergers [70–72].

As a concrete example let’s consider again the KN BH, whose QNM-SW dictionary is

given in (5.6). Near super-radiant modes are defined by taking

ω = ωSR + νδ (5.18)

with δ = r+ − r− the distance between the inner and outer horizon taken to be very small

and

ωSR =
mφ aJ
r2

+ + a2
J

= mφΩφ (5.19)

the super-radiant frequency.

In order to compute ν one has to construct the QNM solutions in the near extremal

limit. Far from the horizon r � r+ � δ the radial equation reduces to

R′′(r) +

[
ω2
SR

+
4ω2

SR
r+

r − r+
+

(6r2
+ + a2

J )ω2
SR
−A

(r − r+)2

]
R(r) = 0 . (5.20)

The solutions to this equation are confluent hypergeometric functions. Requiring the ab-

sence of incoming waves one finds

R(r) = c∞e
iω
SR

(r−r+)(r − r+)
1
2

+αU
(
Ã; B̃; zr

)
(5.21)
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where c∞ is a constant and U is the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function11, while

Ã =
1

2
+ α− 2iωSRr+ , B̃ = 1 + 2α , zr = −2iωSR(r − r+) (5.23)

with

α =

√
A+

1

4
− (a2

J + 6r2
+)ω2

SR
(5.24)

On the other hand, the radial equation in the near horizon limit can be approximated by

taking r = r+ + τδ and sending δ → 0. In the variable τ one finds

R′′(τ) +Q(τ)R(τ) = 0 , (5.25)

with

Q(τ) =

(
ν(r2

++a2
J ) + 2r+ωSRτ

)2
+ 1

4 − τ(τ + 1)(α2 + 4r2
+ω

2
SR
− 1

4)

τ2(τ + 1)2
(5.26)

The solution can be written in terms of ordinary hypergeometric functions. Imposing

in-going boundary conditions at the horizon one finds

R(τ) = cHτ
1
2
−
iaJ ν
Ωφ (1 + τ)

1
2
−
iaJ ν
Ωφ

+2ir+ωSR
2F1

(
Ā, B̄; C̄;−τ

)
(5.27)

where cH is a constant and

Ā =
1

2
−α−

2iaJ ν

Ωφ
+2ir+ωSR , B̄ =

1

2
+α−

2iaJ ν

Ωφ
+2ir+ωSR , C̄ = 1−

2iaJ ν

Ωφ
(5.28)

By expanding (5.21) near the horizon r ≈ r+ one finds

R(r) ∼ (r − r+)
1
2
−α
[
1 + (−2iωSR)−2α(r − r+)2α Γ(2α)Γ(C̄ − B̄)

Γ(−2α)Γ(C̄ − Ā)
+ . . .

]
(5.29)

while far away from the horizon r � r+, (5.27) reduces to

R(r) ∼ (r − r+)
1
2
−α
[
1 + δ2α(r − r+)2αΓ(−2α)Γ(B̄)Γ(C̄ − Ā)

Γ(2α)Γ(Ā)Γ(C̄ − B̄)
+ . . .

]
(5.30)

by matching (5.29) and (5.30) one finds

(−2iωSR δ)
−2α Γ(2α)2Γ(Ā)Γ(C̄ − B̄)2

Γ(−2α)2Γ(B̄)Γ(C̄ − Ā)2
= 1 (5.31)

Since δ ∼ 0 and Reα > 0, the factor δ−α in the left hand side diverges, so it has to be

compensated by a pole of Γ(B̄) in the denominator i.e.

B̄ = −n+ (−2iωSRδ)
2αη (5.32)

11Related to the Kummer confluent hypergeometric functions by

U(Ã; B̃; z) =
Γ(1− B̃)

Γ(Ã− B̃ + 1)
1F1(Ã; B̃; z) +

Γ(B̃ − 1)z1−B̃

Γ(Ã)
1F1(Ã− B̃ + 1; 2− B̃; z) (5.22)

– 25 –



with

η =
(−1)n

n!

Γ(−2α)2Γ
(
C̄ − Ā

)2
Γ(2α)2Γ

(
Ā
)

Γ
(
C̄ − B̄

)2 (5.33)

leading to [73, 74]

ω = ωSR + δ

[
Ωφ r+ ωSR

aJ
− i(n+ 1

2 + α)
Ωφ

2aJ

]
+ . . .

= Ωφmφ(1 + 4π TBH r+)− 2πiTBH (α+ n+ 1
2) +O

(
T 1+2α
BH

)
(5.34)

This is consistent with the WKB analysis which states that the imaginary part of the

quasi-normal frequencies is given by the Lyapunov exponent (1.1) that for near extremal

rotating BHs the photon-sphere corresponding to co-rotating impinging photons coalesces

with the horizon and λ is proportional to the BH temperature [7, 75].

The resulting near super-radiant frequencies can be easily re-derived from exact SW

quantization. In the limit δ → 0, the gauge coupling vanishes and the mass m2 diverges

unless we choose ω as in (5.18). In this particular limit the radial dictionary (5.6) reduces

to

q

~
= 2iωSRδ ,

u

~2
= α2 ,

m1

~
=
m3

~
= −2iωSRr+ ,

m2

~
= 2i[r+ωSR−ν(a2

J+r2
+)]

(5.35)

where we kept the leading terms in δ. For q small, instanton contributions can be discarded

but the 1-loop term must be kept and the quantization of aD reduces to

exp

(
−2πi aD

~

)
=
(
− q
~

)2
√
u

~ Γ2(1 + 2
√
u

~ )

Γ2(1− 2
√
u

~ )

3∏
i=1

Γ
(

1
2+mi−

√
u

~

)
Γ
(

1
2+mi+

√
u

~

) = 1 (5.36)

which is precisely equation (5.31) written in terms of the gauge variables.

6 Other examples

Gauge/ gravity dictionaries similar to the one we have found for KN (AdS) can be found

for other asymptotically flat or AdS gravity solution that admit a photon-sphere. We will

consider in turn: D3-branes, BPS BHs from four intersecting stacks of D3-branes [47],

five-dimensional (asymptotically flat) CCLP BHs [48, 49], including their extremal limits

[76], D1D5 circular fuzzballs [50], JMaRT smooth horizonless solutions [51], including their

BPS limit, known as GMS solutions [52, 53]. The derivation of their QNMs following the

steps described for KN (AdS) is straightforward but laborious and is beyond the scope of

the present investigation.

6.1 D3-branes

D3-branes arise as solutions in type IIB supergravity and are a very interesting example

since they are dual to pure SU(2) SYM with Nf = (0, 0). The dilaton-axion field of type

IIB is decoupled from the metric and its equation of motion corresponds to the differential
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equation for a scalar perturbation on the D3 background, it can be mapped to the Mathieu

equation by performing the change of variables r = Leiz [77, 78]. The spectrum of QNMs

for this system has been studied first in [79] for small ω and then in general using SW

curves in [1]. The metric reads

ds2 = H(r)−
1
2 (−dt2 + dx2) +H(r)

1
2 (dr2 + r2dΩ2

5) (6.1)

the radial equation can be put in canonical form with

Q(r) =
4ω2(r4 + L4)− r2(4`(`+ 4) + 15)

4r4
(6.2)

and the gauge/gravity dictionary reads

q

~4
=
ω4 L4

16
,

u

~2
=

(
`

2
+ 1

)2

; ~2y =
4r2

ω2L4
(6.3)

We refer the reader to [1] for the detailed study of QNMs of D3-branes, including a suc-

cessful comparison of the three methods (WKB/geodesics, quantum SW curve, Leaver’s

continuous fraction) to compute them.

6.2 Intersecting D3 branes BHs in four dimensions

Other examples of 4-dimensional (BPS) BHs can be found in type IIB supergravity consid-

ering the intersection of four stacks of D3-branes. These geometries possess four different

charges Qi which, if taken equal, lead to an extremal Reissner-Nordström BH. The line

element reads [47]

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 + f(r)−1
[
dr2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)]
(6.4)

where

f(r) =
4∏
i=1

(
1 +
Qi
r

)− 1
2

(6.5)

Thanks to spherically symmetry the angular wave-equation can be solved in terms of

spherical harmonics, while the radial equation in canonical form is defined by

Qr =
ω2
∏4
i=1 (Qi + r)− `(`+ 1)r2

r4
(6.6)

The wave equation can be mapped to the quantum SW curve for SU(2) with Nf = (1, 1)

and
q

~2
= − 4ω2

√
Σ4 ,

u

~2
=

(
`+

1

2

)2

− ω2
(

Σ2 + 2
√

Σ4

)
m1

~
=

iωΣ3

2
√

Σ4
,

m3

~
=
iωΣ1

2
; y~ = − ir

2ω
√

Σ4

(6.7)

where

Σn =

4∑
i1<···<in

Qi1 · · · Qin (6.8)

The entropy of the system is proportional to
√

Σ4. In the limit where Σ4 → 0 the gauge

coupling q vanishes and m1 diverges, so that one fundamental decouples and the resulting

theory is Nf = (1, 0).
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6.3 CCLP five-dimensional BHs

CCLP metrics describe rotating solutions of Einstein-Maxwell theory in d = 5, with mass

M, charge Q, and angular momentum parameters `1, `2. The line element reads [48, 49]

ds2 = −dt2 − 2Qω2

Σ
(dt− ω1) + ∆t(dt− ω1)2 + Σ

(
dθ2 +

r2dr2

∆r

)
+

+ dψ2 cos2 θ (r2 + `22) + dφ2 sin2 θ (r2 + `21)

(6.9)

with the one-forms ω1,2 given by

ω1 = `2 cos2 θ dψ + `1 sin2 θ dφ , ω2 = `1 cos2 θ dψ + `2 sin2 θ dφ (6.10)

and the functions ∆r, ∆t and Σ given by

∆r = (r2 − r2
+)(r2 − r2

−) , ∆t =
2MΣ−Q2

Σ2
, Σ = r2 + `21 cos2 θ + `22 sin2 θ (6.11)

These geometries, much like KN BH’s, possess two horizons located at

r2
± = M̂ ±

√
M̂2 − Q̂2 (6.12)

with

M̂ =M− `21 + `22
2

, Q̂ = Q+ `1`2 (6.13)

The wave-equation for a scalar perturbation in the CCLP background can be separated

into radial and angular equations. Introducing the variables z = r2 and ξ = cos2 θ, these

can be brought into canonical form with

Qz =
z
(
L2
M − L2

Q
)

+ 2LQ
(
Q̂ LM + M̂LQ

)
−∆z

(
K2 − ω2(z + 2M) + 4

)
+ ∆′z

2

4∆2
z

Qξ =
(1− ξ)ξ

(
K2 + ω2ξ

(
`21 − `22

))
+ 1− (1− ξ)m2

ψ − ξm2
φ

4(1− ξ)2ξ2

(6.14)

where ∆z = (z − z+)(z − z−), K2 is the separation constant, mφ, mψ are the projections

of the total angular momentum along two orthogonal 2-planes, and

LM = `1mφ + `2mψ − 2Mω , LQ = `1mψ + `2mφ +Qω (6.15)

Both equations can be mapped to SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = (0, 2) flavours. The

gauge/gravity dictionary for the radial wave equation reads

q

~2
= −ω

2

4
(z+−z−) ,

u

~2
=

1+K2−ω2(z++2M)

4
,
m1,2

~
= − i

2

LM∓LQ√
z+±
√
z−

; y =
z−z−
z−−z+

(6.16)

The dictionary for the angular part reads

qξ

~2
=
ω2

4

(
`21 − `22

)
,

uξ

~2
=

1

4

(
1 +K2 + ω2`21

)
,

mξ
1,2

~
=
mφ ±mψ

2
; yξ = −ξ (6.17)
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Similarly to KN BH’s, imposing the extremality condition z− = z+ (or M̂2 = Q̂2) leads to

the decoupling of the flavour associated to m2. As m2 → ∞ we keep qext = −q m2 finite,

after rescaling yext = −y/m2 one is left with an Nf = (0, 1) theory with

qext

~3
= −

iω2√z+ [(`1 + `2)(mφ +mψ)− (2M−Q)ω]

4
,

u

~2
=

1+K2−ω2(M̂+2M)

4
m1

~
=

(`1 − `2)(mφ −mψ)− (2M+Q)ω

4i
√
z+

;
yext

~2
=

z − z+

i
√
z+ (LM + LQ)

(6.18)

A particular case is the BMPV BH which is obtained by imposing also the BPS condition

M = Q (which implies `2 = −`1) [76]. The radial dictionary (6.18) reduces to

qext

~3
=
iM√z+ω

3

4
,

u

~2
=

1+K2−ω2(3M− `21)

4
,

m1

~
=
i
[
`1(mψ −mφ) + 3ωM

2

]
2
√
z+

(6.19)

The dual gauge theory of the angular equation of a BMPV BH is still Nf = (0, 2), the

dictionary follows from (6.17) and reads

qξ

~2
= 0 ,

uξ

~2
=

1

4

(
1 +K2 + ω2`21

)
,

mξ
1,2

~
=
mφ ±mψ

2
; yξ = −ξ (6.20)

Notice that the angular equation relates to free SU(2) SYM, therefore the exact solutions

are known and K2 = `(`+ 2).

At variant with KN BH’s, there is another extremal limit that leads to pure SU(2)

SYM with no flavour obtained by imposing the vanishing of z+, i. e. 2M= `21 + `22 and

Q= − `1`2. In this limit the mass m1 diverges and while q̂ext = −qextm1 is finite. The

resulting geometry is associated to a gauge theory with Nf = (0, 0) and

q̂ext

~4
=
ω2

16
(L2
M − L2

Q) ,
u

~2
=

1+K2−(`21 + `22)ω2

4
; ŷext ~2 =

4z

L2
M − L2

Q
(6.21)

As for the D3D3D3D3 BHs vanishing entropy corresponds to a theory with fewer flavours.

6.4 D1D5 fuzzball

Next we consider a D1D5 circular fuzzball with radius af and equal charges Q1 = Q5 = L2.

The smooth horizonless metric is given by [50]

ds2 = H−1
f

[
(dv + ωψ dψ)2 − (dt+ ωφ dφ)2

]
+

+Hf

[
dφ2 sin2 θ(ρ2 + a2

f ) +
Σf

ρ2 + a2
f

[
dρ2 + (ρ2 + a2

f )dθ2
]

+ ρ2dψ2 cos2 θ

]
(6.22)

with

ωφ =
L2af sin2 θ

Σf
, ωψ =

L2af cos2 θ

Σf
, Hf = 1 +

L2

Σf
, Σf = ρ2 + a2

f cos2 θ (6.23)

Setting

Φ = e−iωt+iPvv+imφφ+imψψR(ρ)S(χ) (6.24)
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the wave equation can be separated, brought into canonical form (2.11) and matched to

that of SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = (0, 2) fundamentals. The Q-functions read

QD1D5,ρ =

(
a2
f − ρ2

)2
+ 4

[
ρ2L2

φ −
(
a2
f + ρ2

)(
L2
ψ + ρ2

(
1 +K2 −

(
2L2 + ρ2

)
ω̃2
))]

4ρ2
(
a2
f + ρ2

)2

QD1D5,χ =

(
χ2 + 1

)2 − 4
[
χ2m2

φ +
(
1− χ2

) (
m2
ψ − χ2

(
1 +K2 + ω̃2a2

fχ
2
))]

4χ2 (1− χ2)2

(6.25)

where χ = cos θ and we defined

Lφ = af mφ − L2ω , Lψ = af mψ − L2Pv , ω̃2 = ω2 − P 2
v (6.26)

The gauge/gravity dictionary for the radial equation reads

q

~2
=
a2
f ω̃

2

4
,

u

~2
=

1 +K2 + ω̃2
(
a2
f − 2L2

)
4

,
m1,2

~
=
Lφ ∓ Lψ

2af
; y =

ρ2

a2
f

(6.27)

while for the angular equation one finds

qχ

~2
=
a2
f ω̃

2

4
,

uχ

~2
=

1 +K2 + ω̃2a2
f

4
,

mχ
1,2

~
=
mφ ±mψ

2
; yχ = −χ2 (6.28)

In the BH limit af = 0 the gauge coupling goes to zero while both masses diverge (qBH =

m1m2 q is finite), the resulting theory is Nf = (0, 0) with radial dictionary

qBH

~4
=

(
Lω̃

2

)4

,
u

~2
=

1 +K2 − 2ω̃2L2

4
; ~2 yBH =

4ρ2

ω̃2L4
(6.29)

As for D3-branes the wave equation in this case can be solved exactly.

6.5 JMaRT and GMS geometries

JMaRT solutions are (non-)BPS smooth horizonless geometries with three charges Q1, Q5

and QP and two angular momenta Jφ and Jψ. The explicit form of metric and the other

field profiles can be found in the original paper [51]. The charges and the angular momenta

are given by

M =
∑
i

c2
i + s2

i

2
M , Qi = Mcisi , Jφ = −mQ1Q5

Rv
, Jψ = n

Q1Q5

Rv
(6.30)

with i = 1, 5, P and ci = cosh δi ,si = sinh δi ‘boost’ parameters satisfying c2
i − s2

i = 1. The

charges can be parametrized as

m− n =
j + j−1

s+ s−1
, m+ n =

j − j−1

s− s−1
(6.31)

with

j =

√
a2

a1
≤ 1 , s =

√
s1s5sP
c1c5cP

(6.32)
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and

Q1 =
gsα
′3

V4
n1 , Q5 = gsα

′n5 , QP =
g2
sα
′4nP

R2
vV4

(6.33)

Note that the volume of the internal 4-torus is V(T 4) = (2π)4V4 while regularity requires

nP = nmn1 n5
12.

The scalar wave equation was separated in [51] we will mostly follow their notations. As

we will show both radial and angular equations can be mapped to the differential equation

associated to an Nf = (0, 2) theory.

Setting

Φ(t, y, r, θ, ψ, φ) = e−iωt−iPvv+imψψ+imφφH(r)Θ(θ) (6.34)

the radial and angular equations for H(r) and Θ(θ) separate. Using

z =
r2 − r2

+

r2
+ − r2

−
, (6.35)

where

r2
± =

M − a2
1 − a2

2

2
± 1

2

√
(M − a2

1 − a2
2)2 − 4a2

1a
2
2 (6.36)

The radial equation reads

4
d

dz

[
z(z + 1)

dH

dz

]
+

[
1− ν2 + κ2z +

α2

z + 1
− β2

z

]
H(z) = 0 (6.37)

Performing the redefinition

H(z) =
F (z)√
z(z + 1)

(6.38)

we get the radial Q-function in canonical form

QJMaRT(z) =
κ2z3 + z2(κ2 − ν2 + 1) + z(α2 + β2 − ν2 + 1) + 1 + β2

4z2(z + 1)2
(6.39)

where
κ2 = ω̃2(r2

+ − r2
−)

ν2 = 1 +K2 + ω̃2(r2
+ +Ms2

1 +Ms2
5) +M(ωcP + PvsP )

α = ωRvσ + PvRvτ −mφn−mψm

β = PvRvτ +mφm−mψn

(6.40)

with ω̃2 = ω2 − P 2
v and

σ =
c2

1c
2
5c

2
P − s2

1s
2
5s

2
P

c1s1c5s5
> 0 , τ =

(c2
1c

2
5 − s2

1s
2
5)cP sP

c1s1c5s5
> 0 (6.41)

From eq. (6.39) we can find the dictionary with an Nf = (0, 2) theory viz.

q

~2
=
κ2

4
,

u

~2
=
ν2 − κ2

4
,

m1

~
=
α+ iβ

2
,

m2

~
=
α− iβ

2
; ySW = z (6.42)

12For simplicity we consider the non-orbifold case.
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The angular equation reads

1

sin 2θ

d

dθ

(
sin 2θ

dΘ

dθ

)
+

[
K2 + ω̃2(a2

2 cos2 θ + a2
1 sin2 θ)−

m2
ψ

cos2 θ
−

m2
φ

cos2 θ

]
Θ = 0 (6.43)

that can be put in canonical form by setting ξ = cos2 θ and

Θ =
S(ξ)√
ξ(1− ξ)

(6.44)

the Q-function reads

QθJMaRT =
1 +K2ξ(1− ξ)−m2

φξ −m2
ψ(1− ξ) + ω̃2ξ(1− ξ)[a2

2ξ + a2
1(1− ξ)]

4ξ2(1− ξ)2
(6.45)

Again, the above potential matches the one of the Nf = (0, 2) theory with the following

dictionary

qξ

~2
= −(a2

1−a2
2)ω̃2

4
,

uξ

~2
=

1+K2

4
+
a2

2ω̃
2

4
,

mξ
1,2

~
=
mφ±mψ

2
; yξSW = −ξ (6.46)

The GMS geometry [52, 53] can be obtained from the JMaRT geometry setting m =

n+ 1.

It is worth mentioning that the analysis performed in [80–83] on the spectrum of QNM

in either the eikonal limit or when ω̃ = 0 corresponds, in the gauge theory, to q going

to infinity or zero, respectively. As for the extremal KN case discussed in section 5.3.2

an analytic derivation of the QNMs can be provided, which completely agrees with the

quantization of the aD cycle on the gauge theory side, by solving the wave equation in

different regions and imposing matching conditions and the correct boundary conditions.

7 Conclusions and outlook

Let us conclude by summarising the results reached by the present investigation and spec-

ulating about the origin of the QNM-SW gauge/gravity correspondence.

After reviewing the three available approaches i.e. WKB/geodesics, numerical meth-

ods à la Leaver and quantum SW curves, we have exploited them to compute the QNMs of

massless scalar perturbations of KN BHs with arbitrary charge Q and angular momentum

J = aJM. The values are displayed in the plots in figures 2, 3, 4 and in the tables in Ap-

pendix C. The agreement with the numerical results is remarkable. Even more remarkable

is the agreement with the geodesics/WKB approach for low values of the charges where

the semi-classical approximation is not fully justified.

Moreover we have illustrated the procedure for various toy models: the ’inverted hy-

drogen atom’, ’spherical harmonics’ , static KN waves, and near super-radiant modes of

quasi-extremal KN BHs. These cases are related to free gauge theories and admit an ana-

lytic solution allowing us to streamline the prescription to identify the cycle γ whose period

has to be quantized with the one shrinking to zero size in the classical limit ~→ 0.
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We have also shown how different gauge theories, e.g. with the same SU(2) group

but different number of flavours, may capture the same QNMs. We exploited this to

rewrite differential equations with two irregular singular points (aka doubly-confluent Heun

equation DCHE) as differential equations with two regular singular points and one irregular

singular point (aka confluent Heun equation CHE). The prototypical case with Nf = 4 that

capture the QNMs of KN-AdS BH is governed by the ’standard’ Heun equation with four

regular singular points.

Finally we have established the detailed gauge / gravity dictionaries for various classes

of BHs, branes and fuzz balls in diverse dimensions. Quite surprisingly the elliptic geometry

associated to an SU(2) gauge group combined with various choices of flavours is sufficient

to encompass systems ranging from (intersecting) D3-branes and their BPS bound-states,

CCLP BHs in D = 5 and their extremal limits, D1-D5 circular fuzz balls, JMaRT smooth

horizonless geometries and their BPS limit aka GMS. The computation of their QNMs

following the steps described earlier on looks feasible though somewhat laborious. Each

case deserves a dedicated analysis.

In this work we exploit the mathematical equivalence among a priori completely unre-

lated systems, a four-dimensional gauge theory and a BH (or a brane) solution. M-theory

may provide a hint on the physical and geometrical origin of this correspondence. Gauge

theories with N = 2 supersymmetry on a NS background can be realized by wrapping

M5-branes on Riemann surfaces that coincide with the SW curves themselves embedded

on a non-commutative space [60]. It is tempting to speculate that the very same Riemann

surface representing a homological 2-cycle in a local CY geometry, wrapped by a stack of

M2-branes may provide the M-theory description of the corresponding BHs. The two sys-

tems are related by electromagnetic duality in eleven dimensions. The near photon-sphere

dynamics would be captured by some CFT that might well be the AGT dual of the N = 2

SYM theory, i.e. the reduction of the M5 brane theory along the four-dimensional gauge

theory spacetime effectively compactified by the presence of the Ω-background. For ex-

tremal Kerr and KN BHs a form of the holographic correspondence between near-horizon

extremal Kerr (NHEK) and 2-d chiral CFT [84, 85] has already been exploited in the

study of (metric) perturbations in Kerr-AdS and its near-horizon geometry [86]. Further

investigation is required to push these ideas onto firmer grounds.

We remark that the methods of the present investigation allow to compute not only

the spectrum of QNMs but also other physical properties of these geometries, that can help

to discriminate between BHs and smooth horizonless compact objects.
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A The one-loop prepotential

The one-loop prepotential for SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = 4 fundamentals is given by

F1−loop(a) = ε1 ε2 log

∏4
i=1 Γ2

(
mi − a+ ε

2

)
Γ2

(
mi + a+ ε

2

)
Γ2(2a+ ε)Γ2(−2a+ ε)

(A.1)

with Γ2 the Barnes double gamma function defined by the integral13

log Γ2(x|ε1, ε2) =
d

ds

(
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

ts e−xt

(1− e−ε1t)(1− e−ε2t)

) ∣∣∣
s=0

(A.2)

and with ε = ε1 + ε2. In the limit ε2 → 0 one finds

lim
ε2→0

ε2∂x log Γ2(x|ε1, ε2) = − d

ds

(
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

ts e−xt

1− e−ε1t

) ∣∣∣
s=0

= − d

ds

[
ε1−s1 Λsζs

(
x

ε1

)]
s=0

= −ε1 log Γ

(
x

ε1

)
− x log

(ε1
Λ

)
+
ε1
2

log

(
2πε1

Λ

)
(A.3)

with ζs the Hurtwitz zeta function. Plugging this into (A.1) and setting ε1 = ~ one finds

the NS one-loop prepotential

∂F1−loop(a)

∂a
= 2~ log

Γ
(
1 + 2a

~
)

Γ
(
1− 2a

~
) + ~

4∑
i=1

log
Γ
(

1
2 + mi−a

~
)

Γ
(

1
2 + mi+a

~
) (A.4)

B U(y) vs Ũ(x) at q = 0

In this appendix we show how the wave functions U(y) and Ũ(x) are related in the free

gauge theory case where all the calculations can be performed analytically.

We first solve (3.44) at q = 0

U ′′(y) +
y~−m1 −m2

y(y + 1)~
U ′(y) +

(m1 + ~
2)(m2 + ~

2)− uy
y2(y + 1)~2

U(y) = 0 (B.1)

The general solutions are hypergeometric functions

U(y) = d1 y
1
2

+
m1
~ 2F1(1

2 + m1−
√
u

~ , 1
2 + m1+

√
u

~ , 1 + m1−m2
~ | − y)

+ d2 y
1
2

+
m2
~ 2F1(1

2 + m2−
√
u

~ , 1
2 + m2+

√
u

~ , 1 + m2−m1
~ | − y)

(B.2)

where d1,2 are integration constants. Let us see consider now the difference equation (3.30).

For q = 0, the difference equation reduces to

W (x) = − 1

P0(x)
(B.3)

leading to

Ũ(x+ ~) = − P0(x)

PR(x+ ~
2)
Ũ(x) (B.4)

13In the following and in the main text we used the shorthand notation Γ2(x) when it is not necessary to

specify its dependence on the εi. The related function γε1,ε2(x) = Γ2(x+ ε) is often used in the literature.
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The solution can be written in terms of Gamma functions as

Ũ(x) =
(−1)

x
~ Γ(x−

√
u

~ )Γ(x+
√
u

~ )

Γ(1
2 + x−m1

~ )Γ(1
2 + x−m2

~ )
(B.5)

up to an overall constant. The connection with the wave function U(y) is given by the

Laplace transform of Ũ(x), defined as

U(y) =
1

2πi

∫
γ
y
x
~ Ũ(x) dx (B.6)

with γ a contour enclosing the two series of poles: x =
√
u − ~n and x = −

√
u − ~n.

Computing the residues and summing over n one finds

(−y)
√
u
~ Γ(2

√
u

~ )2F1

(
1
2+m1−

√
u

~ , 1
2+m2−

√
u

~ , 1−2
√
u

~ |−y
−1
)

Γ(1
2+
√
u−m1

~ )Γ(1
2+
√
u−m2

~ )
+ (
√
u→ −

√
u) (B.7)

that after using hypergeometric identities matches precisely (B.2) for a constant d1 = d2.

C Tables

In this appendix we show the QNMs of scalar perturbations of the metric with ` = mφ = 2

and n = 0, 1. We start with the Reissner-Nordström BH, then move to the generic Kerr-

Newman BH with Q = 0.5M and aJ = 0.5M. The BH mass M is always set to one.

In the tables we show the results of the computation performed using three methods:

the geodesic approximation (described in section 2.3), then the quantization of the WKB

cycle (using the SW prepotential with fourth instantons contributions, as shown in section

3.5), and finally Leaver’s numerical method (illustrated in section 4).

C.1 Reissner-Nordström BH

ngeo = 0

Q ωgeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.471− 0.0962i 0.476− 0.0958i 0.484− 0.0968i

0.1 0.472− 0.0963i 0.477− 0.0959i 0.484− 0.0968i

0.3 0.479− 0.0967i 0.484− 0.0966i 0.491− 0.0972i

0.6 0.504− 0.0978i 0.511− 0.0987i 0.517− 0.0983i

0.9 0.567− 0.0963i 0.581− 0.106i 0.582− 0.0966i

(C.1)

ngeo = 1

Q ωgeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.471− 0.289i 0.467− 0.297i 0.464− 0.296i

0.1 0.472− 0.289i 0.467− 0.297i 0.465− 0.296i

0.3 0.479− 0.29i 0.475− 0.298i 0.472− 0.297i

0.6 0.504− 0.294i 0.502− 0.299i 0.499− 0.299i

0.9 0.567− 0.289i 0.567− 0.292i 0.567− 0.293i

(C.2)
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C.2 Kerr-Newman BH: Q = 0.5M

ngeo = 0

aJ ωGeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.493− 0.0974i 0.497− 0.105i 0.506− 0.0979i

0.1 0.511− 0.0972i 0.514− 0.103i 0.524− 0.0977i

0.2 0.531− 0.0967i 0.533− 0.0997i 0.545− 0.0972i

0.3 0.555− 0.0957i 0.553− 0.0952i 0.569− 0.0963i

0.4 0.582− 0.0942i 0.577− 0.089i 0.596− 0.0947i

aJ Ageo ASW,4 ANum

0 6. 6. 6.

0.1 6.+ 0.000248i 6.+ 0.000142i 6.+ 0.000146i

0.2 6.+ 0.00103i 6.+ 0.000586i 6.+ 0.000605i

0.3 5.99 + 0.0024i 6.+ 0.00135i 6.+ 0.00141i

0.4 5.99 + 0.00442i 5.99 + 0.00243i 5.99 + 0.00259i

(C.3)

ngeo = 1

aJ ωGeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.493− 0.292i 0.49− 0.299i 0.487− 0.299i

0.1 0.511− 0.292i 0.51− 0.298i 0.507− 0.298i

0.2 0.531− 0.29i 0.532− 0.297i 0.529− 0.296i

0.3 0.555− 0.287i 0.558− 0.294i 0.554− 0.292i

0.4 0.582− 0.283i 0.588− 0.289i 0.584− 0.287i

aJ Ageo ASW,4 ANum

0 6. 6. 6.

0.1 6.+ 0.000248i 6.+ 0.000142i 6.+ 0.000146i

0.2 6.+ 0.00103i 6.+ 0.000586i 6.+ 0.000605i

0.3 5.99 + 0.0024i 6.+ 0.00135i 6.+ 0.00141i

0.4 5.99 + 0.00442i 5.99 + 0.00243i 5.99 + 0.00259i

(C.4)
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C.3 Kerr-Newman BH: aJ = 0.5M

ngeo = 0

Q ωgeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.572− 0.0929i 0.561− 0.0807i 0.586− 0.0935i

0.1 0.574− 0.0929i 0.563− 0.0807i 0.587− 0.0935i

0.2 0.578− 0.0929i 0.567− 0.0808i 0.592− 0.0934i

0.3 0.586− 0.0927i 0.574− 0.0809i 0.6− 0.0933i

0.4 0.598− 0.0924i 0.585− 0.0811i 0.612− 0.093i

Q Ageo ASW,4 ANum

0 5.98 + 0.00672i 5.99 + 0.00357i 5.99 + 0.00392i

0.1 5.98 + 0.00674i 5.99 + 0.00357i 5.99 + 0.00393i

0.2 5.98 + 0.00679i 5.99 + 0.00359i 5.99 + 0.00396i

0.3 5.98 + 0.00687i 5.99 + 0.00363i 5.99 + 0.00401i

0.4 5.98 + 0.00699i 5.99 + 0.00367i 5.99 + 0.00408i

(C.5)

ngeo = 1

Q ωgeo ωSW,4 ωNum

0 0.572− 0.279i 0.578− 0.287i 0.573− 0.283i

0.1 0.574− 0.279i 0.579− 0.287i 0.575− 0.283i

0.2 0.578− 0.279i 0.584− 0.287i 0.58− 0.283i

0.3 0.586− 0.278i 0.593− 0.286i 0.588− 0.283i

0.4 0.598− 0.277i 0.606− 0.285i 0.601− 0.281i

Q Ageo ASW,4 ANum

0 5.98 + 0.0202i 5.99 + 0.011i 5.99 + 0.0116i

0.1 5.98 + 0.0202i 5.99 + 0.0111i 5.99 + 0.0117i

0.2 5.98 + 0.0204i 5.99 + 0.0111i 5.99 + 0.0117i

0.3 5.98 + 0.0206i 5.99 + 0.0112i 5.99 + 0.0119i

0.4 5.98 + 0.021i 5.99 + 0.0114i 5.99 + 0.0121i

(C.6)
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