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Eigenvalue repulsions in the quasinormal spectra of the Kerr-Newman black hole
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We study the gravito-electromagnetic perturbations of the Kerr-Newman (KN) black hole metric
and identify the two — photon sphere and near-horizon — families of quasinormal modes (QNMs)
of the KN black hole, computing the frequency spectra (for all the KN parameter space) of the
modes with the slowest decay rate. We uncover a novel phenomenon for QNMs that is unique to
the KN system, namely eigenvalue repulsion between QNM families. Such a feature is common in
solid state physics where e.g., it is responsible for energy bands/gaps in the spectra of electrons
moving in certain Schrédinger potentials. Exploiting the enhanced symmetries of the near-horizon
limit of the near-extremal KN geometry we also develop a matching asymptotic expansion that
allows us to solve the perturbation problem using separation of variables and provides an excellent
approximation to the KN QNM spectra near extremality. The KN QNM spectra here derived are
required not only to account for the gravitational emission in astrophysical environments, such as
the ones probed by LIGO, Virgo and LISA, but also allow to extract observational implications
on several new physics scenarios, such as mini-charged dark-matter or certain modified theories of

gravity, degenerate with the KN solution at the scales of binary mergers.

Introduction.

The black hole (BH) uniqueness theorems single out
the Kerr-Newman (KN) metric as the most general regu-
lar, stationary and asymptotically flat electro-vacuum so-
lution of Einstein-Maxwell’s equations [I]. Nevertheless,
astrophysical BHs are not expected to be able to retain a
significant amount of electric charge [2,[3]. Consequently,
all LIGO-Virgo [4, 5] observations of events compatible
with BH binaries [6] have been so far described under
the assumption that the merging objects can be mod-
elled by the Kerr metric, the zero-charge limit of the KN
solution. Due to the lack of template models describing
coalescing KN BHs (especially in the merger-ringdown
regime), the zero-charge assumption has not yet been ver-
ified in full on observational data, although see Refs. [7, [§]
for recent work in this direction. Gravitational-waves
(GWs) observations of BH mergers are now probing the
largest curvature regimes ever reached, enabling the ex-
perimental study of gravity in its strong-field and dy-
namical regime [0, [0] and opening an observational win-
dow on potential unobserved gravitational phenomena.

Here, we further the characterisation of KN solutions
by finding the full gravito-electromagnetic quasinormal
mode (QNM) spectrum of KN BHs. The determination
of the QNM spectrum requires solving a coupled sys-
tem of two partial differential equations (PDEs) for two
gauge invariant Newman-Penrose (NP) fields [10] that,
upon gauge fixing, reduce to the PDE system originally
found by Chandrasekhar [I1], [I2]. Since the publication
of Chandrasekhar’s seminal work [I1], despite several at-
tempts, this task has remained a major open problem in
Einstein-Maxwell theory for the past 40 years.

Perturbative results in the small rotation parameter
a [13, 14] and in small charge parameter Q [12] expan-
sions about the Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) and Kerr back-
grounds are available. Ref. [I0] did a numerical search
of KN modes that could eventually develop an insta-
bility but found none, thus providing evidence for the
linear mode stability of KN (further supported by the
non-linear time evolution study of [I5]). In this Let-
ter, motivated also by applications in both ground and
space-based GW detectors [4], 5, T6HI9], we instead iden-



tify all the gravito-electromagnetic QNM families of the
KN BH and compute the frequency spectra (across the
full KN parameter space) of the most dominant modes,
i.e. the ones with slowest decay. These are the modes
that reduce —in Chandrasekhar’s notation [I1]— to the
Zo, £ = m =2, n =0 modes in the Schwarzschild limit
(e = @ = 0), where the harmonic number ¢ gives the
number of zeros of the eigenfunction along the polar di-
rection and n is the radial overtone. Remarkably, we find
that the KN frequency spectra — unlike its @ = 0 and/or
@ = 0 limits — are populated with intricate phenomena
known as eigenvalue repulsions. The observational ap-
plications of our results are not limited to modelling the
GW emission in realistic astrophysical environments, but
include the possibility of constraining certain dark mat-
ter [20] and modified gravity [8] models. The full impli-
cations of these results to GW observations are explored
in a companion paper [21].

Formulation of the problem. The KN BH solu-
tion can be described in standard Boyer-Lindquist coor-
dinates {t,r,0, ¢} (time, radial, polar, azimuthal coordi-
nates) [22]. The Killing vector K = 0; + Q0 generates
the event horizon with angular velocity Qg and temper-
ature Tpy. The event horizon location r; is the largest
root of the function A. In terms of the mass, rotation,
and charge parameters {M, a, @}, these quantities are:

A=7r2—2Mr+a®>+Q? ry=M=++\/M2—-a2—Q2,
1 72 —a2-02
QH:%7 H = +2 2Q (1)
i ta drry i +a

Atr_ =ry, ie a=aext =/ M? — Q?, the KN BH has
a regular extremal (“ext”) configuration with T8¢ = 0,
and maximum angular velocity Q% = aext /(M2 +a2,,).

Since 0, 04 are Killing vector fields of KN, its gravito-
electromagnetic perturbations can be Fourier decom-
posed as e"™'e'™? where w and m are the frequency
and azimuthal quantum number of the mode. Using the
NP formalism, [I0] derived a set of two coupled PDEs
for two gauge invariant quantities ¥_o and 1_; that de-
scribe the most general perturbations (except for trivial
modes that shift the parameters of the solution) of a KN
BH, namely:

(Foo+ Q°G2) Vo + Q*H_otp_1 =0,
(Foi 4+ Q%G_1) Yoy + Q°Hoapo =0, (2

where the second order differential operators {F,G, H}
are in Eq. of the Supplemental Material. The gauge
invariant (under diffeomorphisms and NP tetrad rota-
tions) perturbed quantities ¢¥_5 and ¢ _; are a combi-
nation of NP scalars U’s and ®’s (see the Supplemental
Material).

To solve the coupled PDEs (2), we need to impose
physical boundary conditions. At spatial infinity, we re-
quire only outgoing waves, and at the future event hori-

zon, we keep only regular modes in ingoing Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates. Finally, we must require regu-
larity at the North (South) pole # = 7 (—7). See the
Supplemental Material for more details.

A scaling symmetry of the system allows us to
work with the adimensional parameters {a, Q.0 =
{a/Ma Q/Ma WM} (OI' {dv Qa d)} = {a/m_, Q/m.,wm.}).
The t — ¢ symmetry of KN means that we need only con-
sider modes with Re(w) > 0, as long as we study both
signs of m [63]. To solve the PDE problem numerically,
we use a pseudospectral method that searches directly
for specific QNMs using a Newton-Raphson root-finding
algorithm. We refer to the review [23] and [24H33] for
details. The exponential convergence of the method, and
the use of quadruple precision, guarantee that the results
are accurate up to, at least, the eighth decimal place.

Analytical analysis and eigenvalue repulsion.
There are regimes of the parameter space where the fre-
quency of the QNMs can be well approximated by an-
alytical formulae obtained from perturbation/WKB ex-
pansions. This helps identify different families of QNMs.
There are two main families of QNMs: 1) the photon
sphere (PS), and 2) the near-horizon (NH) families. How-
ever, as we will find later, this sharp distinction is un-
ambiguous only for small values of the rotation parame-
ter. In particular, we can see this clearly for the a = 0
Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) case, the imaginary part of the
frequency spectra of which is shown in the left panel of
Fig. [1| (in units of r since some curves change too much
in a small range of charge if we use units of M) [64].
Letting n = 0,1, - denote the radial overtone, the or-
ange diamond and dark-red triangle curves describe the
n =0 (PSp) and n = 1 (PS;) PS families, respectively.
And, the green circle and blue square curves describe
the n = 0 (NHp) and n = 1 (NH;) NH families. Fo-
cusing our attention on the families with slowest decay
rate, the PSy and NHy curves intersect (simple crossover)
at Q = Q™ ~ 0.959227 (Q = Q™ ~ 0.9991342). For
0 < Q < Q%, PSy is the dominant QNM, while for
QEN < Q < 1it is the NHy QNM that has smaller |Tm @|.

In the eikonal or geometric optics limit (the WKB limit
£ ~ |m|] > 1) the PS QNM frequencies are known to be
related to the properties of the equatorial plane unsta-
ble circular photon orbits. The real and imaginary parts
of the PS frequency are proportional to the Keplerian
frequency 2. and to the Lyapunov exponent Ay, respec-
tively [35H44]). The latter describes how quickly a null
geodesic congruence around the orbit increases its cross
section under radial deformations. In this limit, the PS
frequencies are (see [45] and [46])

in M m+1/2 |Tf+a2—abs‘
Wps = bf —1 bor2 -, (3)
o b b al (62 a2 0)

where 7 and bg are the radius and impact parameter of
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FIG. 1: QNM spectra for KN BHs with a/aext = 0 (left), 0.39 (middle) and 0.96 (right). In the RN case, there is an unambiguous
QNM family classification: the orange diamond (dark-red triangle) curve is the n = 0 (n = 1) PS family which reduces to
the dark-red disk wry = 0.74734337 — 0.17792463 ¢ (red square wry = 0.69342199 — 0.547829754) in the Schwarzschild limit
[L1, 134]. The green circle (blue square) curve is the n = 0 (n = 1) NH family (not shown: for Q < 0.85 these curves extend
to lower Im@). In the middle and right panels one observes eigenvalue repulsions unique to the KN QNM spectra. On the
left /right panels we also show the frequency oNi"® given by for n = 0 (black solid curve) and for n = 1 (magenta solid

curve).

the unstable orbits defined implicitly in terms of M, @Q:

rs (b2 — a® — 2r? rs4/b2 — a? — 3r2
(bs - (l) (bs - a) 2

There are two real roots rs higher than r; which are in
correspondence with two PS modes: the co-rotating one
(with m = £) that maps to the eikonal orbit with radius
rs = r, and by > 0 (and that has the lowest |Im®|)
and the counter-rotating mode with m = —/¢ which is in
correspondence with the orbit with radius rs = r} and
bs < 0, with rj‘ > ry > ry. As a check, we find that
is in excellent agreement with the numerical data for
¢ =m = 6 (see [40]), and it still gives a reasonable ap-
proximation when ¢ = m = 2. Altogether, this identifies
the PS QNM family and validates our numerics.

Now let us discuss the NH family of QNMs. In the
RN case (left panel of Fig. , this is the dominant QNM
near extremality, i.e. for Q5N < Q < 1. Near extremal-
ity, the RN and KN wavefunctions are very localized near
the horizon and quickly decay to zero away from it. This
suggests doing a poor-man’s matching asymptotic expan-
sion (MAE), whereby we take the near-horizon limit of
the perturbed equations to find the near-region solu-
tion (which we solve analytically) and match with a van-
ishing far-region wavefunction in the overlapping region
where both solutions are valid [65]. In fact, motivated
by the result that the near-horizon limit of the extremal
KN BH corresponds to a warped circle fibred over AdSs
(Anti-de Sitter) [47], the perturbations of which can be
decomposed as a sum of known radial AdS; harmonics,
we can use separation of variables. Therefore, the sys-
tem of 2 coupled PDEs for {¢)_2,1%_1} separates into a

system of 2 decoupled radial ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs) and a coupled system of 2 angular ODEs.
This yields an analytical expression for the NH frequency
(derivation is given in [46]):

_ _ma ma(l —a?) i1+2n V=2
T T @ T g a@e di+@  d1+a2)?
(
where n = 0,1,2,--- is again the radial overtone, a =
Gext, and the expansion is over the off-extremality pa-
rameter 0 = 1 — 7% up to O (0?). Here, \a(m,dext)
is a separation constant that we find by solving numeri-
cally the aforementioned coupled system of two angular
ODEs. In our conventions Re(y/z) > 0 and Im(y/z) > 0
when z is positive and negative, respectively. Our initial
derivation of is valid for Ay > 0 but, motivated by
the Kerr results reported in [48] [49], we will use it also
when Ay < 0. In a complementary manner, in the WKB
limit m > 1, Ay is well approximated by

~MAE
w

Ot

2340 (1/m?), O

/\SVKB = )\270 m?> + )\271 m + )\272 + m

where the WKB coefficients As g, -+, A2 4 are functions
of a given in Eq. of the Supplemental Material. At
extremality (o = 0), reduces to Re@ = mQ$*t and
Im® = 0, and in the Kerr and RN limits, it reduces to the
expressions first found in [48] [49] and [45], respectively.
Approximation is in excellent agreement with the
numerical frequencies (near extremality). This is illus-
trated in the left and right panels of Fig. [I] For the RN
case (left panel), extremality is at Q =1 and with
n = 0 (black line) gives the correct slope for the NH fam-
ily (green circles), while with n = 1 (magenta line)
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FIG. 2: Imaginary (left panel) and real (right panel) parts of the frequency for the Z2, £ = m = 2,n = 0 KN QNM with lowest

Im |©]. At extremality, the dominant mode always starts at Imw = 0 and Re® = mfﬁ;{t (brown curve). The dark-red point
(a=0=Q), ®~0.37367168 — 0.08896232 i, is the gravitational QNM of Schwarzschild [I1] 34]. In the right panel, the orange
and green regions are so close to the extremal brown curve that they are not visible.

yields the slope of the NH; family (blue squares). On the
right panel, we take a KN BH family with a/aext = 0.96
(so the whole family of solutions is close to extremal-
ity) and compare the numerical results for the dominant
n =0 QNMs (curve that connects orange diamonds and
green circles) with the black curve, i.e. (5)) with n = 0.
Moreover, we also compare with n = 1 (magenta
curve) with the n = 1 numerical modes with the sec-
ond slowest decay rate (3-branched curve connecting the
dark-red triangles, green circles and blue squares). So,
clearly identifies the NH family in the RN limit, and
more generically, the dominant modes near extremality.

The right panel of Fig. [l]illustrates a remarkable prop-
erty of KN QNMs. In the RN case and for small rotation,
the PSy family dominates the spectra for 0 < Q < Q.(a)
(with Q.(0) = Q=~) while the NH, family dominates for
Qc(d) < @Q < 1. But, when a grows and approaches to
extremality, at a/aext = 0.96, the PSy family merges with
the NHq family (orange diamond and green circle curves
merge in the right panel of Fig. [I). For higher a/aext
the two families remain merged and this line of solutions
approaches Imw = 0, Rew = mQ%’,‘t as @ — Qext. lhe
whole n = 0 QNM curve in the right plot is thus well
approximated by : it captures the NHg modes in the
RN limit but also the “PSo-NHg merged” modes (when
close to extremality).

The above features of the KN QNMs can be best un-
derstood in terms of a critical rotation a, (or critical
charge Q, = /1 — a2) in relation to the extremal rota-
tion dext (or extremal charge Qext)~ When @y < Gext < 1
(0 < Qext < Q.), as is the case in the Kerr limit
where dext = 1, the PS family terminates at Im@w = 0
and Rew = mQ?}‘t at extremality. However, when
Qyx > Qext (Q* < Qext), as is the case in the RN

limit where Qext = 1, the PS family falls short of the
(Im @, Re@) = (0, Q%) surface at extremality.
Interestingly, the x transition point turns out to
be given (within numerical error) by the point where
the separation constant Aa(m,dext) in vanishes:
Ao(m,af®) = 0 (A2 > 0 for aext < ai®; Ay < 0 for
Gext > a3"). To get accurate values for a}" we use the
numerical solution for As. Alternatively, we get a good

approximation by using the WKB result @ for As:

1 5v3(2- \/§)+5 (69 — 1761/2)

~NH
@ fwien ~ 5 32m 2048 m?

+0 (m*3)
] ")
In the first case we get {a,, Q«}" ~ {0.360,0.932} while
(@ yields {a., Q. 3, ~ {0.311,0.970} (for m = 2) [66].

In summary, our analysis uncovers a surprising prop-
erty not observed in the QNM spectra of Schwarzschild,
Kerr or RN. Indeed, in the KN QNM spectra we ob-
serve a phenomenon know as eigenvalue repulsion [67].
The latter is common in solid state physics when e.g.,
electrons move in certain Schrodinger potentials that in-
troduce energy bands/gaps (see e.g., section 7 of [50]).
The eigenvalue repulsion feature is most evident by con-
sidering the evolution of the 3 plots in Fig. [I} In the RN
case (left plot), and for small rotation, we have a sharp
and unambiguous distinction between the four families of
modes represented. In particular, the PSy family domi-
nates the spectra for 0 < Q < Q.(a) (with Q.(0) = Q1)
while the NHg family dominates for Qc(d) < Q< 1. The
two modes intersect at Q = Qc(d) with a simple crossover
and similar crossovers occur when the PS; curve inter-
sects the NHq or NH; curves. However, at a/aext = 0.39
(middle panel), we find that eigenvalue repulsion occurs
between the PS; and NHg families: the PS; curve breaks
into two pieces and the same occurs for the NHj curve.



The left (right) branch of the PS; family now connects to
the right (left) branch of the NHy curve and a frequency
gap appears between the two new curves in the neigh-
bourhood of the two associated kinks. The distinction
between the families is no longer sharp. As the rotation
increases, new eigenvalue repulsions occur. For exam-
ple, at a/aext = 0.96, the PSy curve breaks into two
pieces and the same occurs (again) for the NHq curve.
The left branch of the PSy family now merges with the
right branch of the NHy curve and this new curve is well
described by the black curve (not shown: the right
branch of the PSy curve merges with a n > 1 NH curve).
Below, the left branch of the NHy curve now bridges the
dark-red triangle PS; curve with the blue square NH;
curve (the NH; curve also breaks and merges with an-
other n > 1 curve but we do not show these further
sub-dominant modes).

Full QNM spectra. The full spectra of the most
dominant KN QNMs — classified as Z5, { = m = 2,
n = 0 by [II] (Table V, page 262) in the Schwarzschild
limit — is given in Fig. 2l The left/right panel gives the
imaginary /real part of the frequency. The brown curve
has Im& = 0, Rew = mQ$*. To scan the 2-dimensional
parameter space we used a grid with 100 x 100 points in

[0,1] x [0,1] for {Q, a/aext} With dexs = /1 — Q2.

The KN modes with slowest decay rate always termi-
nate at extremality along the extremal brown curve, with
the frequencies off-extremality well approximated by
as illustrated in Fig. The red surface family, contin-
uously connected to the Schwarzschild mode (dark-red
point [IT],[34]), is the PSy QNM family as we unambigu-
ously identify it in the RN limit. It dominates the spectra
for most of the parameter space. However, for large Q it
is instead the NHy QNM family (green surface) that has
the lowest |Im @|. In between these orange/green regions
there is a yellowish zone. This is where either simple
crossovers (that trade mode dominance) or eigenvalue re-
pulsions between the PSy and NHy modes occurs. These
were already analysed in the discussion of Fig. [I] The
derived QNM spectra can be used to model beyond Stan-
dard Model physics in binary mergers and GW emission
in realistic astrophysical environments, bearing increas-
ing importance with future enhancements in sensitivity
of current and planned GW observatories. In a compan-
ion paper [21], we apply the results obtained in this work
to the latest observations from the GW detector network.
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Supplemental Material

Coupled pair of PDEs for the KN perturbations

The uniqueness theorems [51 [52] state that the Kerr-Newman (KN) black hole (BH) is the unique, most general
family of stationary asymptotically flat BHs, of Einstein-Maxwell theory. It is characterised by 3 parameters: mass
M, angular momentum J = Ma and charge (). The Kerr, Reissner-Nordstrém (RN) and Schwarzschild (Schw) BHs
constitute limiting cases: Q@ =0, a = 0 and @ = a = 0, respectively. The gravitational and Maxwell fields of the KN
BH in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates are given by [22] 53]

. 9
ds® = —%(dt—asin20d¢)2—|—%dr2+2d92+ﬂ [(r% + a®) dp — adt]”,
A= %(dt—asinQ 0d¢) (8)

with A =r2 —2Mr +a? + Q? and ¥ = r2 + a2 cos? 0.

Linear gravito-electromagnetic perturbations about the KN background are more easily addressed in the Newman-
Penrose (NP) formalism [54]. In the context of this formalism there is a well-known set of NP scalars built of
contractions of the NP tetrad with the Weyl tensor (e.g., Ua, U5 and ¥y4) or with the Maxwell field strength (e.g.,
®; and ®o) [II, B5] . Out of these, one can construct two gauge invariant perturbed quantities, i.e. quantities that
are invariant under both linear diffeomorphisms and tetrad rotations, namely [10]:

W = (F*)4 \1,511)7

(7)°* (0) g, (1) (0) (1)
Yoy = ——— (20w — 30 efV) (9)
Qﬂ@g) ( )

with 7 = r 4 ia cos 0. Here, NP scalars with superscript (%) refer to scalars in the KN background and the superscript
(1) to first order perturbations of the scalar. These NP scalars @ are the ones relevant for the study of perturbations
that are outgoing at future null infinity and regular at the future horizon [68]. Ref. [10] derived a set of two coupled
partial differential equations (PDEs) for ¢)_5 and v¢_; that describe the most general perturbations (except for trivial
modes that shift the parameters of the solution) of a KN BH, namely:

(Foa+ Q*G2) o+ Q*H_91h_1 =0,
(Fa+@QG 1)1+ QH 19 _2=0, (10)
where the second order differential operators {F,G,H} are given by [10]
F_y = AD! Dy + L_1 L] — 6iwr,
G o = ADT_la,f*Do — SADT_la, — L',lan*E; +3L_ja4iasing,

H_y = —AD' ,a_7*L_y —3AD! Ja_iasing — L_ja 7 AD! | —3L_ja, A,

Fo1 = ADDY | + £IL ) — 6iwr, (11)
G.1 = —Doayi*AD' | — 3Dgay A+ LI 7L 1 +3LLa_iasing,

H_y = —Doay7 LY+ 3Dgayiasind — Lo 7Dy + 3L5a_

1K, (r—M)

Dj =0, + A + 25 N K, =am — (r* + a®)w;
Li=0p+ Ko+ jcotl, Ky= ﬂ — awsin 6. (12)
sin 6

The complex conjugate of these operators, namely D; and E}, can be obtained from D; and £; via the replacement
K, - —K, and Ky — —Kjy, respectively.

Note that fixing a gauge in which @él) = <I)(11) = 0, (10) reduces to the Chandrasekhar coupled PDE system [IT]
(see also the derivation in [I2]). Finally, note that in the limit @ — 0 decouple yielding the familiar Teukolsky
equation for Kerr [56].
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Since 9y, 9, are Killing vector fields of KN, we can Fourier decompose the perturbations {1)_s,%_1} as e~#teime,
This introduces the frequency w and azimuthal quantum number m of the perturbation. The ¢t — ¢ symmetry of the
KN BH allows to consider only modes with Re(w) > 0, as long as we study both signs of m. Then, to solve the
coupled PDEs @, we need to impose physical boundary conditions (BCs). At spatial infinity, a Frobenius analysis
of that allows only outgoing waves yields the decay:

3 +a?4+Q?

; —(2s Wt s 9
¢S|Oo,:ezwrr (2s+1)+ T+ @5(9)"_6 ( )_,_)7

r

where s = —2, —1, and 3,(6) is a function of a,(6) and its derivative fixed by expanding at spatial infinity.
At the horizon, a Frobenius analysis whereby we require only regular modes in ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates, yields the expansion

_i(w—mQpy)

al == 7)™ T [ay(0) + by (O)(r —7y) + ),

where b4(0) is a function of a4(#) and its derivative.
At the North (South) pole = cos§ = 1 (—1), regularity dictates that the fields must behave as (¢ = 1 for |m| > 2,
while ¢ = —1 for |m| = 0,1 modes)
141

Vsl AFz)" 7

N,(S) T

s+|m]
2

[AT(r) + BE(r)(1F 2) + -],
where B (r)(B; (r)) is a function of At (r)(A; (1)) and its derivatives along r, whose exact form is fixed by expanding
around the North (South) pole.

WKB coefficients for the separation constant A\

At extremality, the modes with slowest decay rate (independently of belonging to the NH or PS families) always
approach Imw = 0 and Rew = mfl%’ft and of the main text provides an excellent approximation to their frequency
in an expansion off-extremality (as analysed in the discussion of Fig. [I| of the main text). The derivation of the
analytical approximation of the main text is quite long and thus we will present it in the companion manuscript
[446].

In of the main text, the separation constant Ao has a WKB expansion for large m, as given in Eq. @ of the
main text. The associated WKB coefficients are:

doo=4(1-4a%),  dog=-4(1+a) (2V/1-@ - V1+2a2), (13a)
3vT—aZ (1+a2)” (3 — 72600 — 25348 + 12845 — 744" — 5042)
Ao = , (13b)

T (1+2a?) [(66aS — ba* — 12a% 4+ 5) V1 —a® 4+ 4 (1 — a*) v2a2 + 1]
Aog = [4 (1+2a2)"? (578577650112&40 — 3381297955206°° — 10424530211044°° + 1170932108544

+ 2438721802444 — 109278870980443° + 4575719379314°8 + 2866398507384 — 3712252275874%4
+ 7582137604822 + 8382314319942 — 6452251657848 + 539753779346 + 1187075930044 — 593933108742

+ 1567025440 + 7989592714% — 2692480084° — 88683954 + 2032761842 — 4782969)

+4y/1—a2 (1 +23%)° <661231600128&40 — 7889695228804 — 4758863788804°¢ + 1029138506352a°*

— 630648141552a3% — 452699156052a3° + 658166339168G2° — 1869759589434%¢ — 24989200000542*
+ 1787436924064 — 324924210662° — 5647948230948 + 2090269072146 + 366360131244 — 584548134042

—1
+ 11005521996 + 41065617348 — 27940950645 + 198293664* + 1315316542 — 4782969)}

3a2/1— a2 (1+a2)" v/2a2 + 1(90588729217536&46 + 93586813404480a** — 642346424881924*



— 54181551934224440 4+ 1473370932686443% — 34708141099764G3% — 89790942206724* + 34432474064505432
—10922161747605a°° — 230416449492124°% + 513692758334042° + 473350787635502* — 3578226571619422
— 89892927420642° + 7535652434464 — 1350773743656 — 1742231222354 + 3308991912042

+ 83803631684 — 9890782275a° — 80378246145 + 541670718a* — 14827203442 — 57395628)

+3a% (1 +a%)° (158530276130688&48 +192260601732672a"° — 226279077675552a**

— 257580189150768412 + 238634465705064a1° + 187478664334236a3° — 16794815397421443°

— 790507879336094>* + 6916599696894042 + 15622775295750°C — 261497765581424.°

+ 6310859786413a2 4 38201719519483%* — 4424582883901422 — 4176582521824%° + 8688315252630,

— 2496772094804'¢ — 1707065822994 + 474044700464 + 47080121274'° — 109320786364° — 39846967565

+ 5321058204 — 1769698584% — 57395628)} . (13c)

The derivation of @ of the main text and of is again long and will be given it in the companion manuscript
[46]. There, we also show that this WKB expansion provides an excellent approximation already for m = 10 and a
good approximation even for m = 2.
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