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Focusing on the rotating black hole (BH) surrounded by the anisotropic fluid matters;
radiation, dust, and dark matter, we study the massive scalar superradiant scattering and
the stability in the Kiselev spacetime. Superradiance behavior is dependent on the intensity
parameter of the anisotropic matter K in the Kiselev spacetime. By adopting the manifest
of low-frequency and low-mass for the scalar perturbation, we find K < 0 enhances the
superradiance scattering within the broader frequency range, compared to K = 0 while
K > 0 suppresses within the narrower frequency range. As a result, the radiation and
dark matter around the rotating BH act as amplifier and attenuator for the massive scalar
superradiance, respectively. This is while the dust has a twofold role because of admitting
both signs of K. Through stability analysis in the light of the BH bomb mechanism, we
show in the presence of dark matter, the instability regime of standard Kerr BH (K = 0)
gets improved in favor of stabilization while the radiation and dust do not affect it. In other
words, by taking the dark matter fluid around BH into account, we obtain a broader regime
that allows the massive scalar field dynamic to enjoy superradiant stability.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Despite some indirect evidence for black holes (BH) such as gravitational waves and dynamical effects
on other bodies; finally, by releasing a direct image of the supermassive BH M87* by “Event Horizon
Telescope”(EHT) on 10 April 2019, the existence of BH as a real object in our universe was confirmed. In
the wake of releasing the outcomes of the EHT team, today, more than ever, we are sure BH indeed is a
rotating celestial being [1]. Although, from the causal viewpoint in the classical level, rotating BH serves
as one-way membranes, the rotational energy extraction from it, is possible via two classic well-known
processes 1: Penrose particle collision [3], and superradiance wave scattering [4–6]. The existence of the
event horizon (EH), as a one-way viscous membrane, and a negative-energy region called ergoregion which
converts the spacelike Killing vector to a timelike one, and vice versa, are vital for the occurrence of these
phenomena. The non-conflict of these phenomena with the energy conservation law and BH’s area; has
made them attractive theoretically. Concerning the superradiance, as our phenomenon of interest in this
paper, a bosonic wave field,2 whether massive or massless, with the wave frequency ω, after scattering of
the rotating BH with angular velocity of horizon Ω+ will be amplified if ω < mΩ+ (here, m is an azimuthal
wave quantum number respect to rotation’s axis). It means the excess energy being withdrawn from the

∗Electronic address: m.khodadi@ipm.ir
†Electronic address: reza.pk.bakhshi@gmail.com
1 Recently, outlined a new energy extraction mechanism from spinning BHs, so called magnetic reconnection which seems

efficient [2].
2 Among bosonic fields, it is well-know that the gravitational wave has the strongest possible superradiance amplification

[7].
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BH’s rotational energy. Superradiance, in essence, is a generic amplifying process that potentially can
occur for any dissipative system with appropriate boundary conditions [8, 9]. So, the essential player to
occur the superradiance in the bed of BH is the existence of the EH. This is basically because the ingoing
boundary condition makes the BH behave akin to a dissipative system. For this reason, it is expected for
the superradiance to occur in static charged BHs [10, 11], in addition to rotating BHs [12], and charged
rotating BHs [13, 14]. Employing such a way of extracting energy from the BHs is one of the popular
candidates for explaining the powering of jets driven by high energy sources, like the active galactic
nuclei (AGN). Taking the framework of alternative theories of gravity to investigate BH superradiance is
well-motivated; since it is severely sensitive to the geometries subjected to perturbation [15]-[31].

The superradiance scattering, due to transferring energy from BH to bosonic wave perturbation, under
some conditions is prone to generate instabilities in the background [32]. By settling a reflecting surface,
like a mirror outside BH and or enclosing the BH into a polished cavity, because of superradiant modes
close to BH being stuck, and subsequently, growing exponentially between EH and a turning point,
thereby, the background via a mechanism known as the “BH bomb”, turns prone to instability [33]-[38].
The terminology of the BH bomb, in essence, comes from the seminal paper [39] because the radiation
trapped between EH and mirror, eventually, will reach a point where the mirror will break, and leads to
expelling the radiation outward just like a bomb [40, 41]. Although, within the mentioned scenario, the
reflecting boundary condition is artificially provided by a mirror, it is well-known that the Anti-de-sitter
(AdS) spacetime as well as the massive scalar field, are able to play such a role naturally [42]-[55] (see also
references therein). One of the interesting theoretical consequences of the superradiant instabilities is the
possibility of the appearance of the novel BH solutions with additional parameters violating the no-hair
theorem [56]-[60]. As a phenomenological usage of the superradiant instability, it is utilized to impose
constraints on ultralight bosons beyond the standard model [61]. Therefore, the superradiant instability
lets the BH acts as a natural laboratory for particle detection expected from high energy physics. Higher
dimension BHs are one of the favorite natural extensions to address the superradiant instability in the
interplay with fundamental physics [62]-[65].

The fact that the astrophysical BHs are not isolated from matter, but may have been enclosed within a
profile of it, conducts us to study the role of matter around the BH on the superradiance and its instability
as well. Such a study is well-justified, since, in the framework of scalar-tensor gravity, it has been shown
the matter around BH, affects the massive scalar superradiance of the rotating BH, impressively [19, 20].
Although, it is not yet clear what kind of matter dominates the region around the BH, by refer to the
Kiselev toy model [66, 67], we pick up a family of exact solutions in which the rotating BH is surrounded
by three types of anisotropic fluid matter; radiation, dust, dark matter with Equation-of-States (EoSs)
α = 1/3, 0 and −1/3, respectively 3. Particularly, the nature of superradiance in our analysis is the
massive scalar bosons. The superradiance based on the massive scalar perturbation is well-motivated
phenomenologically, since, an ultralight scalar boson, beyond the standard model, is expected to exist
which is able to fix some highlight issues in cosmology and particle physics, see [71] for more details.

The outline of the current paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly introduce the Kiselev rotating
spacetime metric include the anisotropic fluid matter. By hiring the semi-analytically procedure in Sec.
III , we derive the superradiance amplification factor corresponding to the massive scalar perturbation
scattered off the Kiselev rotating background. In Sec. IV, by analyzing the effective potential in light
of the BH bomb mechanism, we discuss the superradiant stability of the dynamics of the massive scalar
fields. Eventually, we end this paper with the presentation of a conclusion in Sec. V. Throughout this

3 Newly, for the charged Kiselev BH surrounded by these three types of anisotropic fluid matter, the superradiance and
instability were analyzed [68]. In this regard, it is worth to mention that BH solution surrounded by anisotropic fluid
matter, not only does not come from the Kiselev toy model, but also there is another metric [69, 70] to address which is
not our concern in this paper.
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paper, we work with the units c = 1 = G.

II. KISELEV ROTATING SPACETIME METRIC

By employing the Newman-Janis algorithm [72] as a conventional manner for producing a rotational
spacetime metric from its spherically symmetric counterpart, along with incorporating the modifications
proposed in [73], the rotating BH solution in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ), takes the following
form [67]

ds2 = −
(

∆k − a2 sin2 θ

Σ

)
dt2 − 2a sin2 θ

(
∆k − (r2 + a2)

Σ

)
dtdϕ+

Σ

∆k
dr2 + Σdθ2 + (1)

sin2 θ

(
(r2 + a2)2 − a2∆k sin2 θ

Σ

)
dϕ2 ,

where

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆k = r2 − 2Mr + a2 −Kr1−3α . (2)

Here, M,a,K and α are BH mass, rotation parameter of BH, integration constant representing the
intensity of fluid matter differing the above metric from standard Kerr (K = 0), and EoS representing the
type of dominated matter 4 distribution around BH, respectively. The parameter K, in essence, controls
the density of the fluid enclosing the BH. In this paper, we limit ourselves to three types of fluid matter
around BH: radiation (α = 1/3), dust (α = 0) and dark matter (α = −1/3). Concerning the last case,
it is worth mentioning that dark matter, in general, is modeled in different formats which here, it is
considered as a fluid matter [74, 75]. The interesting property of the Kiselev metric is that by regarding
any of these fluid matters, it can recover some of the well-known classical solutions. By setting α = 1/3,
it effectively can play the role of a Kerr-Newman BH; while for the case of α = 0, we deal with a Kerr
BH which its mass got shifted. Interestingly, we see that the case of α = −1/3 is very similar to the Kerr
metric surrounded by a cloud of cosmic strings instead of point particles [76]. Given these three types of
matter, the metric function ∆k, has two real roots r± where the largest r+ denotes the location of EH.
Regarding the metric (1), we must pay attention to two points. First of all, despite a frequent mistake
in literature, the metric (1) does not address a perfect fluid metric and indeed it represents some type of
anisotropic fluid matter. Second, the positivity of the energy density of the surrounding fluid matter of
BH ρ ≥ 0, as a consequence of the weak energy condition, leads to imposing the constraint αK ≤ 0 on the
two additional parameters of the metric (1). To investigate these two points in detail it is recommended
that refer to Visser’s critical paper [77]. Throughout this paper, we will call the metric (1) the Kiselev
rotating BH include the anisotropic fluid matter.

III. SUPERRADIANCE SCATTERING OF SCALAR WAVE BY KISELEV ROTATING BH
SURROUNDED BY ANISOTROPIC MATTER

In this section, we intend to study the impact of the additional parameters K and α, arising from
the anisotropic fluid matter on the BH energy extraction by superradiance scattering. Specifically, we
carry out this by means of calculating the superradiance amplification factor for a massive scalar field

4 In the real universe, these three types of matter may be mixed. However, for simplicity, we assume that the EoS regarded
here represents just the dominant effect of different species forms around the BH.
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scattered from the Kiselev rotating BH (1). Worth to note that throughout the paper as usual, we restrict
the analysis to the leading order of perturbation and ignore the effect of backreaction of the scalar field
on the geometry of background spacetime [9]. Indeed, we imagine during the scattering of the scalar
field, the spacetime geometry remains fixed without any response to it. In the following, we address the
superradiance scattering in light of both the analytical and numerical treatments.

A. Equation of motion

The governing scalar wave equation, for the scalar field Φ with the mass µs, is a Klein-Gordon (KG)
equation as

(
∇α∇α + µ2

s

)
Φ(t, r, θ, φ) =

(
1√
−g

∂α
(√
−ggαβ∂β

)
+ µ2

s

)
Φ(t, r, θ, φ) = 0 . (3)

As usual, in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), using the following ansatz

Φ(t, r, θ, φ) = Rωlm(r) Sωlm(θ) e−iωt e+imφ , l ≥ 0, − l ≤ m ≤ l, ω > 0, (4)

one can decompose the scalar field function in terms of the radial function Rωlm(r), and the spherical wave
function Sωlm(θ). Here, the subscripts l, m, and ω denote the angular quantum number, the azimuthal
wave number and the positive frequency of the scattering scalar field measured by a distant observer. By
taking the metric (1) into the differential equation (3) as well as importing the ansatz (4), it yields two
ordinary radial and angular differential equations, as follows

d

dr

(
∆k

dRωlm(r)

dr

)
+

(((
r2 + a2

)
ω − am

)2
∆k

−
(
µ2
sr

2 + l(l + 1) + a2ω2 − 2maω
))

Rωlm(r) = 0 , (5a)

sin θ
d

dθ

(
sin θ

dSωlm(θ)

dθ

)
+

(
l(l + 1) sin2θ −

(
(aω sin2 θ −m)

2
+ a2 µ2

s sin2 θ cos2θ

))
Sωlm(θ) = 0 .

(5b)

Within the direction of our aim, we skip the angular equation (5b) and instead, we concentrate on the

radial equation (5a). Applying a “tortoise” coordinate r∗
5 as dr∗

dr ≡
r2+a2

∆k
(r∗ → −∞ at EH and r∗ →∞

at infinity), plus offering a new radial function Fωlm(r∗) =
√
r2 + a2Rωlm(r), thereby, one can re-express

the radial equation (5a) in the form of a Schrödinger-like deferential equation as below

d2Fωlm(r∗)

dr2
∗

+ Uωlm(r)Fωlm(r∗) = 0 , (6)

where

Uωlm(r) = (ω −mΩ)2 −
∆k

(
l(l + 1) + a2ω2 − 2maω + µ2

sr
2
)

(r2 + a2)2
− ∆k(3r

2 − 4Mr + a2)

(r2 + a2)3
+

3r2∆2
k

(r2 + a2)4
, (7)

is the scattering potential. Here, Ω = a
r2+a2

is the angular velocity of rotating BH. Due to the vital role
of the boundary conditions in the study of scattering process, we need to construct sets of basic modes

5 The coordinate r∗ maps the range r ∈ [r+,∞) to the whole real axis.



5

for the massive scalar field on the EH, as well as the spatial infinity. In this regard, the asymptotically
radial solution of (6) reads as

Rωlm(r)→

I
+ e−ik+ r∗√

r2++a2
for r → r+ (r∗ → −∞)

I∞ e−ik∞ r∗
r +R∞ eik∞ r∗

r for r →∞ (r∗ →∞)
(8)

where

lim
r→r+

Uωlm(r) = (ω −mΩ+)2 ≡ k2
+ , Ω+ =

a

r2
+ + a2

(9a)

lim
r→∞

Uωlm(r) = ω2 − lim
r→∞

µ2
sr

2 ∆k

(r2 + a2)2 = ω2 − µ2
s ≡ k2

∞, (9b)

Here, I and R, represents respectively the incident and reflected parts of the scalar wave at the EH
(“+”) or at spatial infinity (“∞”)). Now, by equalizing the Wronskian of the regions neighbor the EH,

W+ =
(
R+
ωlm

dR∗ +
ωlm
dr∗

− R∗ +
ωlm

dR+
ωlm
dr∗

)
and those corresponding the regions at infinity W∞ =

(
R∞ωlm

dR∗ ∞ωlm
dr∗

−
R∗ ∞ωlm

dR∞ωlm
dr∗

)
, we finally reach to the following equality between the incident and reflected parts of the

amplitude

|R∞|2 = |I∞|2 − k+

k∞
|I+|2 . (10)

As a fascinating feature in the equality aforementioned can say that it is independent of the scattering
potential’s details Uωlm(r) in the Schrödinger-like differential equation (6). Not difficult to show that the

scalar wave is superradiantly amplified, |R
∞|2

|I∞|2 > 1, if k+
k∞

< 0 i.e. ω < mΩ+.

B. Superradiant amplification of scalar wave scattering

Here, we intend to compute the “amplification factor” Zlm ≡ |R∞|2
|I∞|2 − 1, of a massive scalar wave

scattered off the Kiselev rotating BH enclosed by the anisotropic fluid matter. That way, we are able
to track the effect of additional parameters k and α in the metric (1) on the amplification factor Zlm.
This dimensionless quantity is a criterion for occurring BH superradiance if Zlm > 0. For this purpose,
we need to solve the radial equation (5a). Although, it is not exactly solvable analytically, one can take
advantage of a semi-analytically method so-called “analytical asymptotic matching” 6 (AAM). By hiring
the AAM technique, we should assume that the parameters involved in the composed system of BH and
scalar perturbation, satisfy the conditions aω � 1 i.e. O(aω) and Mω � 1 i.e. O(µsr+) [12]. The former
restricts us to the low-frequency regime of the perturbation, and the latter demands that the BH’s size is
smaller than the Compton wavelength associated with the scalar perturbation. In this regard, we actually
are dealing with two distinct zones: “near-region” and “far-region” which respectively, address around
EH (r− r+ � ω−1) and away from the EH (r− r+ �M). Given that the matching is possible only if the
relevant expansions have an overlapping domain, thereby, the exact solutions derived for the two above
asymptotic regions are matched inside an overlapping region where M � r− r+ � ω−1. In what follows,
by utilizing the AAM technique discussed above, we will obtain a semi-analytical solution for the radial
equation (5a).

6 Historically, this method comes from the seminal work of Starobinsky in the early 80’s [6].
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1. Near-region solution

By offering the change of variable x = r−r+
r+−r− along with definition 4k

d
dr = (r+ − r−)x(x + 1) d

dx and

also using approximation aω � 1, the equation (5a) rewrites as

x2(x+ 1)2 d2Fωlm(x)

dx2
+ x(x+ 1)(2x+ 1)

dFωlm(x)

dx

+

(
Ax4 +B2 − l(l + 1)x(x+ 1)− µ2

sA
2

ω2
x3(x+ 1)− µ2

sr
2
+x(x+ 1)−

2µ2
sr

2
+A

ω
x2(x+ 1)

)
Fωlm(x) = 0 ,

(11)

where

A = (r+ − r−)ω, and B =
(ω −mΩ+)

r+ − r−
r2

+. (12)

Because of the two approximations relevant to the regions around th EH i.e. Ax� 1 and µ2r2
+ � 1, thus

the Eq. (11), reduces to

x2(x+ 1)2 d2Fωlm(r)

dx2
+ x(x+ 1)(2x+ 1)

dFωlm(r)

dx
+
(
B2 − l(l + 1)x(x+ 1)

)
Fωlm(r) = 0 . (13)

The general solution of equation (13) satisfying the ingoing boundary condition, written in terms of
ordinary hypergeometric functions 2F1(a, b; c; y)

Fωlm(x) = c
( x

x+ 1

)−iB
2F1

(
1−

√
1 + 4l(l + 1)

2
,
1 +

√
1 + 4l(l + 1)

2
; 1− 2iB;−x

)
. (14)

As the last step here, it is essential to know that the behavior of the above solution at large x is

Fnear−large x ∼ c

 Γ
(√

1 + 4l(l + 1)
)

Γ
(
1− 2iB

)
Γ

(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

)
Γ

(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2

) x

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2 +

Γ
(
−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)
)

Γ
(
1− 2iB

)
Γ

(
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2

)
Γ

(
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

) x−
√

1+4l(l+1)+1

2

 . (15)

2. Far-region solution

In the far-region, after applying approximations as x+ 1 ≈ x and µ2
sr

2
+ � 1, the radial equation (5a)

reads as

d2Fωlm(x)

dx2
+

2

x

dFωlm(x)

dx
+

(
k2 − l(l + 1)

x2

)
Fωlm(x) = 0 , k ≡ A

ω

√
ω2 − µ2

s . (16)

The general solution of the equation (16), would be written as

Fωlm, far = e−ikx

(
d1 x

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2 U
(1 +

√
1 + 4l(l + 1)

2
, 1 +

√
1 + 4l(l + 1), 2ikx

)
+

d2 x
−
√

1+4l(l+1)+1

2 U
(1−

√
1 + 4l(l + 1)

2
, 1−

√
1 + 4l(l + 1), 2ikx

))
, (17)
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where U(a, b, y) denotes to the first Kummer function. Here, it is also essential to know the behavior of
the above solution at small x

Fωlm, far−small x ∼ d1 x

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2 + d2 x
− 1+

√
1+4l(l+1)

2 . (18)

3. Matching of solutions

Now, by matching the two asymptotic solutions mentioned above, it yields the scalar wave fluxes at
infinity. By means that, we will obtain the expression representing the superradiant amplification factor.
At first step, by facing asymptotic solutions (15) and (18), we acquire

d1 = c
Γ(
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(1− 2iB)

Γ(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2 ) Γ(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )
, d2 = c

Γ(−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(1− 2iB)

Γ(
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2 ) Γ
(1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2

) . (19)

In this point, we need to connect the coefficients d1 and d2 with the coefficients I∞ and R∞ in the radial
solution (8). To do that, we expand the far region solution (17) around infinity as

d1
Γ(1 +

√
1 + 4l(l + 1))

Γ(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )
k−

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2

(
(−2i)−

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2
e−ikx

x
+ (2i)−

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2
eikx

x

)
+ (20)

d2
Γ(1−

√
1 + 4l(l + 1))

Γ(
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )
k

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2

(
(−2i)

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2
e−ikx

x
+ (2i)

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2
eikx

x

)
.

By matching the above solution (20) with the radial solution (8), and also by putting the expressions
acquired for the coefficients d1 and d2 in (19), we finally arrive at

F∞(r) ∼ I∞ e−i
√
ω2−µ2sr∗

r
+R∞ ei

√
ω2−µ2sr∗

r
, for r →∞, (21)

where

I∞ =
c (−2i)−

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2√
ω2 − µ2

s

.
Γ(
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(1 +
√

1 + 4l(l + 1))

Γ

(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

) (
Γ(

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )

)2 × (22)

Γ(1− 2iB) k
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 +
c (−2i)

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2√
ω2 − µ2

s

Γ(1− 2i B) k
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 ×

Γ(1−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1))(
Γ(

1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )

)2

Γ
(1−
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

) ,
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and

R∞ =
c (2i)−

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2√
ω2 − µ2

s

.
Γ(
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(1 +
√

1 + 4l(l + 1))

Γ

(
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

) (
Γ(

1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )

)2 × (23)

Γ(1− 2iB) k
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 +
c (2i)

√
1+4l(l+1)−1

2√
ω2 − µ2

s

Γ(1− 2iB) k
1+
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 ×

Γ(1−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1)) Γ(−
√

1 + 4l(l + 1))(
Γ(

1−
√

1+4l(l+1)

2 )

)2

Γ

(
1−
√

1+4l(l+1)−4iB

2

) .

Note in deriving (21), the approximations used, are 1
x ∼

A
ω .

1
r , e±ikx ∼ e±i

√
ω2−µ2sr. Now, by having the

final form of the incident and reflected coefficients of scalar wave i.e., (22) and (23), one can compute the
superradiant amplification factor

Zlm ≡
|R∞|2

|I∞|2
− 1 . (24)

In the end, let us close this subsection by mentioning the point stating that for the ordinary hypergeo-
metric function 2F1(a, b; c; y), and the first Kummer function U(a, b, y) in the above calculations, some
approximations are used, see [27, 29] for further considerations.

C. Outputs in the presence of anisotropic fluid matter

Here, using (24), we release the results relevant to the leading multipoles (l = 1, 2) of the massive
scalar wave scattered off the Kiselev rotating BH with the anisotropic fluid matters: radiation (α = 1/3),
dust (α = 0) and dark matter (α = −1/3). Indeed, Zlm is a gain factor assigned to the scalar wave mode
which if Zlm > 0, the superradiance happens, while Zlm < 0 denotes a loss factor meaning the lack of
superradiance. In Figs. (1), and (2) for every three types of matter fields, we draw the amplification
factors Z11 and Z22

7. These two figures give us two different messages. They obviously reveal to us if the
Kerr BH enclose by radiation and dust (with K < 0) matter fields, the scalar amplification factor, as well
as the frequency range of superradiance, gets bigger and wider compared to K = 0, respectively. In other
words, the presence of a profile of radiation and dust (with K < 0) around a Kerr BH results in enhanced
superradiance. However, in the case of enclosing the Kerr BH by a profile of dark matter and dust with
K > 0, the superradiance is weakened. This is because the scalar amplification factor and the frequency
range of superradiance get smaller and narrower compared to K = 0, respectively. Concerning the case of
radiation, the obtained output can also be utilized for the Kerr-Newman background which is subjected
to the charged massive scalar perturbation. Although , for two reasons, the Kiselev metric enclosed by
radiation seems more realistic compared to Kerr-Newman. First, it is well-known that the astrophysical
BHs are electrically neutral. Second, the only massive scalar boson admitted by the standard model,
Higgs, has no electric charge. The results derived for the case of dust indicate the effect of different values
of the BH mass on the amplification factor [44, 47] since the Kiselev metric enclosed by dust is equivalent
to the Kerr BH with a shifted mass. As mentioned already, the Kiselev rotating metric including dark

7 As usual, the wave frequency ω is defined to be positive, and thereby, it is clear the modes with azimuthal wave numbers
m ≤ 0 are not able to satisfy the superradiance condition ω < mΩ+. Therefore, we are not of interest to these modes.
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FIG. 1: Plots Z11 −Mω and Z22 −Mω for the fluid matters: radiation (α = 1/3), and dark matter (α = −1/3)
in top and bottom rows, respectively. We use numerical value 0.95 for the ratio of angular momentum to BH mass
a/M .

matter fluid is similar to a Kerr BH enclosed by a cloud of cosmic strings. So it can be said, these two
elements of matter leave the same effect on the massive scalar superradiance scattering, i.e., both weaken
it.

IV. THE EFFECT OF ANISOTROPIC FLUID MATTER ON STABILITY REGIME

In the previous section, we investigated the superradiant amplification for a scalar wave, scattered off
from the Kerr BH surrounded by the anisotropic fluid matters (as addressed in the metric (1)). In what
follows, we want to explore the role of the underlying anisotropic fluid matters on superradiant stability
through a mechanism known as “BH bomb” [39]. Speaking technically, capturing the massive modes of
a system composed of the Kerr background (1) and massive scalar perturbations Φ, inside the effective
potential well located outside the BH, may result in make instability in this system. Actually, these
massive modes, behave similarly to a reflecting surface like the mirror, so that by returning the reflecting
waves toward BH and their amplification and resonance via forward and backward moves, it gives rise to
a superradiant instability known as the BH bomb. In addition to the existence of the ergo-region, as an
essential component in the superradiant amplification, to trigger the instability a potential well outside
the BH is required, too [45]. Beginning from the radial KG equation (5a), we have

∆k
d

dr

(
∆k

dFωlm
dr

)
+ UFωlm = 0 , (25)
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FIG. 2: Plots Z11−Mω and Z22−Mω for the dust fluid matter (α = 0), for the positive and negative values of K
in top and bottom rows, respectively. We use numerical value 0.95 for the ratio of angular momentum to BH mass
a/M .

where

U ≡
(

(r2 + a2)ω −ma
)2

+ ∆k

(
2maω − a2ω2 − l(l + 1)− µ2

sr
2

)
. (26)

To have the BH bomb, we must demand the following asymptotic solutions for the radial KG equation
(25)

Fωlm ∼


e−i(ω−mΩ+)r∗ as r → r+ (r∗ → −∞)

e−
√
µ2s−ω2r∗

r as r →∞ (r∗ →∞)

(27)

where the scalar wave on the BH horizon is purely ingoing; while, at spatial infinity it is a bounded
solution i.e. decaying exponentially, if ω2 < µ2

s. Inserting a new radial function as below

φωlm ≡
√

∆kFωlm , (28)

into the radial equation (25), after some algebra we yield the following Regge-Wheeler equation(
d2

dr2
+ ω2 − V

)
φωlm = 0 , (29)
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with

V = ω2 − f + U
∆2
k

, (30)

where

f = M2 − a2 +
K2(1− 9α2)

4
r−6α +

K2

2
r−1−3α

(
(9α2 + 3α)r2 +M(2− 18α2)r + (9α2 − 3α)a2

)
. (31)

It is clear by relaxing the parameter K in the above expression, the equation (30) comes back to its
standard form. Now, by a straightforward computation, we can show that the asymptotic form of the
effective potential V (by ignoring the terms O(1/r2)), for the fluid matters: radiation (α = 1/3), dust
(α = 0) and dark matter (α = −1/3), can be written in the following form

Vradiation(r) = µ2
s −

4Mω2 − 2Mµ2
s

r
, (32)

Vdust(r) = µ2
s −

(4M + 2K)ω2 − (2M + 2K)µ2
s

r
, (33)

Vdark matter(r) =
µ2
s + (K2 − 2K)ω2

(K − 1)2
− (2K + 2)Mµ2

s − 4Mω2

(K − 1)3r
, (34)

respectively. If the asymptotic derivative of the effective potential is positive, i.e., V ′ → 0+ as r → ∞,
it means the potential represents trapping well [45]. By demanding that for the effective potentials (32)
and (33), one can acquire the following instability regime

µ2
s

2
< ω2 < µ2

s . (35)

It essentially is nothing but the same regime in which the bound states of a system composed of the massive
scalar field and the standard Kerr BH may become captured and result in instability in the background.
However we are interested in the superradiant instability. Hence, we should merge the superradiant
condition ω < mΩ+, with instability regime (35). This results in the superradiant instability regime
µs√

2
< ω < mΩ+, which in its complementary regime

µs ≥
√

2mΩ+ , (36)

the system composed of the massive scalar field and Kiselev rotating BH surrounded by the anisotropic
fluid matters: radiation and dust, remains stable. As a consequence, up to leading order, O(1/r2), these
two fluid matters are not able to affect the standard stability regime. Although, it is not true for the case
with the fluid dark matter. By demanding V ′ → 0+ as r →∞ for the effective potential (34) we have

µ2
s

2
(K + 1) < ω2 < µ2

s, 0 ≤ K < 1, (37)

which finally result in the following superradiant stability regime

µs ≥
√

2

K + 1
mΩ+ . (38)

It means that the presence of fluid dark matter around the Kerr BH reduces the lower bound of the scalar
field mass required to ensure the stability of massive KG equation in the standard Kerr spacetime [45].
So, a rotating BH surrounded by the fluid dark matter, which is subject to the superradiant scattering
of scalar perturbation with lower mass, has the chance of remain stable yet. All in all, by narrowing the
instability regime (37), thereby, the fluid dark matter can be thought of as an environmental component
in the favor of BH stability.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the role of the anisotropic fluid matter around a rotating BH on
the amplification factor of the superradiance. Particularly, it has been done by employing the massive
scalar perturbation scattered off the rotating Kiselev BH enclosed by three types of anisotropic fluid
matters; radiation, dust, and dark matter. The corresponding spacetime metric contains two additional
parameters, α, and K, representing the EoS parameter and the intensity of fluid matter, respectively. To
guarantee the positive energy density condition, it is required that αK ≤ 0. By considering that, for the
radiation (α = 1/3) and the dark matter (α = −1/3); respectively, we have K ≤ 0, and K ≥ 0, while; for
the dust (α = 0), both cases are possible. By conducting our analysis within the low-frequency and low-
mass regimes for the scalar perturbation, we have shown the amplification factor as well as its frequency
range, both are affected by the parameter K. More precisely, we found K < 0, and K > 0, enhances
and suppresses the massive scalar superradiance scattering compared to the case K = 0, respectively.
The frequency range of superradiance also turns broader and narrower than K = 0, respectively. As a
result, the presence of radiation and dark matter around a rotating BH can play a role similar to the
amplifiers and attenuators for superradiance, respectively. While the dust due to admitting both positive
and negative signs for the parameter K can play a twofold role.

At the end, by taking the BH bomb mechanism into the viewpoint of the effective potential, we have
studied the superradiant stability concerning the rotating Kiselev BH, subjected by the massive scalar
perturbation. Through the effective potential analysis, we found only the dark matter has an effect on

the standard instability regime µ2s
2 < ω2 < µ2

s, so that by narrowing it as a form of µ2s
2 (K + 1) < ω2 <

µ2
s, it increases the stability chance of BH against the massive scalar wave perturbation. It results in

the reduction of the lower bound of the scalar field mass required to ensure the superradiant stability

concerning the massive KG equation in the standard Kerr spacetime, i.e., µs ≥
√

2

K + 1
mΩ+, where

0 ≤ K < 1. To sum it up, this result indicates the fluid dark matter around Kerr BH can play an effective
role in favor of BH superradiant stability.
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