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Obtaining black hole solutions in alternative theories of gravity can be a difficult task due to cumbersome field
equations that arise in many of such theories. In order to study the strong field regime in a model-free approach,
one can consider deformed black hole solutions with additional parameters beyond mass, charge and angu-
lar momentum. We investigate the scattering and absorption of a massless scalar field by non-Schwarzschild
black holes, considering the Johannsen and Psaltis parametrization. In particular, we study the scattering
process by the classical (null geodesics analysis), semiclassical (glory approximation) and partial waves ap-
proaches. We present the formalism needed to compute the scattering and absorption of massless scalar waves
by Schwarzschild-like BHs with a set of deformation parameters in addition to their mass, and present a se-
lection of our results. We compare our numerical results for the scattering cross section with the classical and
semiclassical results, obtaining excellent agreement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BHs) are among the most fascinating predic-
tions of 20th century physics. They are defined by a one-way
surface, called an event horizon, where not even light can re-
turn once it crosses this boundary. Within general relativity
(GR), BH physics is rigorously constructed over the unique-
ness and no-hair theorems [1, 2], which establish that BHs are
described by only three parameters, their mass, charge and
angular momentum [3].

When considering modified gravity theories, we are also
able to find BHs with nontrivial hairs [4, 5] so that BHs can
be seen as natural candidates to test corrections of GR [6].
The recent experimental advances, which led to the observa-
tion of gravitational wave signals from binary BH systems [7]
and to the first observation of a BH shadow [8], provide new
channels to test gravity in the strong field regime, as well as
to test the no-hair theorems [9].

An interesting approach to construct BH solutions regular
on and outside the event horizon was proposed by Johannsen
and Psaltis (JP) [10], which may be used in the analysis of the
tests of gravity in the near BH horizon region, without con-
sidering a particular alternative theory of gravity. The JP ap-
proach is based on writing a BH line element containing devi-
ations from a standard BH solution, which are called paramet-
ric deformations. These “deformed” BHs can, in principle, be
associated to BH solutions in alternative theories of gravity by
appropriate choices of the parameters, and when the deforma-
tion parameters vanish, the standard solutions are recovered.
The most simple version of the JP BHs (JPBHs), with only
one nonvanishing parameter, has been widely studied over the
years, both in their rotating and nonrotating versions [11–15],
and many aspects of such spacetimes have been already inves-
tigated, like the possibility to support naked singularities [13].
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The JP approach has been followed by other parametrizations
with different insights and motivations [16–18].

The presence of matter and energy surrounding BHs is as-
sociated with interesting phenomena, which have been inves-
tigated both from the theoretical and from the experimental
point of view. In this context, the study of the dynamics of
fundamental fields in the vicinity of parameterized BHs nat-
urally arises as a subject of interest. In particular, two pro-
cesses, namely the absorption and scattering of fundamental
fields by BHs, have been studied over the years considering
different fields propagating in various BH spacetimes [19–
27]. More recently, the absorption of massless scalar waves
by parameterized BHs has been investigated considering two
distinct parametrized static solutions [28, 29].

We investigate the scattering of massless scalar waves by a
static JPBH, by considering the classical (null geodesics anal-
ysis), the semiclassical (glory approximation) and the partial
waves approaches, in order to understand how the deforma-
tion parameter influences the scattering process, and we com-
pute the differential scattering cross section via these three ap-
proaches. We obtain the fundamental equations to analyze the
scattering problem for a static JPBH with an arbitrary number
of parameters, and show our results for the simplest case (with
a single nonvanishing parameter). We compare the three ap-
proaches, finding, e. g., an excellent agreement between the
semiclassical and the partial waves description for large val-
ues of the scattering angle.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows: In
Sec. II, we briefly present and discuss some properties of the
static JPBH. In Sec. III, we consider the trajectories of mass-
less particles in the vicinity of static JPBHs, obtaining the
main equations used to describe null geodesics scattered by
these objects. In Sec. IV, we analyze the massless scalar field
dynamics in the JPBH spacetime, presenting the partial waves
approach and giving the expressions of the absorption and
scattering cross sections. Additionally, we present the glory
approximation, valid for high frequencies and large scatter-
ing angles. A selection of our numerical results is presented
in Sec. V. We conclude with our final remarks in Sec. VI.
Throughout the paper, we use natural units G = c = ~ = 1
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and signature (+−−−).

II. NON-SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME

We consider nonrotating BHs with parametric deforma-
tions, whose line element is given by [10]

ds2 = h(r)

(
f(r)dt2 − 1

f(r)
dr2
)
− r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
,

(1)
where f(r) = 1− 2M/r and h(r) is chosen to be

h(r) ≡ 1 +

∞∑
n=0

εn

(
M

r

)n
. (2)

When all of the so-called deformation parameters εn vanish,
we obtain Schwarzschild’s spacetime. The line element (1)
describes a static BH with an arbitrary number of parameters;
hence, it may violate the no-hair theorems.

Requiring Eq. (1) to be asymptotically compatible with the
Schwarzschild line element, ε0 and ε1 must vanish. More-
over, for the line element (1) to agree with experiments related
to the Einstein’s equivalence principle [30], the parameter ε2
must be constrained by |ε2| ≤ 4.6 × 10−4 [10], and hence-
forth, we assume ε2 = 0.

The location of the event horizon is rh = 2M , indepen-
dently of the parameters present in the JPBH, coinciding with
the horizon location in the standard Schwarzschild solution.
This implies that the area of a JPBH horizon is independent
of the deformation parameters, being equal to the area of a
Schwarzschild BH with the same mass parameter M .

By considering only the first non-null term ε3 in the sum
present in Eq. (2), the line element (1) reduces to

ds2 =

[
1 + ε3

(
M

r

)3
](

f(r)dt2 − 1

f(r)
dr2
)

− r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (3)

It is important to point out that for positive values of the
parameter ε3, the line element (3) has only one singularity,
located at r = 0, while for negative values of ε3, the line el-
ement has an additional singularity at r = |ε3|1/3M [12, 29].
If the parameter ε3 is sufficiently negative, namely ε3 ≤ −8,
the singularity lies outside (ε3 < −8) or on (ε3 = −8) the
event horizon. Along this paper, we consider only BH solu-
tions regular on and outside the event horizon, and henceforth,
we assume ε3 > −8.

III. CLASSICAL APPROACH: ABSORPTION AND
SCATTERING OF LIGHTLIKE TRAJECTORIES

In this section, we obtain the main equations used to ana-
lyze the lightlike trajectories in the static parameterized space-
times described by Eq. (1). In such spacetimes, the geodesics
satisfy

ṡ2 = h(r)f(r)ṫ2 − h(r)

f(r)
ṙ2 − r2

(
θ̇2 + sin2 θϕ̇2

)
= k, (4)

where the overdot represents the derivative with respect to an
affine parameter. The kinetic term ṡ2 ≡ gµν ẋ

µẋν is normal-
ized to 1 for massive particles and has zero norm for massless
particles, i.e., k = 1 for timelike trajectories and k = 0 for
lightlike (null-like) trajectories. Following from the station-
arity and spherical symmetry of the spacetime, we have two
conserved quantities along the geodesics, namely

ṫ h(r)f(r) = E, (5)

ϕ̇ r2 sin2 θ = L, (6)

where L is related to the angular momentum of the particle
and E to its energy. Due to the spherical symmetry, one can
restrict the geodesic analysis to the equatorial plane (θ = π/2)
without loss of generality [3].

Inserting Eqs. (5) and (6) into Eq. (4), one finds, for mass-
less particles (k = 0),

h(r)f(r)

r2

[
h(r)

r2f(r)

(
dr

dϕ

)2

+ 1

]
− 1

b2
= 0, (7)

where b ≡ L/E is the impact parameter. After differentiating
Eq. (7) with respect to ϕ, we obtain

2r[h(r)]2
d2r

dϕ2
+ 2h(r)

(
dr

dϕ

)2

[rh′(r)− 2h(r)]

+r2 {r[h(r)f(r)]′ − 2[h(r)f(r)]} = 0, (8)

where the prime denotes a differentiation with respect to r.
Equation (8) describes the lightlike trajectories in the space-
times with line element (1). By solving Eq. (8) using appro-
priate boundary conditions, we fully determine the null-like
geodesics. Moreover, with Eq. (8), we can find a light ring
at r = rc, defined by r̈ = 0 and ṙ = 0, or equivalently
d2r/dϕ2 = 0 and dr/dϕ = 0. The light ring location rc
can be determined by solving

r[h(r)f(r)]′ − 2[h(r)f(r)] = 0. (9)

Substituting rc into Eq. (7) we find the critical impact parame-
ter bc, such that the light rays (null geodesics) incoming from
infinity with b > bc are scattered by the BH, whereas null
geodesics with impact parameter b < bc are absorbed by the
BH. Light rays with impact parameter b = bc stay in an un-
stable orbit at r = rc. Geodesics with impact parameter suffi-
ciently close to the critical one (b ≈ bc) may undergo several
turns around the BH before being scattered (b & bc) or ab-
sorbed (b . bc).

In Fig. 1, we present a deflected trajectory due the presence
of a compact object. Far away from the compact object, the
trajectory is a straight line, since we are assuming an asymp-
totically flat spacetime. The particle comes from infinity with
an impact parameter b > bc; close to the object, its path is
bent, reaching a minimum radial distance, r0, from the object,
and then it is scattered back to infinity with a total deflection
angle Θ.

By integrating Eq. (7), one finds for massless particles [31],

ϕ(r) − ϕ∞ =

∫ ∞
r

dr̄
r0
r̄

h(r̄)√
r̄2h(r0)f(r0)− r20h(r̄)f(r̄)

,

(10)
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Θ

b
r0

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a deflected trajectory. Θ is the
total deflection angle, b is the impact parameter and r0 is the mini-
mum radial distance.

where ϕ∞ is the incidence direction of the light ray, and we
have used

b2 =
r20

h(r0)f(r0)
, (11)

since (dr/dϕ) = 0 at r0. The total variation in ϕ is simply
2|ϕ(r0)− ϕ∞|, and

Θ(b) ≡ 2

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞
r0

dr
b

r

h(r)√
r2 − b2h(r)f(r)

∣∣∣∣∣− π (12)

is the total deflection angle.
By considering incident null geodesics with impact param-

eter b, one can derive the classical scattering cross section,
given by the following infinite sum [32]:

dσsc
dΩ

=
1

sin θ

∑
n

b(θ)

∣∣∣∣dbdθ
∣∣∣∣ , (13)

where θ = |Θ − 2nπ| is the scattering angle, and n =
0, 1, 2, . . . tells us how many loops the massless particle un-
dergoes around the compact scattering center before being
scattered. The relation between the impact parameter b and
the scattering angle θ can be obtained by inverting Eq. (12).

Additionally, in BH scenarios, one can define the classical
absorption cross section (also called geometrical absorption
cross section) by the area of a disk with radius bc, namely

σabs ≡ πb2c . (14)

IV. PARTIAL WAVES APPROACH: ABSORPTION AND
SCATTERING OF LIGHTLIKE TRAJECTORIES

A. Massless scalar linear perturbations

In order to investigate the scattering of massless scalar
waves by static parameterized BH solutions, we consider
a massless scalar field governed by the (massless) Klein-
Gordon equation,

(−g)−1/2∂µ(gµν
√
−g∂νΨ) = 0, (15)

with ∂µ ≡ ∂/∂xµ, gµν being the contravariant components
of the metric and g being the metric determinant, which, from
Eq. (1), reads

g = −
[
r2h(r) sin θ

]2
. (16)

The massless scalar field Ψ can be conveniently decom-
posed as follows:

Ψ(xµ) =
ψωl(r)

r
Ylm(θ, ϕ)e−iωt, (17)

where Ylm are the spherical harmonics, which satisfy the
eigenvalue equation

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂Ylm
∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2Ylm
∂ϕ2

= −l(l + 1)Ylm.

(18)
By using the decomposition (17), we end up with the follow-
ing ordinary differential equation for the radial function ψωl:

f(r)
d

dr

[
f(r)

dψωl
dr

]
+
[
ω2 − Vl(r)

]
ψωl = 0, (19)

where Vl is the effective potential, given by

Vl(r) ≡
f(r)

r

df

dr
+ f(r)h(r)

l(l + 1)

r2
. (20)

We notice that all dependence on the additional parameters εn
is contained in the term in the effective potential which also
depends on the angular momentum index l. This implies that,
for the lower angular mode l = 0, the radial solution ψω0
is the same for any JPBH and coincides with the one of the
Schwarzschild BH case.

By introducing the tortoise coordinate r?, implicitly defined
by

dr?
dr
≡ 1

f(r)
, (21)

we can rewrite Eq. (19) as a Schrödinger-like equation, being
free of first order derivatives, namely

d2ψωl
dr2?

+
[
ω2 − Vl(r?)

]
ψωl(r?) = 0. (22)

From Eq. (20), we notice that the effective potential vanishes
at the event horizon, r = rh (r? → −∞), and at the spatial
infinity, r → ∞ (r? → ∞). Considering this asymptotic be-
havior of the effective potential and assuming incoming waves
from infinity, the corresponding solution of Eq. (22) satisfies
the following boundary conditions:

ψωl(r?) ∼
{
e−iωr? +Rωleiωr? , r? → +∞,
Tωle−iωr? , r? → −∞,

(23)

where the coefficients Rωl and Tωl can be related to the re-
flection and transmission coefficients, respectively. Moreover,
they satisfy the flux conservation relation,

|Rωl|2 + |Tωl|2 = 1. (24)
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B. Scattering and absorption cross sections

In this section, we present the main steps to investigate the
total absorption cross section and the differential scattering
cross section of a massless scalar field impinging on a spheri-
cally symmetric BH.

1. Absorption cross section

The total absorption cross section, σabs, can be defined as
the ratio between the flux of Ψ through the BH horizon and
the current of the incident wave. Using the decomposition of
the scalar field into partial waves, σabs can be written as a sum
of the partial absorption cross sections, σ(l)

abs, namely [33, 34]

σabs =

∞∑
l=0

σ
(l)
abs, (25)

and the σ(l)
abs are given in terms of the coefficient Tωl as

σ
(l)
abs =

π

ω2
(2l + 1)|Tωl|2. (26)

For static spacetimes, in the low- and high-frequency regimes,
the behavior of the total absorption cross section is well de-
scribed by some analytical results. In the low-frequency
regime, the total absorption cross section is equal to the area
of the event horizon [35, 36], while in the high-frequency
regime, the total absorption cross section oscillates around the
geometrical absorption cross section (14) [37].

2. Scattering cross section

The scattering amplitude ĝ(θ) is given by [38, 39]

ĝ(θ) =
1

2iω

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)
[
(−1)l+1Rωl − 1

]
Pl(cos θ), (27)

such that the differential scattering cross section is

dσsc
dΩ
≡ |ĝ(θ)|2. (28)

The scattering amplitude ĝ(θ) has, in general, a poor conver-
gence. Actually it is required an infinite number of partial
waves to describe the divergence of ĝ(θ) at θ = 0. In order to
handle with it, one can consider the series reduction method,
first introduced to the electron scattering problem [40] and
generalized to BH scenarios (cf., e.g., Ref. [41]), or equiva-
lently, by considering the Complex Angular Momentum ap-
proach, which is based on a sum over the Regge poles of the
S matrix [42]. To obtain the results shown in Sec. V, we used
the series reduction procedure discussed in Ref. [41].

At large scattering angles, just as in optics, there is a glory
effect associated to the massless scalar field scattering by a
BH. The glory is a bright spot or halo in the backward direc-
tion, whose magnitude size and brightness may be obtained

by the semiclassical approximation introduced in Ref. [43],
namely

dσsc
dΩ

∣∣∣
θ≈π
≈ 2πωb2g

∣∣∣∣dbdθ
∣∣∣∣
θ≈π

[J0(ωbg sin θ)]2, (29)

where b(π) ≡ bg is the glory impact parameter, and J0(x) is
the Bessel function of the first kind of order 0. The approxi-
mation (29) is valid in the high-frequency regime (ωM � 1).
However, as we shall see in Sec. V, even for ωM ∼ 1, this
approximation presents good agreement with the numerical
results at θ ∼ π.

The existence of the photon ring, which enables light to be
deflected through arbitrarily large angles, allows different val-
ues of bg (each of them implying in a different total deflection
angle Θ) to be related to the same scattering angle. For in-
stance, the multiple values Θ = π + 2nπ (with n ∈ N being
the number of revolutions around the BH) result in backscat-
tered rays, contributing to the glory effect. However, the most
significant contribution comes from the n = 0 case.

V. RESULTS

In this section, we present our numerical results associated
to the JPBHs and compare them with the Schwarzschild case.
We consider JPBHs with only one deformation parameter dif-
ferent from zero, namely ε3. To simplify the notation, we
adopt the redefinition ε3 ≡ ε.

A. Classical limit

In Fig. 2, we plot the total deflection angle as a function of
the closest radius for some choices of the deformation param-
eter of JPBHs. The vertical asymptotes of each curve are the
unstable photon orbit radii rc, which become smaller as we
increase the value of the parameter ε. We notice that for near-
critical orbits (r0 ≈ rc), the geodesics can be deflected by
angles arbitrarily greater than 2π, meaning that the geodesics
may undergo many loops around the BH before being scat-
tered. In Fig. 3, we plot the classical scattering cross section
obtained by Eq. (13), comparing two JPBHs, one with a posi-
tive value of ε (ε = 5) and another one with a negative value of
ε (ε = −5), with the Schwarzschild BH case (ε = 0). We no-
tice that the scattering cross section, in the mid-to-large range
of the scattering angle, is bigger (smaller) for positive (nega-
tive) values of the deformation parameter ε, when compared
to the Schwarzschild case (ε = 0). This behavior can be bet-
ter observed in Fig. 4, where we plot the differential scattering
cross section normalized by the corresponding Schwarzschild
value, for some choices of the parameter ε.

B. Semiclassical limit

In Fig. 5, we plot the relevant parameters for the glory scat-
tering, namely bg and b2g|db/dθ|θ=π [see Eq. (29)], as func-
tions of the deformation parameter ε. We notice from Fig. 5
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FIG. 2. Total deflection angle (in radians) as a function of r0 for
some choices of the JPBH deformation parameter.
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FIG. 3. Comparison between the classical differential scattering
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FIG. 4. Classical scattering cross section of JPBHs, normalized (at
each scattering angle) by the corresponding Schwarzschild value.

that the glory impact parameter bg decreases monotonically as

the deformation parameter ε increases.1 Through the analysis
of the argument of the Bessel function in Eq. (29), we no-
tice that the interference fringe widths of the scattering cross
section are proportional to 1/bg . Since bg decreases as ε in-
creases, the fringes get narrower for smaller values of ε. We
also see from Fig. 5 that b2g|db/dθ|θ=π presents a local maxi-
mum at ε ≈ 1.55.

bg
(bg)

2 |db/dθ θ=π

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
4.0

4.5

5.0

5.5

6.0

ϵ

un
it
s
of
M

FIG. 5. Glory scattering parameters for JPBHs as a function of ε,
considering only the contribution from n = 0. We notice that bg de-
creases monotonically with ε, while b2g|db/dθ|θ=π has a local maxi-
mum at ε ≈ 1.55.

C. Partial waves

1. Absorption

In Fig. 6, we plot the total absorption cross section for
JPBHs divided by the horizon area, for non-negative (top
panel) and nonpositive (bottom panel) values of ε. In the low-
frequency regime, the dominant contribution comes from the
l = 0 mode [29], and the total absorption cross section goes
to the area of the JPBH, as expected by the general result of
Refs. [35, 36]. In the mid-to-high-frequency regime, the total
absorption cross section oscillates around the geometrical ab-
sorption cross section (14). This behavior can also be obtained
through the so-called sinc approximation [37]. We also notice
from Fig. 6 that the absorption is smaller for larger values of
the deformation parameter.

1 A similar behavior occurs for charged BHs, such as the Reissner-
Nordström BHs [38] and the Bardeen BHs [39], by increasing the BH
charge.
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FIG. 6. Total absorption cross section for JPBHs with non-negative
(top panel) and nonpositive (bottom panel) values of ε. We point
out that the absorption diminishes as we increase the value of the
deformation parameter.

2. Scattering

In Fig. 7, we plot the differential scattering cross section of
two JPBHs, namely for ε = 1 (top panel) and ε = −1 (bottom
panel) values of the deformation parameter. In both panels,
we assume ωM = 3.0. For comparison, we also plot the clas-
sical and glory (differential) scattering cross sections. Due to
the long-range character of the gravitational interaction, the
differential scattering cross section diverges in the forward di-
rection (θ = 0). From Fig. 7, we notice that the differential
scattering cross section oscillates around the classical result.
We also notice that the semiclassical glory approximation for
θ ≈ π shows excellent agreement with the numerical results.
Moreover, since we are considering a scalar field, the scattered
flux presents a maximum in the backward direction (θ = π).

In Fig. 8, we plot the differential scattering cross section of
JPBHs for the massless scalar field with three choices of fre-
quency, namelyMω = 1.0, 2.0 and 3.0, for non-negative (left
column) and nonpositive (right column) values of ε. We no-
tice that, for a given value of the frequency, the fringe widths
(the distance between two consecutive local maxima or min-
ima) get narrower as the value of the parameter ε decreases.
Moreover, for positive (negative) values of ε, the fringes are
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Glory approximation
Partial waves
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ϵ = -1, ωM = 3.0

FIG. 7. Comparison between the differential scattering cross section
of JPBHs obtained by geodesics analysis, glory approximation and
partial waves approach. We consider ωM = 3.0 and ε = 1 (top
panel) and ε = −1 (bottom panel).

shifted to the left (right), as one increases (diminishes) the
value of the deformation parameter. This feature can be un-
derstood considering the monotonic behavior of bg as a func-
tion of the deformation parameter (see Fig. 5), since the width
of the fringes is proportional to 1/bg , in the semiclassical pic-
ture. In the semiclassical analysis, the oscillations presented
by the differential scattering cross sections are understood as
being due to the interference between rays orbiting the BH in
opposite senses.

In Fig. 9, we plot the differential scattering cross section of
JPBHs for the massless scalar field, considering four choices
of the parameter ε, namely ε = −2,−1, 1, 2; and different
values of the frequency ω. We notice that, as we increase the
value of the frequency, the number of fringes increases and
they get narrower. This can be understood considering the
(semiclassical) glory approximation (29), where we see that
the argument of the Bessel function is proportional to ω so
that the fringe width is proportional to 1/ω.

It is worth pointing out that, although at large scattering
angles (θ ≈ π), a very nice agreement between the glory ap-
proximation and the partial waves approach is observed, there
is a difference between the magnitude of the peak located at
θ = π, obtained by these two different approaches. In Fig. 10,
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FIG. 8. Differential scattering cross section for JPBHs with non-negative (left column) and nonpositive (right column) values of the parameter
ε, for three choices of frequency, namely ωM = 1 (top), 2 (middle) and 3 (bottom). The fringe width diminishes as the parameter ε decreases.

this difference is illustrated. From Fig. 10, we notice that the
glory peak at θ = π, obtained by the partial waves approach,
oscillates around the glory amplitude obtained by the semi-
classical approximation. This means that the semiclassical ap-
proach can help us to interpret the scattering, mainly near the
backward direction, but it is not sufficiently accurate to give
the magnitude of the differential scattering cross section for

arbitrary values of ε and ωM .

VI. FINAL REMARKS

BHs are natural candidates to test GR, mainly in the strong
field regime. Since alternative theories of gravity may arise
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FIG. 9. Differential scattering cross section of JPBHs for fixed values of the parameter ε, considering four different values of the frequency of
the incident scalar wave.
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FIG. 10. Glory peak (θ = π) as a function of the deformation pa-
rameter ε, obtained by the partial waves approach, for ωM = 1.0,
2.0 and 3.0. We notice that the numerical results oscillate around the
glory approximation (solid line).

to amend GR, the analysis of BH solutions in those theories
is justified. One may consider BH solutions with parametric

deviations from the standard BH solutions within GR, con-
structed without assuming a specific gravity theory.

We have presented the formalism needed to compute
the absorption and scattering of massless scalar waves by
Schwarzschild-like BHs with parametric deformations and
focused in the parametrization proposed by Johannsen and
Psaltis [10]. In particular, we studied the scattering problem
using the partial waves method to obtain our numerical re-
sults for arbitrary values of the frequency of the incident wave
and of the scattering angle. We also considered a classical
analysis, based in the null geodesic description, as well as
a semiclassical analysis, which is suitable for high frequen-
cies and scattering angles close to the backward direction. We
presented numerical results for JPBHs with one nonvanishing
deformation parameter, namely ε. We compared our results
with the ones for the scattering of massless scalar waves by a
Schwarzschild BH in order to infer how the deformation pa-
rameter influences the scattering process.

Regarding the scalar absorption by JPBHs, as discussed in
Ref. [29], the role of the deformation parameter ε is clear:
The presence of positive (negative) deformation parameter
attenuates (strengthens) the absorption compared with the
Schwarzschild case. More specifically, we notice that the in-
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crease of the value of the deformation parameter decreases the
total absorption cross section. In the high-frequency regime,
the total absorption cross section oscillates around the geo-
metrical absorption cross section (obtained via the geodesic
analysis), which is confirmed by the sinc approximation [37].
On the other hand, at the low-frequency regime, the absorp-
tion cross section tends to the JPBH horizon area, which
has the same value as the Schwarzschild BH area with the
same mass. This is in agreement with the general result of
Refs. [35, 36].

In the scattering process, the role of the deformation pa-
rameter ε is more involved. When considering small scat-
tering angles, the effects of ε are less relevant, and our nu-
merical results for the differential scattering cross section
are well approximated by the classical differential scattering
cross section, obtained via the geodesic analysis, and near the
forward direction the differential scattering cross section di-
verges. Near to the backward direction, i.e., for scattering
angles close to π, the role played by the deformation param-
eter in the wave scattering is more relevant. By analyzing
the lightlike trajectories, we found that the value of the glory
impact parameter, bg , decreases as the deformation parame-
ter ε increases. Taking into account the behavior of bg , by
analyzing the glory scattering formula, we conclude that the
scattering fringes get thinner for smaller values of ε, which is
confirmed by our numerical data. We also found that, as one
enhances the values of the deformation parameter, the glory
peak obtained via the numerical method oscillates around the

glory amplitude obtained via the semiclassical formula. Our
analysis can be generalized to include additional deformation
parameters of the JPBHs.

Scattering processes play an important role in BH physics;
since by analyzing the scattered flux of fundamental fields one
can, in principle, determine the BH parameters. In particular,
through the model independent framework of parametrized
black holes, one can use numerical tools to study the scatter-
ing phenomena in modified gravity theories. In this context,
the scattering by parametrized BHs is a good approach to bet-
ter understand how nontrivial additional parameters influence
BH environments. We hope that future experiments together
with scattering investigations can be used for further tests of
the no-hair paradigm.
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