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In this Letter, we present five analytical models in closed forms, each representing a supermassive
black hole (SMBH) located at the center of a galaxy surrounded by dark matter (DM) halo. The
density profile of the halo vanishes inside twice the Schwarzschild radius of the hole and satisfies
the weak, strong, and dominant energy conditions. The spacetime are asymptotically flat, and the
difference among the models lies in the slopes of the density profiles in the spike and regions far
from the center of the galaxy. Three of them represent cusp models, whereas the other two represent
core models. With the well-known (generalized) Newman-Janis algorithm, rotating SMBHs with
DM halos can be easily constructed from these models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The overwhelming evidence for dark matter (DM) is
clear and compelling on a wide range of scales [1–5].
Motion of galaxies within clusters [6, 7], galaxy rotation
curves [8, 9], bullet cluster systems [10], baryonic acous-
tic oscillation [11] and cosmic microwave background [12]
all point to its existence. According to the latest Planck
data [13], about 5/6 of the mass in the Universe is made
of DM. However, despite numerous efforts in the search
for DM in the past decades, our understanding is still
based only on their gravitational interactions. Thus, un-
covering the nature and origin of DM is arguably one of
the greatest challenges of modern physics and cosmology
[14–16].
According to the galaxy formation scenario, every

galaxy forms within a DM halo, and at the center of al-
most every galaxy a supermassive black hole (SMBH) is
present [17]. In fact, two such SMBHs have already been
observed by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), one is
the Sagittarius A∗ black hole (BH) at the center of our
own Milky Way galaxy [18], and the other called M87∗ is
at the center of the more distant Messier 87 galaxy [19].
With the arrival of the gravitational wave (GW) as-

tronomy [20], the studies of SMBHs in galaxies with DM
halos have gained further momentum (See, for example,
[21–25] and references therein). This is because such
studies have important consequences for compact objects
orbiting around a SMBH. Surrounding such SMBHs to
distances of a few parsecs, a dense cusp of millions of
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compact objects is present [26]. These include stellar-
mass black holes, neutron stars, and white dwarfs, some
of which move along orbits around the SMBH and form
two-body gravitational systems with the SMBH. These
systems give rise to either intermediate mass-ratio spirals
(IMRIs) or extreme mass-ratio spirals (EMRIs), depend-
ing on the mass of the SMBH. In either case, the GWs
emitted by such systems will be the primary sources for
the forthcoming generation of GW detectors. In particu-
lar, the mass ratio q ≡ m/M of such binaries is typically
of O(10−3 ∼ 10−4) for IMRIs [27], and O(10−5 ∼ 10−6)
for EMRIs [28]. GWs emitted by IMRIs can be detected
by upcoming ground-based detectors, such as the Ein-
stein Telescope [29] and the Cosmic Explorer [30], as well
as space-based ones, such as LISA [31], TianQin [32],
Taiji [33] and DESIGO [34], while the ones from EMRIs
are exclusively for space-based detectors.

When a compact object moves inside the DM halo,
gravitational drag is induced on the inspiring object,
changing its orbit and the gravitational waveforms emit-
ted by it. For IMRIs, such effects can be detected using
LISA [35–38]. Similar effects for EMRIs are also expected
and can be used to study the nature of DM [39–42]. For
binaries with a very small q, to the leading order, the
compact object can be well described as a test particle,
moving under the influence of the SMBH and DM halo
[43]. Therefore, in this Letter, we focus on the gravita-
tional field produced by an SMBH in a galaxy with a DM
halo.

Using Newtonian gravity, Gondolo and Silk first stud-
ied the effects of a SMBH sitting at the center of a galaxy
on the distribution of the DM halo and found that a spike
can be produced at a distance of 4rs, where rs denotes
the Schwarzschild radius of the SMBH [44]. The orbits of
the DM particles with radii less than 4rs become unsta-
ble, so the density of the DM halo vanishes for r . 4rs.
Sadeghian, Ferrer, andWill later considered the relativis-
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tic effects and found that a spike is indeed developed [45].
However, they found that the orbits of the DM particles
now start to be unstable at 2rs, instead of 4rs, purely
due to relativistic effects, which is further confirmed by
Speeney et al [46] (See also [47]). Due to the complexity
of the problem, such studies have been carried out mainly
numerically, except for one particular case [48], in which
Cardoso et al constructed an analytic model with a den-
sity profile that asymptotically approaches the Hernquist
density contribution [49]. This solution has immediately
attracted much attention, and its various properties and
applications have already been explored, including its
Love numbers, quasi-normal modes (QNMs), tails and
gray-body factors [48, 50–52], shadows [53], and the de-
tectability of GWs emitted by am EMRI by LISA, Tian-
Qin and Taiji [54, 55], to name a few of them. Despite
all these interesting properties and aspects, the model
suffers from a couple of defects. For example, the den-
sity of the DM halo vanishes only inside the BH horizon,
instead of vanishing in the region r ≤ 2rs, as shown ex-
plicitly in [45, 46]. In addition, near the BH horizon, the
DM halo does not satisfy the dominant energy condition
[56]. Extensions of this model to different circumstances
have also been studied; see, for example, [57–59] and ref-
erences therein.
In this Letter, we present five analytic solutions, each

representing a SMBH located at the center of a galaxy
surrounded by a DM halo, in which the energy density of
the halo satisfies all the energy conditions, weak, strong
and dominant [56], and identically vanishes for r ≤ 2rs.
The spacetime in the region r . 2rs is described by the
vacuum Schwarzschild BH solution, which is smoothly
matched to the exterior across r = 2rs. The difference
between these models lies in the slopes of the density
profiles in the spike and far regions. To the best of our
knowledge, these are the only analytic models found so
far that have such desirable properties.
The detailed derivations of these solutions and their

main properties are presented in [60]. In addition, we
also find other analytical solutions with different combi-
nations of the four parameters (n, α, β, γ) introduced in
(4). However, their derivations and expressions are much
more complicated than those presented here, so we shall
report them on another occasion.

II. GENERAL SETUP OF THE MODELS

Let us consider an SMBH sitting at the center of a
galaxy and surrounded by a cloud made of massive DM
particles. Cosmologically, DM is described by a per-
fect fluid with vanishing pressures. However, such a
cloud cannot exist within spherically symmetric space-
time because the attractive forces from the SMBH will
always lead the cloud to collapse into the BH. To cap-
ture the main properties of the realistic situation, here
we consider a spherical Einstein cloud made of collision-
less DM particles all moving tangentially with zero to-

tal angular momentum, so that the cloud will have a
negligible pressure only along the radial direction, while
the tangential pressures prevent the DM particles from
falling into BHs [48]. For such a cloud, the correspond-
ing energy-momentum tensor of the DM halo is given
by T µ

ν = (−ρ(r), 0, P (r), P (r)), here ρ and P denote re-
spectively the energy density and tangential pressures
of the DM halo. The spacetime are describe by ds2 =
−f(r)dt2 + (1 − 2m(r)/r)−1dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2),
where f(r) and m(r) are the solutions of the Einstein
field equations, Gµ

ν = 8πT µ
ν . Note that in this letter we

choose units such that c = G = 1, where c and G denote
the speed of light and the Newtonian constant, respec-
tively. Then, it can be shown that the field equations
have three independent components, given respectively
by

f ′(r)

f(r)
=

2m(r)

r
(

r − 2m(r)
) , (1)

m′(r) = 4πr2ρ(r), (2)

P (r) =
m(r)ρ(r)

2
(

r − 2m(r)
) , (3)

where a prime denotes the derivative wrt r. To uniquely
determine the four unknown functions (f,m, ρ, P ), in this
Letter, we consider the choice [46, 49, 61, 62]

ρ(r) =
ρ0
(

1− 4M/r
)n

(r/a)γ
(

1 + (r/a)α
)(β−γ)/α

, (4)

where ρ0 is the characteristic density of the halo, M
the BH mass, a is the characteristic scale of the DM
halo, and the parameters (n, α, β, γ) control the slopes
of the density profile in the spike (r ≃ 2rs ≪ a), near
(rs ≪ r ≪ a), far (r ≫ a) and transition (r ≃ a) re-
gions, respectively. Observations found that 0 ≤ γ < 3
[61, 63], and 0.005kpc . a . 50kpc, where γ = 0
corresponds to core models. Recall that rs ≡ 2M =
9.608 × 10−11(M/106 M⊙) kpc. Therefore, we gener-
ally have a ≫ rs. When M = 0, the above models in-
clude several important cases [61], such as (n, α, β, γ) =
{(0, 1, 4, 1), (0, 1, 3, 1)}, which correspond to the Hern-
quist [49] and Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) [63] pro-
files. As mentioned above, when a central BH is present,
the trajectories of the DM particles become unstable for
r < 2rs and will eventually fall inside the BH, whereby a
spike is usually developed and the slope n of the spike is
generally model-dependent [44–46]. Therefore, we must
have

f = fo

(

1− rs
r

)

, m = M, ρ = P = 0, (r ≤ 2rs), (5)

where fo is a constant determined by the matching con-
ditions across r = 2rs. From (1) we can see that the Ein-
stein field equations contain only the first-order deriva-
tives of f(r) and m(r). Therefore, provided that they are
continuous across r = 2rs, these equations will be satis-
fied. For the choice (4), it is clear that ρ(r) and P (r)
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are already continuous, while f(r) can always be made
continuous by properly choosing fo. In the rest of this
Letter, we assume that this is always the case without
further mentioning it. Thus, we only need to impose the
boundary condition m(2rs) = M . With such choices of
fo and m(r), the Einstein field equations (1) are solved
in the entire spacetime r ∈ (0,∞). In addition, in this
Letter we consider only the cases in which the spacetime
is asymptotically flat

f(r) ≃ 1,
m(r)

r
≃ 0, (r → ∞). (6)

III. ANALYTICAL MODELS

With the above setup, we are ready to integrate (1) for
the density profile (4), for which we find a large class of
analytical solutions.
Model I: This corresponds to the choice (n, α, β, γ) =

(1, 1, 4, 1) and the mass function is given by

m(r) = M +Mh
(r − 2rs)

2

(r + a)2
, (7)

where Mh ≡ 2πρ0a
4/(a + 2rs). Note that m(∞) =

M + Mh. Thus, Mh is the total mass of the DM halo.
Observations show that M ≪ Mh ≪ a [1, 46, 63]. In this
Letter, we consider the case 5rs < Mh < a/10. Then, we
find

f ′(r)

f(r)
= − 1

x− a
+

x2

D1(x)
, (8)

with x ≡ r+a, andD1(x) is defined in (A.1). To integrate
(8), we first note that D1(x) = 0 has three roots, say,
x1,2,3, given explicitly in (A.2). It can be shown that
∆ > 0 defined in (A.3) for 5rs < Mh < a/10, so that the
two roots x2,3 are complex conjugates, x3 = x∗

2, while x1

is real. Therefore, D1(x) can be written as

D1(x) = Π3
n=1(x − xn). (9)

Substituting this expression into (8) and then integrating
it, we find that

f(r) =
∆α1

1 ∆
(1−α1)/2
2

r

(

∆1(r)

∆1

)α1
(

∆2(r)

∆2

)(1−α1)/2

× exp



Do

(

tan−1

(

a+ r + k

∆3

)

− π

2

)



 , (10)

where αn, ∆n, ∆n(r), Do and k are given in (A.4).
Note that, in writing the above expression for f(r), we
chose the integration constant so that the asymptotically
flat condition f(r) = 1 as r → ∞ is satisfied [cf. (6)].
With the choice fo = 2f(2rs), where fo is the constant
appearing in (5), the continuous condition of f(r) across
the surface r = 2rs is also satisfied.

By defining G(r) ≡ r − 2m(r), we find G′(r) = 1 −
4Mh(r − 2rs)(a + 2rs)/(r + a)3 > 0. Therefore, G(r)
is a monotonically increasing function with a minimal
value rs given at r = 2rs. Since ρ + P = (1 + m/2G)ρ,
ρ + 2P = (1 + m/G)ρ, we can see that the conditions
ρ ≥ 0, ρ + P ≥ 0 and ρ + 2P ≥ 0 always hold for
r ≥ 2rs, so the DM halo satisfies the weak and strong
energy conditions [56]. On the other hand, we also have
ρ − P = ρ[5 − r/G(r)]/4. Since G(r) ≥ rs, we find that
m/r = rs/2r+Mh(r−2rs)

2/[r(r+a)2] < 1/4+Mhr/(r+
a)2, where r/(r + a)2 has its maximal value at r = a, so
m/r < (a+Mh)/4a and r/G(r) < 2a/(a−Mh). Hence,
we have ρ−P > (3a− 5Mh)ρ/[4(a−Mh)] > 0 for 5rs <
Mh < a/10. Thus, the halo also satisfies the dominant
energy condition [56].
Model II: In this model, we choose (n, α, β, γ) =

(1, 1, 5, 1). Then, we find

m(r) = M +Mh

(

1 + 2
(a+ 2rs)

3

(r + a)3
− 3

(a+ 2rs)
2

(r + a)2

)

,(11)

but now with Mh ≡ 2πa5ρ0/[3(a + 2rs)
2]. Inserting the

above expression into (1), we find that

f ′(r)

f(r)
= −1

r
+

y3

aD2(y)
, (12)

where y ≡ 1 + r/a, and D2(y) is given by (A.5). Then,
it can be shown that D2(y) = 0 has four roots, two of
which are real, denoted by y1 and y2, and the other two
are complex conjugates, y∗4 = y3 ≡ y3R+iy3I , all given in
(A.6). Hence, we can follow what we did in the last case,
i.e., first write D2(y) in the form (9) but now with four
roots, then substitute it into (12), and finally integrate
such obtained f ′(r)/f(r), we obtain

f(r) =
(y − y1)

β1 (y − y2)
β2

y − 1

[

(y − y3R)
2 + y3I

2
]β3

× exp







D̂o

[

tan−1

(

y − y3R
y3I

)

− π

2

]







, (13)

where βn and D̂o are defined in (A.8). Note that
the above solution satisfies the asymptotically flat and
matching conditions mentioned above.
To show that all three energy conditions also hold in

the current case, we first note that G′′(r) = 12Mh(a +
2rs)

2(3r−a−8rs)/(a+r)5, which vanishes at rmin = (a+
8rs)/3. This corresponds to a minimum of G′(r), where
G′(rmin) = 1 − 34Mh/(4

3(a + 2rs)) > 0 for 5rs < Mh <
a/10. Therefore, G′(r) > 0 for r > 2rs. Hence, in this
region G(r) is monotonically increasing and G(r) ≥ rs.
Then, the DM halo satisfies the weak and strong energy
conditions. In addition, the maximum of [m(r)/r] is 1/4
for 5rs < Mh < a/10. Then, we find that ρ − P =
(5 − r/G)ρ/4 > (5 − 1/(1 − 1/2))ρ > 0. Hence, the
dominant energy condition also holds.
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Model III: This corresponds to the choice
(n, α, β, γ) = (1, 1, 52 , 1). Then, we find

m(r) = M +M





(

1 +
r

a

)1/2

− 2

(

1 +
2rs
a

)1/2

+

(

1 +
2rs
a

)(

1 +
r

a

)−1/2


 , (14)

where M ≡ 8πa3ρ0, and

f ′(r)

f(r)
= − 1

a(z2 − 1)
+

z

aD3(z)
, (15)

with z ≡ (1 + r/a)1/2 and D3(z) is given in (A.9). Thus,
D3(z) = 0 has three roots, denoted by z1,2,3 and given by
(A.10). Depending on the values of u and v, the nature
of these roots is different. In particular, if u < 0.1709, all
of them are real. If u > 0.1716, two of them are complex
conjugates, and only one is real, i.e., z1. If 0.1709 <
u < 0.1716, whether the three roots are all real or not
depends on the values of v. In the following, we consider
the two cases separately.

Before doing so, note that m(r) ∝ √
r → ∞ as r →

∞. Thus, the mass of the DM halo becomes infinitely
large. In fact, this is always the case for β ≤ 3, including
the NFW model [63], for which β = 3 and m(r) ∝ ln r.
In reality, a halo is always restricted to a finite region;
therefore, one needs to restrict the expression of (14) to
be valid only up to a maximal radius, say, r∞. Then, the
total mass of the halo is finite. It is interesting to note
that in the current case, the mass does not increase fast
enough, so the spacetime is still asymptotically flat, as
the conditions (6) still hold.

With the above in mind, let us first consider the case
in which all three roots are real. Hence, we first write
D3(z) in the form (9), then integrate (15), so that finally
we obtain

f(r) =
a

r

(z − z1)
γ1 (z − z2)

γ2

(z − z3)
γ1+γ2−2 , (16)

where γn are given in (A.11). The above expressions
show that we have f(∞) = 1. On the other hand, from
(14) we find that m(2rs) = M . Therefore, choosing fo =
2f(2rs), the solution can be smoothly matched to that
of the Schwarzschild vacuum solution valid in the region
r ≤ 2rs. We also found that the corresponding DM halo
satisfies all three energy conditions. However, the proof
is rather tedious and will be presented in detail in [60].
Therefore, here we shall omit the proof. The same will
be done for the case in which only one of the three roots
is real.

When only one of the three roots is real, which is cho-

sen as z1, we find

f(r) =
a

r

(

z − z1

)δ1(

(z − z2R)
2 + z22I

)

2−δ1

2

× exp







D̃o

z2I

[

tan−1

(

z − z2R
z2I

)

− π

2

]







, (17)

where δn are given in (A.12). Thus, we have f(∞) = 1
and m(r)/r → 0 as r → ∞. As a result, spacetime is

asymptotically flat, despite the fact m(r) ∼ M
√

r/a for
r ≫ a.
Models IV & V: These two models have the same

choice of (α, β, γ) = (1, 4, 0) but with n = 1, 2, respec-
tively. In contrast to the above three models, the density
profiles now become constants when 2rs ≪ r ≪ a, which
are often referred to as the core models. Then, the mass
functions are given by

m(N)(r) = M +M
(N)
h

+

3
∑

J=1

A(N)
J

(1 + r/a)J
, (N = 4, 5), (18)

where M
(N)
h and A(N) are given in (A.13). Hence, we find

f ′(r)

f(r)
= − 1

aw
+

(1 + w)3

D(N)(w)
, (19)

where w ≡ r/a and D(N)(w) is defined in (A.14). It
can be shown that in both cases D(N)(w) = 0 has four
roots given in (A.16), two of which are real and the
other two are complex conjugates, denoted respectively

by w
(N)
j(=1,...,4), where w

(N)
3 = w

(N)
3R + iw

(N)
3I and w

(N)
3

and w
(N)
4 are complex conjugates. Then, we have write

D(N)(w) in the form (9), with which the integration of
(19) yields

f(r) =
(r − aw1)

ǫ1(r − aw2)
ǫ2

aǫ1+ǫ2−1r

[

(r − aw3R)
2

a2
+ w2

3I

]ǫ3

× exp











ǫ3w3R + ǫ4
w3I



tan−1

(

r
a − w3R

w3I

)

− π

2















,

(20)

where ǫN are given in (A.15). Note that we have dropped
the superscript “(N)” in writing down (20) and (A.15)
without causing any confusion. In addition, we set the
integration constant so that the asymptotically flat con-
ditions (6) and the matching conditions across r = 2rs
are all satisfied. In these two core models, the DM halo
satisfies the three energy conditions [60].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The construction of these analytic models is expected
to significantly facilitate the studies of QNMs of SMBHs
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and GWs emitted by IMRIs and EMRIs, which are
the ideal sources of next-generation GW detectors, both
ground- and space-based detectors [29–34]. As the small
compact companion of the SMBH passes through the DM
halo, it feels gravitational dragging forces, whereby its
orbits and the gravitational waveforms emitted by it are
modified. The modifications depend on the nature and
properties of the DM halo. Such modifications can be
detected by LISA and other next generation detectors
[35–37, 39–42]. Hence, it opens a brand new window to
studying DM.
Certainly, the applications of these models are not only

restricted to the studies mentioned above but also equally
applicable to other fields, such as shadows and lensing of
SMBHs, which can be the sources of EHT observations
[18, 19], the dynamics of galaxy systems, including our
own Milky Way galaxy [1–5, 49, 63], and a better under-
standing of the cusp-core problem [66], To name a few.
Note that for EHT observations, baryons are often re-

quired to be present. In the current models, we consider
DM as the dominant matter component and consider
baryons (as well as other matter fields) as perturbations.
Therefore, to the leading order, they are assumed to be
negligible. In our forthcoming investigations, we hope to

include such effects.
Finally, we note that using the generalized Newman-

Janis algorithm [64], we can construct rotating SMBHs
surrounded by DM halos. In the Boyer-Lindquist coor-
dinates, they are given precisely by (16) and (17) of [65].
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APPENDIX A: ROOTS FOR MODELS I - V

Model I: In this model, the function D1(x) appearing
in (8) is defined as

D1(x) ≡ x3 −Ax2 +Bx− C, A ≡ a+ rs + 2Mh, B ≡ 8πa4ρ0, C ≡ 2Mh(a+ 2rs)
2. (A.1)

Then, D1(x) = 0 has the following three roots

x1 =
3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

+
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

+
A

3
,

x2 =
−1 +

√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

− 1 +
√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

+
A

3
, x3 = x∗

2, (A.2)

where x ≡ r + a, and

p ≡ B − 1

3
A2, q ≡ − 2

27
A3 +

1

3
AB − C, ∆ ≡ q2 +

4

27
p3. (A.3)

In addition, the quantities, ∆n(r), ∆n, k and αn appearing in (10) are defined as follows:

∆1(r) ≡ a+ r − x1, ∆2(r) ≡ (a+ r + k)2 + |x2|2−k2, ∆1,2 ≡ ∆1,2(2rs), ∆3 ≡
√

|x2|2 − k2,

Do ≡ 1

∆3

(

α2 − k(1− α1)
)

, k ≡ 1

2

(

3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

+
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

)

−A

3
,

α1 ≡ x2
1

x2
1 + |x2|2 + 2kx1

, α2 ≡ |x2|2
x1

α1. (A.4)

Model II: In this model, the function D2(y) appearing in (12) is defined as

D2(y) ≡ y4 −Ay3 + By − C, A ≡ 1 +
2

a
(M +Mh) , B ≡ 6

M h
a2 (a+ 2rs)

2
, C ≡ 4Mh

a4
(a+ 2rs)

3
. (A.5)
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Then, the equation D2(y) = 0 has four roots

y1 = −1

4

(

b−
√

b2 + 4y0

)

+
1

4

√

(

b−
√

b2 + 4y0

)2

− 8

(

y0 −
√

y20 − 4c

)

,

y2 = −1

4

(

b−
√

b2 + 4y0

)

− 1

4

√

(

b−
√

b2 + 4y0

)2

− 8

(

y0 −
√

y20 − 4c

)

,

y3 = −1

4

(

b+
√

b2 + 4y0

)

+
1

4

√

(

b+
√

b2 + 4y0

)2

− 8

(

y0 +
√

y20 − 4c

)

,

y4 = −1

4

(

b+
√

b2 + 4y0

)

− 1

4

√

(

b+
√

b2 + 4y0

)2

− 8

(

y0 +
√

y20 − 4c

)

, (A.6)

where

b = −(1 + 2u+ 2v), c = −4u(1 + 4v)3, y0 =

(

− q

2
+

√

q2

4
+

p3

27

)
1

3

−
(

q

2
+

√

q2

4
+

p3

27

)
1

3

,

p = −6u(1 + 4v)2(1 + 2u+ 2v) + 16u(1 + 4v)3, q = 4u(1 + 4v)3(1 + 2u+ 2v)2 − 36u2(1 + 4v)4, (A.7)

and u ≡ 2πa4ρ0/[3(a+ 4M)2], v ≡ M/a. In addition, the coefficients βn, D̂o and Dn appearing in (13) are defined
by

β1 ≡ y31
(y1 − y2)D1

, β2 ≡ y32
(y2 − y1)D2

, β3 ≡ 1

2
(1 − β1 − β2), β4 ≡

|y3|2
[

(y1 + y2) y
2
3 − 2y3Ry1y2

]

D1D2
,

Dn ≡ |y3|2 + y2n − 2y3Ryn, D̂o ≡ β4 + 2y3Rβ3

y3I
. (A.8)

Model III: In this model, the function D3(z) appearing in (15) is defined by

D3(z) ≡ z3 − uz2 +
(

2u
√
1 + 4v − 2v − 1

)

zu(1 + 4v), (A.9)

with z ≡ (1 + r/a)1/2, v ≡ M/a and u ≡ 2M/a. Then, the equation D3(z) = 0 has three roots z1,2,3, given,
respectively, by

z1 =
3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

+
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

+
u

3
,

z2 =
−1 +

√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

− 1 +
√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

+
u

3
,

z3 =
−1−

√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q +
√
∆
)

− 1−
√
3i

2
3

√

1

2

(

−q −
√
∆
)

+
u

3
. (A.10)

In addition, the constants γn appearing in (16) fir three real roots are given by

γ1 ≡ 2z21(z2 − z3)D4

z3(z1 − z2)
, γ2 ≡ 2z22(z1 − z3)D4

z3(z2 − z1)
, D3 ≡ z1(z

2
2 − z23) + z2(z

2
3 − z21) + z3(z

2
1 − z22),

D4 ≡ z3(z2 − z1)

D3
. (A.11)

with z1,2,3 being the three real roots given in (A.10).
When only one of the three roots is real, the integration of (15) yields the solution of f(r) given by (17) with

δ1 =
2az21

D̂3

, z2 = z2R + iz2I , D̃o = 2a(K3 + 2z2RK2)z2R − 2a|z2|2K2, K2 = − z1

D̂3

, K3 =
|z2|2

D̂3

,

D̂3 ≡ a[z21 + |z2|2 − 2z1z2R]. (A.12)
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Models IV & V: The coefficients appearing in (18) are given by

M
(4)
h =

4πa3ρ0
3(1 + 2rs/a)2

(

1 +
3rs
a

)

, A(4)
1 = − 3M

(4)
h

1 + 3rs/a

(

1 +
2rs
a

)2

, A(4)
2 =

3M
(4)
h

1 + 3rs/a

(

1 +
2rs
a

)2(

1 +
rs
a

)

,

A(4)
3 = − M

(4)
h

1 + 3rs/a

(

1 +
2rs
a

)3

, M
(5)
h =

4πa3ρ0
3(1 + 2rs/a)

,

A(5)
1 = −3M

(5)
h

(

1 +
2rs
a

)

, A(5)
2 = 3M

(5)
h

(

1 +
2rs
a

)2

, A(5)
3 = −M

(5)
h

(

1 +
2rs
a

)3

. (A.13)

The function D(N)(w) of (19) is defined as

D(N)(w) ≡ D(N)
0 +

(

a− 2A(N)
2 −A(N)

1 − 6A(N)
0

)

w +
(

3a− 2A(N)
1 − 6A(N)

0

)

w2

+
(

3a− 2A(N)
0

)

w3 + aw4, (w ≡ r/a), (A.14)

with D(N)
0 ≡ −2

∑3
n=0 A

(N)
n , A(N)

0 ≡ M +M
(N)
h . The coefficients of (20) are given by

ǫ1 =
(1 + w1)

3

(w1 − w2)d1
, ǫ2 =

(1 + w2)
3

(w2 − w1)d2
, ǫ3 ≡ (1− ǫ1 − ǫ2)/2, dn ≡ w2

n + |w3|2 − 2w3R,

ǫ4 =
1

d1d2

{

4w2
3R (3 + w1 + w2) + w1

(

w2 − 3|w3|2 − 3w2|w3|2 + |w3|4
)

+ 2w3R

[

1 + 3w2 − 6|w3|2

−2w2|w3|2 + w1

(

3 + 3w2 − 2|w3|2
)

]

+ |w3|2
(

−1 + 3|w3|2 − 3w2 + w2|w3|2
)

}

, (A.15)

Then, D(N)(w) = 0 has four roots, w1,...,4, given respectively by

w1 =
1

2

(

−B1 +
√

B2
1 − 4C1

)

, w2 =
1

2

(

−B1 −
√

B2
1 − 4C1

)

,

w3 =
1

2

(

−B2 + i
√

4C2 −B2
2

)

, w4 =
1

2

(

−B2 − i
√

4C2 −B2
2

)

, (A.16)

where

B1 =
1

2

(

b−
√

b2 − 4c+ 4y0

)

, B2 =
1

2

(

b+
√

b2 − 4c+ 4y0

)

,

C1 =
1

2

(

y0 −
√

y20 − 4e

)

, C2 =
1

2

(

y0 +
√

y20 − 4e

)

,

y0 =
3

√

√

√

√− q

2
+

√

(

q

2

)2

+

(

p

3

)3

+
3

√

√

√

√− q

2
−

√

(

q

2

)2

+

(

p

3

)3

+
c

3
,

p = bd− 4e− c2

3
, q = −b2e+ 4ce− d2 +

c

3
(bd− 4e)− 2

27
c3,

b = 3− 2 (M +Mh)

a
, c = 3− 1

a

[

2A1 + 6 (M +Mh)
]

,

d = 1− 2

a

[

A2 + 2A1 + 3 (M +Mh)
]

, e = −2

a

[

A3 +A2 +A1 + (M +Mh)
]

. (A.17)

Note that in writing (A.16)-(A.17), we have dropped the super-indices “(N)” without causing any confusion.
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