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Absorption In a static spacetime
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Absorption In a static spacetime
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Absorption In a static spacetime
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Absorption In a static spacetime
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Absorption: Asymptotic limits
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Absorption: Asymptotic limits
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Absorption: Numerical results
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Absorption: Numerical results
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Final remarks

* The oscillatory pattern for the absorption cross section comes from
contributions for different I.

* The resonance peaks in the absorption cross section are related to
the quasibound states in the potential well.

* The differential scattering cross section presents an oscillatory
pattern, which comes from contributions of different impact
parameter.

* The differential scattering cross section is lower for resonant
frequencies.
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