2201.01259v1 [gr-gc] 4 Jan 2022

arXiv
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In this paper, the gauge choices in general spherically symmetric spacetimes have been explored.
We construct the gauge invariant variables and the master equations for both the Detweiler easy
gauge and the Regge-Wheeler gauge, respectively. The particular cases for [ = 0,1 are also been
investigated. Our results provide analytical calculations of metric perturbation in general spherically
symmetric spacetimes, which can be applied to various cases, including the Effective-One-Body
problem. A simple example is presented to show how the metric perturbation components are
related to the source perturbation terms.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Metric perturbations of the spacetime is a important issue. The solution of the Einstein field equations (EFEs) for
static, vacuum and spherically symmetric spacetime is the Schwarzschild spacetime. And the metric perturbation of
the Schwarzschild black hole has been studied for a long time. To begin with, Regge, Wheeler and Vishveshwara et.al
studied the odd-parity perturbation [1, 2], while Zerilli and Moncrief investigated the even-parity perturbation [3-5].
The perturbation theory of the Schwarzschild spacetime has been well summarized in Chandrasekhar’s monograph
[7]. After decades of research and development, this theory can be applied to a variety of different physical problems.
A useful application is the quasi-normal modes of the perturbed black holes, which was initiated by Vishveshwara [8],
Chandrasekhar [6] and Mashhoon [9] et.al., and the review article of this topic can also see the Refs. [10-15]. Another
application is studying a particle moving around the Schwarzschild black hole, one can treat this point-particle as
a perturbation of the Schwarzschild spacetime [16, 17]. More importantly, studying the metric perturbation can
promote the analysis of the stability of the Schwarzschild spacetime [18-20].

In perturbation theory in general relativity, the redundant coordinate freedom can be eliminated by choosing the
specific gauge. The most familiar gauge in Schwarzschild spacetime is the “Regge-Wheeler gauge” (RW gauge), which
was first presented by Regge and Wheeler [1]. And where they also analysed the spherical harmonics and decomposed
the general perturbation in Schwarzschild spacetime into the odd-parity sector and even-parity sector. The RW
gauge has the obvious advantage of algebraic simplicity, and it is widely used in research directions. After that, the
construction and the physical meaning of the gauge-invariant properties attract people’s attention. Using Lagrangian
and Hamiltonian variational principles for the perturbation, Moncrief considered that the metric perturbations can
decomposed into the gauge invariant part and the gauge dependent part [5, 21]. Gerlach and Sengupta discussed the
construction of gauge invariant properties in general spherically symmetric spacetimes [22, 23]. Thorne review and
summarize the various scalar, vector and tensor spherical harmonics with a uniform notation [24]. Martel and Poisson
presented a gauge-invariant and covariant formalism, and they also showed that the energy or angular-momentum
radiation can be expressed in terms of gauge-invariant scalar functions [25]. Besides the RW gauge, there exist a
variety of gauge choices. For example, the light-cone gauge, which presented by Preston and Poisson [26], can provide
geometrical meaning to the coordinate in perturbed spacetime. Another gauge choice is named as “EZ (easy) gauge”
[27], which was devised by Steve Detweiler when he considered the gravitational self-force problem in the perturbed
Schwarzschild spacetime [28]. In the EZ gauge, the metric perturbation is singular on the black-hole horizon [29].

Generally speaking, for metric perturbation of the spacetime, the standard process is to decouple the even-parity or
the odd-parity EFEs, obtain the wave-like master equation and then solve the one dimensional Schrédinger equation
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with an effective potential. One of the most important step is how to construct the master variable and get the master
equation. The equations that arise in the above process have been thoroughly studied in Schwarzschild spacetime.
However, for example, if one consider a non-vacuum static black hole with hair [30-32], the metric would no longer the
Schwarzschild spacetime. Especially, when studying the Effective-One-Body problem approach to general relativistic
two-body dynamics, peoples used the static and spherically symmetric “effective metric” [33, 34]. Therefore, a natural
question is how to decouple the EFEs and construct the master variable in general spherically symmetric spacetimes,
both for even-parity and odd-parity.

In this paper, we consider the general spherically symmetric background spacetimes and the most general metric
perturbation, and the construction of gauge invariant properties. For even parity, we find that there exist several
gauge choices, including the EZ gauge and the RW gauge. Under the EZ gauge, we construct the master variable
to decouple the equations for the gauge invariants, obtain a third order master equations. However, the third order
equation can be written as a second order equation after the separation of radial and time variables. While under the
RW gauge, we also construct the master variable and master equation, and find that the master equation is a second
order wave-like equation. For odd-parity, the master equation remains as the second order wave-like equation as we
known.

Considering the general metric perturbation in static spherically symmetric background spacetimes, Throne pre-
sented the idea that how to construct ten spherical harmonics basis [24]. Through our paper, we use the A-K notation
[27], which was first presented by Steven Detweiler when he considered the self force problem. The advantage of
using this notation is that one can obviously find the relation between metric perturbation components and the gauge
invariants. In our paper, through the gauge invariants represent different combination of the metric components, we
show that the master variable have the similar structure under EZ gauge or RW gauge.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we discussed about the basic framework. First, the
ten orthogonal harmonics basis have been introduced. Then the decomposition of non-vacuum Einstein equation
and the A-K notation have been reviewed. After the investigation of the transformation of the metric perturbation
under gauge vector, we review the EZ gauge and the RW gauge. In Sect. 3, first we introduce the construction of
gauge invariant properties. Then we focused on constructing the master variable and the master equation, both for
even-parity and odd-parity. We also study the situation for [ = 0,1. In Sect. 4, a example that considering a small
particle go around the circular orbit in spherically symmetric spacetimes has been researched. At last, we summarized
our paper with some discussions. In our paper, complicated expressions of parameters and many results are listed in
Appendixes.

Throughout our paper, we use the A-K notation similarly to [27]. Units will be those in which ¢ = G = 1. In Sect.
3, the subscript, e.g., ¥y and 1, always represent the quantities under the [ = 0 case and | = 1 case, respectively. For
general [ > 2 cases we would not specially marked it. The superscript with Roman letters , i.e. x!' and x', represent
the quantities under the EZ gauge or under the RW gauge, respectively.

II. BASIC FRAMEWORK

A. Orthogonal Harmonics Basis

Consider that a general spherically symmetric background spacetimes have the metric gl(l?j)

ds? = —e*dt? + 22 dr? + r2(d6? + sin® 0dp?). (1)

To decompose the tensor fields on the background metric, we choose the orthogonal basis composed of scalar spherical
harmonics, vector harmonics and tensor harmonics. First, we define two unnormalized and orthogonal co-vectors v
and n

Va = (_170’070)’ Na = (0717070)7 (2)
and the projection operator onto the sphere surface

Qab = gfz?)) + 62q>’Ua’Ub - e2Ananb = T2dia'g(07 0,1, Sin2 9)7 (3)

and the spatial Levi-Civita tensor, €upe = v%€gape, where €trop = et A2 gin 9.
In general, the complete basis on the 2-sphere are constructed by I-scalar spherical harmonic, Y™ = Y™ (9, ¢),

and 3 pure-spin vector harmonics and 6 tensor harmonics. The pure-spin vector harmonics are given by

YaE,lm _ Tvay'lvn7 YaB,lm _ reabcnbvcylm7 YaR,lm _ naylm- (4)



And the pure-spin tensor harmonics are given by

Ty ™ = QaY'™, T = nan Y™™, (5)
Tﬁjl’lm = Tn(avb)Ylm, Tﬁ)l’lm = Tn(aeb)cdnCVlem, (6)
1
T, =1 (Qachd - 5Qab90d) N ) L e LU T A A (7)

Note that the vector harmonics are orthogonal to each other,
f{ YA Y ) dQ = N (A 1, )5 a6 S (8)

with {4, A’} € {E, B, R} and N("*)(A,r,1) is the specific normalization factor for vector harmonics. And the tensor
harmonics are also orthogonal to each other,

f{ TAITl ) A = N (A, 16 4 a0 Gy, )

with {A, A’} € {T0,L0,E1,E2, B1, B2} and N(**™) (A, r 1) is the specific normalization factor for tensor harmonics.
The expression for these normalization functions Nv¢¢ and N%" are listed in Appendix A.

B. Decomposition of Linearized Einstein Equations

For perturbed spacetime, we denote hyp to represent the linear perturbation of the background spacetime g((l?)), ie.,
the metric of perturbed spacetime can be written as
Gab = 955 + hab- (10)
The background metric and the perturbed metric satisfied the Einstein Field Equations (EFEs), respectively,
Ga(9'") = 87T, (11)
Gap (90 4 h) = 87(Tup + Tap)- (12)

where Ty, and T, denote the non-vacuum background and the perturbed energy-momentum tensor, respectively.
Expanding the EFEs in terms of hgp, we get

Gar(99 + h) = Gap (V) = =Eap(h), (13)
where FE,;, is the linearized Einstein operator
—167Tap = Eav(h) = Ohap + Vo Veh, — 2V, Vhpye + 2R hea + 9an(VEV  heg — OhY) — gay Rhea + Rhap. (14)

Note that now the Ricci curvature R and the scalar curvature R, of the background do not imposed to vanish. If R
and R, are vanish, then the background metric would degenerate to the Schwarzschild metric, which is the situation
discussed in Ref. [27].

Detweiler decomposed the harmonic modes of the perturbed metric hqp, and recently, Thompson used the “A-K
notation” to express the decomposition of perturbed metric as

m m E,lm B,lm R,lm T0,lm
Ry =A va0pY"™ 4+ 2B 0o YV 4 2C v Yy 42D v, Y, + E T,
+F TE2m g B oy TELIm oy TBLIM LK pEOm (15)

where all coefficients A through K are scalar functions of (¢, 7).
For even-parity (polar part) pieces with [ > 2, the perturbed metric can be decomposed as

A }/lm -D }/lm —-rB 89}/Im —-rB aqb}/lm
oven Sym K Y, rH 0pYim rH 04Yim (16)
ab Sym  Sym 7?2 [E +F (Bg + %l(l + 1))} Yim 72F [090g — cot 00,] Yim

Sym  Sym Sym r2sin® 0 [E — F (92 + 311+ 1))] Yim



While the odd-parity (axial part) pieces with [ > 2, the perturbed metric can be decomposed as

0 0 rcsc0C 0yYim —rsind C 0pYim
odd N 0 0 —resctJ 0pYim rsin@ J 0yYim
hay” =€ Sym Sym —r?csclG [0p0y — cot 00,] Vi, —%G [csc 9835 + cos 00y — sin 983} Yim (17)
Sym Sym Sym 7?G [sin 999y — cos 00) Vi,

These “A-K notation” could be linear transformed into the notation taken by Detweiler [27]. To get the explicit
expression of coefficients A-K, one can project the metric perturbation onto tensor harmonic basis. We give the
expression of coefficients in Appendix A.

Now, we can get the A-K components of any rank-2 tensor in the spherically symmetric background. For example,
from Eq.(14), one can write

—167TA = Ep = e*® 7{ E.(h)(v*Y:,)dQ, (18)

to represent the “A-term” of Top, or E,up(h), which along the direction of v“vbYl;‘n. The expression from Ea to Ex are
given in Appendix B.

C. The Gauge Transformation

Considering a gauge vector £¢, the first-order metric perturbation h,, would be transformed as

hab = hab - 2v(a§b)7 (19)
As a vector, £* can be projected onto the pure-spin harmonic basis as
é.a - P va}/lm 4 R YaR,lm 4 S YaE,lm 4 Q }/aB.,ln*L7 (20)

where P, R, S and Q are scalar functions of (¢,7). The function P, R and S describe three degrees of gauge freedom
in even-parity, while function Q describes one degrees of gauge freedom in odd-parity. Next we use A to represent
the A-K projections of 2V ,&). For example,

lm

AA=A— A =2 7{ V (ép) (0" 0V, )A€, (21)

here A and A correspond to the projections of hyp, and izab, respectively. Projecting 2V (,&;) on various tensor harmonic
basis, one could obtain the A-K components of 2V ,&;) as follows:

_ 6_P_ —2A+2<I’a_(1) __@ l
AA =25 — 2 5 R, AB= 20+ P,
) o  _0d oR
—2A
AE—2¢ g WHDg AF = 25,
T T T
AG = 2q, AH_1R+<2—1)S,
r ar r
& 1 9d OA 8 A
8- (g-r-5-%)e Ak = (25 -2 ) -

D. Gauge Choices

Generally speaking, £* has four scalar functions, there are four degrees of freedom in spherically symmetric space-
times. Hence by setting values of these four scalar functions we can choose four gauge properly. For example, under
the gauge transformation, the scalar function F(¢,r) would transformed as

F—F-AF—T-2s. (23)
T



By setting S = rF/2, the degree of gauge freedom has now fixed, and F = 0. Then substituting this S back into
Eq.(22), one can move on to eliminate the next degrees of freedom. In even-parity sector, choose the functions P, R
and S would fix three variables of metric perturbation. And in odd-parity sector the function @ would fix one variable
of metric perturbation.

Note that in odd-parity sector, AG is parallel to Q, but there exists some derivative relation between AC, AJ and
Q. If we want to eliminate G under the gauge transformation, just make Q = rG/2 then G = 0 and AC and AJ are
uniquely determined. If we eliminate C under the gauge transformation rather than G, then Q could be arbitrary
function of r with some integration constant, which could not determine AG and AJ. Such choice is obviously not a
appropriate gauge choice. Similarly, in even-parity sector, one should first fix S since it parallel to AF. After fixed
S, to avoid bringing the integration constant, commonly, there are several gauge choices to fix P and R via AA, AB,
AE or AH. Below, we would list and discuss two useful gauge choices.

Regge-Wheeler Gauge. Regge and Wheeler first presented RW gauge by setting certain RW variables to zero
[1]. In the even-parity sector of Schwarzschild spacetime, to eliminate three gauge freedom, RW set

RW,even RW,even
hy ¢t = by =G =, (24)
which corresponds to set B = F = H = 0 in the A-K notation. And in odd-parity sector, RW set hEW = 0, which
corresponds to set G = 0 in the A- K notation [27]. For general spherically symmetric spacetimes, we set
2 OF
SAW — Ip PEW — B+ =2
2 T
oF r
REW _— H—C— RW _ " 25
" 2 0r’ Q 9 (25)
which means
2 0F r OF
RW R,lm E,lm B, lm
=B+ —— ) vaYim H--— )Y, FY, GY 26
&, ( +2at)vl+<r 28) +2 + 3 (26)

It should note that this gauge choice is exactly the same as the gauge choice for A-K notation in Schwarzschild
spacetime, i.e. Eq.(6.7) in [27].

Easy gauge. The EZ gauge was first introduced by Detweiler when he considered the self-force problem, in which
gauge the following metric components are vanish

B=E=F=G=0. (27)

To eliminate these metric components, the components of gauge vector could be set as

2 9F
SEZ:fF PEZ — B ror
2 RNCITE
RPZ = ri(l + 1) F + 2¢*'E, Q" = 2G, (28)
which means
2 9F
7= < B+ 7%) VaYim + (rl(l +1)eXF 4 - 5 2AE) yutm 4 2FYE m 4~ GYB tm, (29)

IIT. GAUGE INVARIANTS AND MASTER EQUATIONS

In this section, we would first introduce a general set of gauge invariant quantities in the spherically symmetric
spacetimes. With these gauge invariants, we can investigate how to construct the single master variable and master
equation under the certain gauge choice.



A. Gauge Invariants

Generally speaking, when a gauge transformation is performed using a gauge vector £%, we know from Eq.(22), the
change of the metric perturbation would be as, e.g.,

G-2aq. (30)
r
0 1 09 O0A
‘”—<5‘;‘5;‘EJQ- (81)
Together with these two relation, we obtain
o OA 0
AJ + (8_+E_8_)AG_ (32)

The above equation indicates that one can define

I )
_J+2(8 +E—§)G, (33)

and « is a gauge invariant quantity. Note that there are seven even-parity variables and three odd-parity variables
in metric perturbation, while there are three even-parity components and one odd-parity component in gauge vector
&%, which tell us that we can construct four independent even-parity gauge invariant properties and two independent
odd-parity gauge invariant properties for [ > 2 case. Following the construction of «, we find that

ST NN

or Or Or
1/;_% —geQAg[:E ; B - 2o 2A§E—11(z+1) QA%F—il(l+1)e2AF—£l(l+1)62A% :
e:—% —ge”g—fE— %B TU 2‘1’2—@F—;§—;F (34)

These relations would be the same as Eq. (7.5) of [27] when the spacetime degenerate to vacuum case, i.e., degenerate
to Schwarzschild spacetime. The construction of these gauge invariants are directly and obviously. Further, one can
construct other gauge invariant properties based on these gauge invariants.

From now on, we do not distinguish A and A. Note that we use the superscript I or II to denote the quantities or
parameters under the EZ gauge or the RW gauge, respectively. Adopting the specific EZ gauge, we set

B=E=F=G=0. (35)
And the gauge invariants become
a=1], B =-C,
Y =H, o= JK.
' =D, e = —%A. (36)

Here a and § are not superscripted because they are the same under EZ gauge or RW gauge. Similarly, adopting the
specific RW gauge, we set

B=F=H=G=0, (37)



the even-parity gauge invariants become

1 0
m_ 1 ooa - 3K -3 / 27 o2A
X =-3ze E, P! K 2( rA"+1)e**E — o
r o2 9 m_ Ay L a2
M=D+ = 3¢ ot € = 2A 2T‘I>€ E. (38)

Using these relations under EZ gauge or RW gauge, each A-K projection of the linearized Einstein equations, i.e.
Eqgs.(B1)-(B10), can be rewritten as a combination of the gauge invariants we listed in Eq.(34). The results can
be found in App. C. It is obvious that under the EZ gauge, the relationship between the gauge invariants and the
perturbed metric components seems more simpler, hence next we first investigate the master equation under EZ
gauge.

B. Master Equations for [ > 2

Assuming that the perturbation of stress-energy 7Ty is known, i.e. Fa-Fxk are known quantities, now we investigate
that how to solve these gauge invariants properties.

1. FEwven-parity, EZ gauge

The Bianchi identities indicate that not all seven even-parity projection equations in App. C are independent. It
has shown that there are four independent gauge invariant properties. Note the specific structure of expressions of EJIX,
EL, EL, EL and EL, we find that one can obtain 96'/0t from GEL /0t, and obtain €' from EY or EL. Substituting
these relations into 2F} + EL. With the help of software Mathematical, after large but tedious calculation, we find
that the coupled partial differential equations for x! and 2! could be constructed as

o I 262/\—2@7, 62 I o I I 2A A
o T T(20T — e2h)) ( 8t2x a 2(%21/’ 2 8tED> * _IX + _11/’ rBr +5 271 (EK +2Bn)
(39)
0 Kle2A—2%, 82 1y 1 o2 0 MI I 1 I
gt _ il o)1 _ 2
81"2/} 7201 — e2A)\) 8t2 pretd 8152 w 2 815 D 21"7'I rrl ¥
rle*hr I L ya—20 I 23y 7l
T (Px +2Ey) — 7e r(E) +e*TAEy) (40)

where A = [(I + 1), and 7%, o, 41, p!, !, v' are a series of functions determined by the background spacetime, which
can be find in App. D. Note that in these two equations, there is no spatial derivatives of the source term. Now the
goal becomes decouple the gauge invariants y' and !, e.g. the Eqgs.(39) and (40). We find that the gauge invariants
x and ¥ can be combined as

ZI(+) — O.IXI _ 2,¢I, (41)

which is called as master variable and satisfied the master equation

2e2A 2% 93 NI 0? 0? NL 9 NI
L?A)\ — 20! ( (o =k )8t26r N(e2A\ — 201) 7! 8t2> et or2  Nlolor rNlglf! even’

(42)

with the source term

gl _pah2e NAE+ aEI_ rNp 2 1_27”(0_51) *
cven INT A or A NY(e2AN—200)2710t" P e2A\ — 241 Otdr
0 N} 1 0 0
+ehr [QNIEF +r(e* A — o)l By — S (E{I + §E%<) —r(s' =o' (EEQ +2EE§I)} . (43)

In the above equations, the parameters N', NI, N}I{, N} and Ni, Ni, NL, N are functions depend only on
background. The explicit expression of these parameters can be found in App. D. Unlike the well-known Zerilli



equation, the master equation under the EZ gauge is a third order equation. However, if we suppose that the Eq.(42)
be abbreviated as

o 2 2 )
A iZ o) 7 g 44
<a6t26r+ o T on T, +e> Seven: (44)

and define Z'+) = Z(r)le’™!, then we get a second order equation,

o 2, 0 N[ () _ ql
[CW + (d — aw )E + (e — bw )] ZH) =8 en- (45)

When we consider some special case of the spherically symmetric spacetimes, the coefficient of the third order
of Eq.(42) would be vanish. Further, if the spacetime becomes Schwarzschild spacetime, the master equation (42)
would be equivalent to the result listed in [27], in other words, the result as Zerilli’s [3]. The discussion about the
degeneration of our result could be found in App. E.

Once the Eq.(42) has been solved, together with the definition of master variable Eq.(41), the gauge invariants x
and 1 can be solved from

1 e (1ot g2
- NI e2A)\ — 201 ot

% ZI ) 2 TI%ZI(+) _ M%21(+) + 64A72<I>T27_IE1&

24 =22.3 (LI _ 1Y 5
+ e2A ) _(201 ) 3tED + 2 (2N = o) T B — M2 (61— o) (B + 2En) | (46)
1 [4e20-20,2 2 1
1_ 0 € 7”(“ )3 I(+ 19 iy, 2My 4A—28 2 Tl
w‘Wl Py R A A= A 2
2e1A7208 (v'=0d') 0 24,2 (27 I\ Il 27,2 (1 1 I 1
+ IR _ 951 (,%ED-FG ( )\—U)TEF—e r (FL —U)(EK+2EH) , (47)

where M! and M} are given in App. D. And then the remaining two even-parity gauge invariants ' and €! can be
obtained from Eqs.(C3) and (C5), respectively,

1 3} 0

I 20,21 L 2A

= - E —4 4
0 2 — 20208 4 e2A\ 4 27D — 67D’ 4 2rD'? 4 202D — 22N/ P! <e "D F e )\Tat Taﬂ’ > (48)

1 0
e = 56*2“2@ 2ra—XI +2(1 —rA 470" ) — 29" + 82AT2E11;] . (49)
r
From Eq.(36), the even-parity metric perturbation components A, D, H, K could be read out directly.

2. FEven-parity, RW gauge

Similar to the steps in the previous subsection, using the field equations EY to EY in App. C, one can eliminate
the gauge invariants 6'' and €'!, and then obtain the following coupled equations,

9 n 2e2A 2%y n 9 n 0 5 1 o2, 9 p" u 11
g g z “r £
TPy vl G TER S oL R T I TH v
2A 2A
— S (e A+ 200’ — 2B + T (2B} + EY) . (50)
_1/}11 olle2h—2%y 0118_2 11 1/)H 1 21 8EH n /L_H m_ V_HU)
T (ol — 20 A7 — 2r®’) arX 8t2 2¢ TP X rril
+ e*hr (HIIEH 1+ oo 4 UIIEII) _ 164A72<I>TEII (51)
ey F H K) 7 g A



where the parameters o1, 711, T, ! 1T L™ are parameters depend only on background spacetime, and the explicit

expressions of them can be found in App D.
We find that the master variable can be similarly constructed as,

ZII(+) — O'HXH wII, (52)

and then the master equation under the RW gauge is given by

o IAINI /0 52 1 92 NI § NI
LHT <——2 + T—Q) o 7 2" = Shens (53)
N ot?  Np or (NT)? Or — (NTT)? prII

with the source term is,

11 1111 11
AN 2<I>T[ Na n, o T 9 o ro 9 II]

SH —F —
2 (N11)? At NI gp A + (g — 27\ — 2r®') Ot~ P

even

NI ro [T + o (AN + 2rd’ —2)] 0 ol
2A F 11 11 11
—er { 9 (NH)2 TH EF + NH E F —2 ] (2E + EK) 5 (54)

where N, N%I, Ng, Ng, N}J, NI? are all depend on background spacetime, which can be found in App. D. Under
the RW gauge, the master equation is a wave-like equation. We find that if the metric becomes as Schwarzschild
spacetime, then Eq.(53) would be equivalent to Eq.(E6).

Once Eq.(53) has been solved, one can get x!! and ! from

1 0
XH — W {2 Ha ZII(+ + MIIZH(+) 4A72¢‘,’,27_HE‘IAI 4 82AT2 I:K:H 4 O'H (821\)\ 4 27"@/ _ 2)] EII-?‘I} , (55)
1 0 1
e = {TUII Ha Z11(+) +MIIZII(+) 2 AN 20,21 T pll | s o202 11 [m +oll(e 20\ 4 9@/ _2)} EII:I},
(56)
and the remaining two gauge invariants 6! and €' could be obtained from EL and EY, respectively,
ST M2 Ep 4+ 1r(2 — 2e2M 4+ e2A\ + 6r®’ — 2rA’ + 2292 — 22N P+ 27‘2@”)%)( — 47‘%1/1 (57)
B 2 — 228 4 2\ 4 27D — 67D’ 4 2r D% 4 2r2P" — 22N/ P! ’
m_ 1 ontos 9 ' 2,2
€ =ge 27‘8 X+2(1—rA +rd®)x —2¢ + e r*Ep| . (58)

When y, ', 6™ and €T have been solved, the even-parity metric perturbation components A, D, E, K could be
given by

A = 2 2AF22,. g/ 1T o 11 D=sll4 T%XH,
0

E = —2¢ 201, K = 29" 4 2(rA — 1)\ — 27“(9—)(11. (59)
T

Under the RW gauge, the master variable be written as the combination of gauge invariants x'' and #''. In original
Zerilli’s work [3], the master variable was written as the combination of K, s and Ry s, which corresponding ! and
J, 0™ in our paper.

3. Odd-parity

For odd parity, both gauge choices for the EZ gauge and the RW gauge are consistent. We construct the odd-parity
master variable as

Z) = (r+r2A’+r2¢')ﬁ—r22ﬁ+r22

or ot (60)
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then the master equation is given by

82 —2A+2<I>X 82 Y’ / / 0 Nodd (=)
{_ﬁ‘f'e ? W_ 7+3A +3(I) E—’—T—Q A —Sodd, (61)
with the source term
X 1 Y’ 0 Y 0
_ 20, 2 - I & T — - =
Sodd = €51 v KT+A P Y)ECjLarECJFXatEJ}’ (62)

where X, Y and N,4q are parameters only related to the background spacetime, and the explicit expression of which
can be found in App. D. Once the Eq.(61) has been solved, together with the structure of the odd-parity master
variable Eq.(60) and the perturbed field equations Eqs.(C15) and (C17), we have

2A

__& (.2 20 9 ()
a=-— (r Ej+e 8tZ ) (63)

and

r

8= % [e“r?Ec - <% — 20" — 2<1>’> A (;9 Z()] . (64)

Hence the odd-parity metric perturbation components C and J could be obtained.

C. Specific Cases for [ =0, 1

In previous subsection, we have discussed the construction of master variable and master equation for even-parity
and odd parity of [ > 2 case. However, the decomposition of metric perturbation would take some other form for
the specific cases of [ = 0,1. In this section, we investigate how to solve the metric perturbation at the values of
I =0,1. Note that in this subsection, we use, e.g. Ay and Aj, to represent the scalar functions in metric perturbation
and gauge vector for [ = 0 and [ = 1 cases, respectively. And we also use, e.g. EXZO) and Egzl) to represent the
projection function Fa for [ = 0 and [ = 1 cases, respectively.

1. =0 case

For the special case [ = 0, the scalar spherical harmonic function only remains Y0 = ﬁ, which makes that the

metric perturbation takes the form
=0 — L (s 2D E Konab 65
ab = m( 00V + 0V(aMb) + Bo0ab + Kong b)7 ( )
and the gauge vector takes the form

_ 1
gt(llio) = m(PQ’UQ + Rona). (66)

In [ = 0 case, we only have four components metric perturbation, both of them are even-parity sector. Under the
gauge transformation, the metric perturbation would be transformed as

_ 9 —2A+2P 5/ _ 9 4 9
AAO - _2EPO —2e @ R07 ADO - E - 29 PO — gR@,
672A )
AEg = 2= Ry, AKg = (2— - 2A’) Ro. (67)
r or

The structure of AAg, ADg and AKj are the same as | > 2 case, but AE is different from the expression in Eq.(22)
since S is not exist for [ = 0. From Eq.(67), we can construct two gauge invariant properties,

1 r 1 r 0
— K, __2AA/E __2AE __2A_E
) 580 — g€ 0~ g€ ko — e o ko,
10 0 1 1 0 1 0?
=" Ay — DAy + —D + =22(® + rd"Ey + —e**rd —Ey + —e*r=— F,. 68
0= 5500 0F gD+ 5o (4@ Ey + 5eTr gy + 5ot g5 B (68)
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(z:o), Eg:‘” and E}({lzo) are given by

Choosing the gauge Dy = Eg = 0, we find that E(l 0 Ep

EX:O) =2r 2 N (1 4+ &2 — 2rd 4 27N + 12N D — 2% r2®") Ag
0
+ 2 —26—4A+2(I> (4T'AI _ 1)KO _ 2,],,—16—4/\"1‘2(1)8_}{07
-
0
EU=0 =27°_1e_2A§K0,
_ ol 62
E}(EJI_O) =2r_1e_2A_2¢(rA’<I>’ e <I>')Ao . T—le—2A—2<I>(T,A/ 4o — 1)3 Ao +e —2A— 2@8 2A0
0 0?
+2r e NP + r®” 4 rd” — 20 NP — N VKo +r e A (rd + 1)8_K0 e 2A20 52 — Ko,
r
_ 0
E}({l_o) =—4r e 2P/ Ay + 27‘71672{)8—140 +2r 27 (e 4 2PN + 2N D — 23 r2®")Ko. (69)
r
And the gauge invariants vy and oy become as
1 10
Yo 5 %0, 00 = 5340 0- (70)

Note that under the specific gauge Eg:o) is not easy to expressed as a combination of ¢y and 0y. A more convenient

way is to define the structure
0 E(z 0) (1=0) ) (1=0)
— o, =20 E

or
=4r 2 M (1 4 2 4 2PN — 27D 12N D — 2% — r2®")oy

9 F—lo—4A+20 0
+ 2990 + 27’051/10 — 92 — o, (71)
where the explicit expression of ug, 9 and 7y can be found in App. D. And E (1=0) E(l 9 and EI(éZO) are given by
(=0 74T71672Aﬁ¢ (72)
D — 0>
ot
Egzo) = —2r e A2 (A — 1) + 2672[\72@8200 +4r e MNP — 20 + rd’? 4 rd” — 2r N @)1
r
0
—1,—4A _aa—20 O
+2r e (rd’ + 1)51/)0 + 2e pYe 1/;0, (73)
E}({l:o) :47°_1e_2‘1’00 + 4T—2e—2A(62A + oA 4+ 2N D — rzq)ﬂ _ T2q’”)¢o- (74)
From Eq.(74) we get
(75)

0p = %emEI((l:O) _ T—1€2<I>—2A(62A oA 4 2N — 29 r2<1>”)1/)0,

Then substituting o into Eq.(71), 1o would satisfied the relation
2wy — Ar3e M2 (2N L 9P N 4 2N P — 207 — 1 287) (=1 + 2N — 20 — 120" + 20\ + 12N D — 129")
(76)

+270£—4_1 —4A+2<I> > %o _SIO)

or
where S(=0) is the source term
S(l 0) (;9 E(l 0) _ OE(l 0) 2®/E(Al:O) _ T*1€72A+2¢‘(_1 +€2A 4 2,,,,A/ _ 2,,,,@/ _'_,,,,QA/@/ _T2®/2 _ T2¢//)E1((l:0) . (77)

Meanwhile, substituting oy and (72) into Eq.(73), ¢ also satisfied the relation

0 r 1=0
(405 - 00) o = 564/\55 ),
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where 1o and o are parameters which can be found in App. D, and S5~ is the source term

- 1 9 = - 1 0 (= _
Sél_o) = 56_2¢T‘§Eg_0) - Eg_o) + 56_2A ra—EI(é_O) +(2—-rAN+ QT@’)EI&I_O) . (79)
T

One can obtain 0ty /0r from Eq.(78), and substitute it into Eq.(76). The equation of ¢y would becomes a algebraic
equation, and then oy can also been obtained. Note that in Schwarzschild spacetime, both side of Eq.(76) are singular.

2. =1 case

For the special case [ = 1, the tensor harmonic basis T£2’1m and T£2’1m vanish, hence the scalar functions Fy
and G; would no longer exists. The four components of the gauge vector &, make that there are only three gauge
invariants for even-parity and one odd gauge invariant for odd-parity. For [ = 1 case, the remaining eight projections
of 2V ,&y) are the same as the results for [ > 2 cases.

First, we investigate the even-parity sector. As we explained, for [ > 2 cases, one should first determine the
component function S of gauge vector &, to make F vanish under the gauge transformation. However, when [ = 1,
the lack of F; prevents us from constructing the gauge invariants as the cases for [ > 2. The even-parity | = 1
metric perturbations is related to the linear momentum of the system [4]. Note that if we take the gauge choice
B; = E; = H; = 0, which was introduced by Zerilli in Schwarzschild spacetime, the relation between Fa and metric
components would no longer a simple decoupling relationship. However, taking the gauge choice

Ay =E; =H;, =0, (80)

we find that E'4 and the metric perturbed components K has a simple relation. Now part of the projection of linearized
EFEs are given by

_ B
E‘g‘lfl) I 2T71674A+2¢ (8_K1 + 7‘71(1 + 62A _ 47‘A/)K1) , (81)
T
EUEY —29-2(1 — 2,9)B; + 19, 4ot O
D or ot
— 21”72672[&(1 +rd 4+ 207 — 3rA — 2N+ r2®"\Dy, (82)
BV 4BV =2r e (<2 4 e - 20 — 20 4 20N + N9 - 120")K,
) 92
dr e 22(1 — M) =By — 422 B;. 83
e (1 = ) 5B — AT o B (83)

From Eq.(81), the metric perturbation function K; could be first solved. This solution can be used in Eq.(83) to solve
B1, and then from Eq.(82), Dy could also be solved. The remaining projection of linearized EFEs, such as Eg or Eg,
can be used to check the consistency of the solutions.

Then we investigate the odd-parity sector. For [ > 2 cases, one should determine the component function @Q of
gauge vector £, to make G vanish under the gauge transformation. For [ = 1 case, Gy is no longer exists, which means
that we can not construct the gauge invariant properties o and  as | > 2 cases. However, from the components of
the projection of 2V (,&),

0
ACi=-2Q, (84)
0o 1 ;o

one can construct a gauge invariant property «; as

0 0 1
al:EJl_'—ECl_ <;+®/+A/> Cl. (86)
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When [ = 1, the odd-parity of the projection of EFEs are

Eélzl) =272 (3 — e P20 1 6rd 4 20 — 20N — TPEND 2N+ 4r2<1>") Cy

0 0? 0 0?
—1_—2A —2A —1,_—2A —2A
—r e (—2+3TA/+3TCI)/)ECl+e Wcl —r e (—3+2TA’+2T<I>’)§J1+6 8t8rJ1’ (87)
o (1 — 2D 5N 4 3rd + 30207 + 320 — 3r2A’q>’) Ty
0? 0 0?
—2% —1,-2® / / —20
— —J 14rA PH)—-Cy — . 88
I S Y T (88)
Together with Eq.(86), Eq.(87) and Eq.(88) can be decoupled. And the master equation for I = 1 odd-parity can be
written as
0 oas20 Y1 [ 0 4 Xi 0 Ny =1
- - = | = — —3A —30 — L= — =g= 89
{ ot? T X |Or? * r X, or + 2y odd > (89)
where S’(()ldfll) is the source term, which can be given by
_ Y; 1 X - d (1= X1 0 =
qu=n) _ 2021 | (1 v g A1) pe=1) 9 p=1) A1 0 pa=1| 90
odd ¢ Xl T + X1 C + 8’[” C + Y1 8t J ( )

In the above equations, X1, Y7 and N7 are all parameters only depend on background spacetime, which can be found
in App. D. Once Eq.(89) has been solved, the metric perturbation components C; and J; can be determined by

_ 0
C :Xll {eQArEgl) T (=34 2rA +2r® )y — Tgoq} , (91)
2A—2P _ o
J, = v r2 <e2‘1>E§”) + &m) : (92)

IV. EXAMPLE: CIRCULAR ORBIT

In this section, we present a simple example that a small object moves a circular orbit around the center of a
spherically symmetric spacetime. We only analysis the solutions for [ = 0,1 in this section. For [ > 2 cases, we only
provide a general approach, and consider that which could be discussed by numerical methods in the future.

Assuming that the small object moves along the worldline z(7) with mass p and four velocity u,, the stress-energy
of this point particle takes the form [35]

U Uy
A /_g(O)

where 7 is the proper time, ¢(®) and §* are the determinant of the background spacetime and the four-dimensional
Dirac delta function, respectively. Generalizing the standard analysis on the textbook [36], the time-like geodesics in
general spherically symmetric spacetime is

Ty = 84z — 2(7)]dr, (93)

— 1= gabuaub — _e2q>t'2 + 621\1;,2 + T2¢2. (94)

Using static Killing field £* = (9/0t)* and rotational Killing field ¢* = (9/0¢)%, two conserved quantities € and L
can be defined as

E = —gaplub = 2%, L = gupp®ub =12, (95)
then the geodesic equation is given by
1

1-2 —2A L2 1 —2A—-2P o2

Considering that the particle moves along the circular orbit with radio R, which is determined by 9V /dr = 0.
Hence the four velocity of the particle can be written as

ug = (=£,0,0, L), (97)
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and now £ and L represent the specific energy and angular momentum of the particle, respectively,

e®lr —RA/|R
E=——oo-, L=Ry/—~1—. 98
VBN g +1 \| BTz + 1 (98)

where |r denotes the corresponding function takes the value at orbit radius R. The orbital frequency can also be

defined as
v\ 2 e2<I>A/|
2=(L) —— L 99
() - .
which gives two useful relations
029 R
&= OR? L, QL =—RN|r-E. (100)

Projecting the stress-energy momentum 7y, to ten harmonic basis, one can obtain Ea to Ex for the circular orbit.
The results reveal that Fp, Ey, Fy and Ex are vanish automatically, and the non-vanish projections of stress-energy
momentum are valid for [ >0, 1 > 1 and [ > 2, respectively. For [ > 0,

lm _ “AtaHE « (T
By = = 16me M s - R)Y, (g,m) , (101)
LOR?
By = —sre M5 — R)Y;, (5, Qt) , (102)
r 2
where Ex and Ffg satisfied the relation Fa = —%EE. For |l > 1,
167 g HEQR? 0
Elim— — AP §5(r—R) [ —Y,(0 ‘ 103
B l(l+ 1)6 ’I”3 (’f‘ ) (8(/7 lm( 790)) 9:%,4/):(215, ( )
167 pEQR? 0
Bl = 8(r = R) (55Yim(6,9)) | 104
C l(l+ 1) T3 (’f‘ ) (89 lm( 7()0)) 0:%,¢:Qt7 ( )
and for [ > 2,
16m(l —2)! o puLlQR? 0°
B =S A (- R) |2 Y1 (6,0) + UL+ 1)Yi (6,9) | | 105
F (l+2)' € ré (T ) 062 lm( ,(,0)+ ( + ) lm( 7‘/7) 9:%,4;::915, ( )
32m(l — 2)! uLQR? 0?
Bl = 8r = R) (5051t (0,9) ) | . 106
G (l+2)' T4 (T ) 898(/7 l,m( 7<P) 9:%7@25“ ( )
A. The Circular Orbit for [ =0
For [ = 0, substituting Egs.(102) into Eq.(78), we have
9 _ _ T ang00
<LOE — 0'0) /(Z)O = —56 EE . (107)

Using the standard method to solve the above equation, one can obtain
" UO(T) ' T/€4A(T,) /Tl UO(TH) " 00 /,./ /
T d S P | — ' | E d
v o </ Lo(r) T) / l 200(r") P Lo (r") " g ()| dr
r R 4N|R
= —exp / 24y —/ 70 4 ft¢ EYO(r — R)
to Lo 2L0|R

T R 4/\‘1{ _
= —exp (/ @dr) ¢ EY®O(r - R), (108)
R lo 2L0|R
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where the relation Y (6, ¢) = (21/7) ! has been used, and £’ denote the evaluated coefficient to the delta function,

_ LQ Nlg -
E%O _ _4\/7—“5—A|R—<I>|R IUR? _ 4\/E6—A\R—‘I’\R'u |]§ 5_ (109)
From Eq.(70), we have
Ng-p€ "
Ko = 209 = —4ymda i o (/ @dr+3A|R—@|R) o(r — R). (110)
Llr R lo
Using Eq.(75), one can get ¢, and then solve Eq.(70) to obtain A,
20N [R - pE " oy
Ay = 4y/me 7|-A-exp - —dr +3A|g — ®|r| O(r — R), (111)
Lo|R Lo
where
_ —1/,2A / 2572 2/ 250 "oo(r')
A= [ r= (e +2rA —r?d®"" 4+ 1A' — r°d") exp (/)dr—2A dr. (112)
Lo\ T

With Ay and Ky in hand, the metric perturbation can be directly written out. Since both Ay and K contain step
function, it is obvious that inside the orbit, i.e. r < R, the perturbation would vanishes. While outside the orbit, i.e.
r > R, the perturbed metric could be given by

1
hgg =——(Agvauy + Kongnyp)

N

Ng - u€ :
:262‘1’M-A-exp [_/ @dr+3A|R—‘1>|R
Lo

Va Vb
Lolr
A/ . T
oMo nE [/ @dr+3A|R—q>|R] Nany. (113)
Llr R O

Unlike the Schwarzschild spacetime, there is no clear definition of the mass M for general spherically symmetric
spacetimes, hence we can only give this general result. It is obviously that the perturbation for [ = 0 only affects on
g+ and g,.-. Degenerate to Schwarzschild spacetime, this perturbation is equivalent to adding a extra mass dm to the
system [4].

B. The circular Orbit for [ =1
1. Even-parity for | =1

For [ = 1 even-parity, we have found that metric perturbation components can be set as A; = E; = H; = 0,
rather than construction of gauge invariants. From Eq.(81), it is shown that K; could determined by Ea. Note that
Y75, (5, @) would vanish for m = 0, hence

pE ., (m T4 e —4rN
Ki=—8nRE v (5, Qt) exp (—/R —————dr+3Alr— 2|z | ©(r — ). (114)

Substituting K; into Eq.(83), together with Fy = Ex = 0, we have

0 0 -1 2A 9 —
5 (&&) —rl1-e )EB1 = KK, (115)
where
K= %T_2€2¢_2A(_2 + 2N —2rd — 120" 4 20 A 4 PPN D — 12D, (116)

Hence, By could be solved by Eq.(115). Then considering Eq.(82) with Fp = 0, in principle, the metric perturbed
component Dy can also be obtained.
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2. Odd-parity for | =1

To investigate the metric perturbation components C; and J;, we should first solve the master variable a; from
Eq.(89). Then using Eqs.(91) and (92), C; and J; can be obtained. However, G automatically vanish for [ =1 case,
there exist one freedom for odd parity. If we impose the gauge choice by setting C; = 0, the master variable for [ = 1
odd-parity becomes as

0
=571 117
R TS (117)
Eq.(91) becomes as
0 3
501+ (— — 27" - 2<1>’) a = e*MEg, (118)
or r
the solution of this equation is
167 pEQR? 0
=- . 2A 420 —2d|g) - | ==Y, (0 _m e
Qq 0+ 1) 3 exp(2A + |r) (80 im ( 790)) lo=7 =0t
plL 9 ..
= =8 et (%}/Im(ea 90)) lo=z =0, (119)

where we have used the relation Eq.(100) and the fact [ = 1. From «y, one can solve J; with undetermined function
that only depend on r. However, the metric perturbation component J; yields a contribution to hi’en and higl.
Next, we impose the gauge choice by setting J; = 0, and now the gauge invariant oy becomes as

1
o= - <_ FA £ q>’> C1. (120)
or r

Substituting this relation into Egs.(91) and (92), we know that a; should only be a function of r, and C; satisfied
the second order differential equation

52 2 . N\ o
WCl‘f’(;—?)A —3(1))501

— 2 (3 — D 220 4 6rd + 1207 — 2PN — TN 4 2N+ 4r2<1>”) C = 2 E¢. (121)

which just the Eq.(87) with J; = 0. Counsidering that F¢ contain the delta function, we predict that the solution
of C; contain the step function O(r — R), with two arbitrary constants of integration. One can be determined by
considering that the background spacetime without intrinsic angular momentum, and the other can be determined
that perturbation C; would be convergent at infinity [27]. If the background metric degenerate to the Schwarzschild
spacetime, our equation would becomes Eq. (10.21) of [27], which gives a non-vanishing h{} out side the circular orbit
to describe the adding angular momentum of the system under the [ = 1 even parity perturbation.

C. The Circular Orbit For [ > 2

Generally, the master variable could always be theoretical analysis for [ = 0,1 cases. But for general problem for
[ > 2, we should use the numerical methods to deal with. From the source term, Eqs.(43), (54) or (62), we know
that the source term are depend only on Eqgs.(101) to (106). Both of these terms could be separated a common term
e~ ™ which implies that our master equations, Eqs.(42), (53) and (61), can be written as the second-order ordinary
differential equations in 7 for each [ and m. And the distributional sources of these differential equations would be
vanish everywhere except at the circular orbit radius r = R.

The basic sketch is as follows. To solve the second-order equations, one can study two regions separately. One
region is from the circular orbit radius to infinity, i.e. 7 € (R, 00). In this region, a naturally boundary condition is
considering a appropriate radiation at spatial infinity. In the other region there are multiple situations. For example,
if the background spacetime has event horizon, then one should determine this region from the event horizon to the
circular orbit radius, i.e., r € (r4, R). Then solve the differential equation with the boundary condition is given by a
appropriate radiation at the event horizon r;. Another example is that the background spacetime is a perfect fluid
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star without event horizon, then one should determine the other region from the center of the star to the circular
orbit radius, i.e., r € (0, R). Then solve the differential equation with some boundary condition at the center of the
star 7 = 0. Finally, after the equations in two regions have been solved separately, using the matching method at the
radius R via the jump conditions generated by the source term, the metric perturbation components at any radius r
could be determined.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we have systematically studied the gauge invariant perturbation of a general spherically symmetric
spacetimes. First, we find that, in general spherically symmetric spacetimes, for even-parity, there are several gauge
choices. One is the well-known RW gauge, and the other was presented by Detweiler and named as EZ gauge. For
odd-parity, only one gauge choice that by setting G = 0. Then, we mainly focus on the construction of master
equation for [ > 2. Under the EZ gauge, the master equation Eq.(42) for gauge invariants is a third order equation.
However, after the separation of variables, the equation would becomes as a second order equation that can be solved.
Under the RW gauge, the master equation Eq.(53) for gauge invariants is a second order wave-like equation. For
odd-parity, the master equation is also constructed as Eq.(61). Next, the situation for [ = 0 and [ = 1 have been
discussed. For [ = 0 case, we present the equations that the gauge invariants satisfied. For [ = 1 even parity, in
spite of the construction of master equation is not easy, we find that the metric perturbation components are still be
determined when the source is specified. And for | = 1 odd parity, the master equation Eq.(89) for gauge invariants
still a wave-like equation. Finally, using our results, we investigate a small point particle moving along the circular
orbit in general spherically symmetric spacetimes. In particular, the form of the solutions for [ = 0 and [ = 1 have
been carefully discussed.

It is shown that what we have calculated are so complicated. Which implies that whether understand or apply our
results, one should use the mathematical software. Based on our results, people can further investigate the gauge
invariant properties in different background spacetime, such as axisymmetric spacetime. Meanwhile, these invariants
and master equations could be widely applied in Effective-One-Body problems and post-Newtonian problems.
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Appendix A: Normalization Factors And A-K Decomposition

By projecting each vector harmonic and tensor harmonic into itself over the 2-sphere, it is easy to find that the
normalization factors N(“¢¢) (A, r,1) and N“™) (A, r 1) in Sec.IT can be calculated as

FYE 100 = N B, 1D S =104 )
%YaB"lm(Y];l/m/)dQ e N(vec) (B, r, l)éll/dmm/ = 872A72q>l(l + 1)5ll/5mm/7

f{ Y (g 0 d = N (R, D)o Smm = € 2281 G
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and

T (Tgh 1) A = N (T0, 1, )31 Sms = 2000 S

TEO™(TEb ) A2 = N (L0, 7, 1) 81 S = €~ 26008,

TEN (T )7 dQ = N (B v, D)ow S = %e*%l(z + 1)610 O

1
TEV (TR, ) A = N (B e, 1) Sy = =~ 72211+ 1) 6

\e\\e\\e\,\e\*e\*e\

2
1+ 2)!
TEP T ) dQ = N (B2, 1, 1) 6 ms = ugs”,(smm,,
a 2(1—2)!
[+ 2)!
T2 (TS ) A = N (B2, 0, 1)1 6y = e—%—?@%aw(smm,.

Projecting the perturbed metric hgy, onto different bases, one can obtain the expression of coefficients A-K:

m a * 62(P m a
A= e“’?{hgb (v1°Y;" )d, B= —mj{hl Y, d9,
e4<I>+2A
C= ) ](habv B S, D= —62<1’+2Aj§hlm VY, d9,
_ 1 ab* _ 2(l - 2)' ab*
E—§7§h T70,1m A2, F—m]{h Tg2 1, ds2,
2(1 = 2)! L4 e
G=2" =7 +2A%h ab* dO H= — fh ab* dO
(l+2)' e B2 ilm ) l(l+1) El im )
4AA+29 b A b
) ]{h TBTmds, K=e j{h T76 m dS2-

The above results are only valid for [ > 2 situation.

Appendix B: Decomposition of Linearized Einstein Equation

In this appendix, we show the decomposition of linearized Einstein tensor into the A-K components. Note that
these expressions are only valid for [ > 2.

Even parity:

Ea =2r2e 2N (=14 427N — 2r®’ 4+ 12N/ ® — 120"° — p2")A — 1 2e2%(12 + 1 — 2)E

0 0?1
=2l RPN = 3) 2B 4 27N S E — o 2PN 4 2)(1 4+ 1)( - DF
04
— 292722 (L L D)(r A — 2)H 4+ 20 Le A2 (1 4 1)

— p 2T ANT22 2+ el +1) - 8rA'| K —2r~'e —4A+20

Ee
0
K. (B1)

Ep =r 2 M (=3 4+ 3¢ 4 4rN — 4rd’ + 3r2A'® — 3r°0"° — 3r20")B

0 A 02 0
—r e (24 AN 47 ) =B+ e —B+rte?MAN -0 D —r e D

or or? or
0 1 3} d
S B O o S B -l —2A /
8tE 5" (I#+1 2)8tF r e (=3 +rA —I—T(I))atH—i- 31581"
_plem2A 9

ot (B2)
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Ep =r 211+ 1)(1 = 2r®")B +r Y1 + 1)823 +2r (=1 41rd )gtE 26‘?9
T T

—r 2722 = 26N 4 M 4 €222 4 20 — 6rA + 20207 — 2720/ D + 229" D

0 0
—r—ll(z+1)5H+2r—1e—2A§K, (B3)
1 0
Fg=— 57‘_26_2A_2(I>(€2Al + M2 4 4r® — 4PN 4 42" A — e A2 (L A 4 27°<I>')8—A
T
0? 0 0 0?
—2A—20 -1 -20 —1_—2A-20 —2A—20
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Appendix C: Linearized Einstein Tensor In Terms of Gauge Invariants

In this appendix, we rewritten the linearized Einstein tensor in terms of gauge invariants under the EZ gauge or RW
gauge, including the even parity and the odd parity. Note that for even-parity, we use the superscripts to distinguish
expressions under the EZ gauge and RW gauge, respectively. These relations are only valid for [ > 2 case. The
relation A = /(I 4 1) also has been used in this appendix.

even parity, EZ gauge:

EY = —ar2e M1 4+ 2r N — 2rd 4+ 1A' D — 2% — r2®")el — 2r 2 2AT2P )\ (r A — 2)y!
0 0
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_ 26721\72{)8_261 o 2’]"716721\72@(—1 + ’I"A/)Q(SI + 2672A72¢' 82 61 + 7'72672[&)\(—1 + ’l"A/ _ T(I)/)XI
or? ot otor
d
- 7‘716721\)\8—)(1 + 2N (ezA)\ +4r® — 8rA + 4r20"% — 872N D + 47°2<I>”) Pt
r
o te (14 e Lty ge-2a-20 (C4)
or oz’
E}IT =2r 27200 27’726721&(—1 +rA — rfb/)xl - 27”716721\6&)(1 + 27"72672[&1/)1, (C5)
r

0 0
Bl =—2r2e??(1 4 r®")e + 27”_16_2(1)6—61 — r_le_%’&él —2r 272N (1 4 0!
r

62
+ 7207 (1 4 362D 4 BrA — 3rd’ + 3P AP — 3728 — 3120 )\ — e 2% 5 ' (C6)
1 -2 _—-29 2A 7\ I -1 _-2® 0 I -1 _-29 0 1
By =2r"" (e A+ 4r®') e —dr e —8€+4T e _8t6
T

— 22N 4 r® )T+ 4r 7272 (2N £ 2r A + PN D — 2o - 23" )yl (CT)



21
even parity, RW gauge:
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Appendix D: The specific structure of the parameters

| > 2, even-parity, EZ gauge:
The parameters 71, o', k!, 41, pl, pl, v!in Eqs.(39) and (40) have the following form:
l=— 24?2\ + 209, (D1)
ol =1 — e 4 A\ 4 rd — 3rA + 720" — 2N + 29", (D2)
k=201 — 2\ + 270’ + 2N, (D3)
(D4)
(D5)

=

A =3 =3¢ 4 370" 47207 — A (T — AN +10') + 3170,

Pl =— 267N 4 M\ 4 4rd 4 2020 — 2\ (24 r D) + 202D

ph =24 (A= 8) + ™ (6 — 5A +2X%) —r [14 + e**(9A — 22)] A" — r [—10 + € (18 — 13)) + 2**\] @
+ 200207 — 72 [40 4 3¢2 (3 — 4)] '@’ + 72 [20 + 2N (TA — 12)] % + 72 [8 + 2V (51 — 12)] @”

)
35

+ 2% [LA = (94 ¢20) @] (N0 — @ — @) 6% (07 4+ 07 — A’fI)’)2 , (D6)
V=—d+4e® A =2) =27 [-8+ N+ 4] A —r [4+ (N -6)] @

2 [SA’Q C 8NP+ 802 + 40" — 2N () — 4) (A’@’ _ 9% @”)}

— 213 (40’ — 30) (A’(I)’ - @”) — o (@’2 . A’<I>’)2 . (D7)

The parameters in the master equation Eq.(42) and the source term Eq.(43) are fpunctions of background function
U(r) and A(r). To simplify the expression of Ng and Nz, we introduce two auxiliary parameters M and M':

M} =2v"+ plot, (D8)
M} = —pt + Aot + 7! (O’I) " (D9)

then parameters in Eq.(42) are given by
N =2 — 246" — 206" — pt () — 207" (01, (D10)

NE = (ND? (€221 = 207) + 2r (e2A — 20") (0" — &1) 7 (N1’
+ N2 010" = 49 (1) + 201 (o) = 20" (o) — 42N 4 8 (o) 7 4 262 (1)
—dro'r! (1) 4 8 (07)* TIA — 2620 A (o) + 4ol T — 81 (o) '
il [=p" (A = 207) o1 441 (<26 - d0T) — a7t (<1 (01) + 201 (14 1A — 1) + €A1 470 |},
(D11)
Np =2MIN' + (N)” + 200t () + N6t 290 4+ plat =2 (7147 (7)) (D12)

Ny =2rN'r (M) = Md (N'plat + 207 (1)) + MINT (10! + 071 (o)), (D13)
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and the parameters in Eq.(43) are given by

Nk == 207! (W) 4 N (29! = plot + ar 8o IA 2 (71) - 410 ) (D14)
N = — Np +27'N' (e ) = 20") (o — &T) (1 4 2rA)), (D15)
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[ > 2, even-parity, RW gauge:
The parameters 71, o1 g1 pt1 41 and v in Eqgs.(50) and (51) have the following form:
=o' 4+ 2r®’ -2, (
ol =2 = 2¢2A 4 28\ 1 4r® — 4N + 2020"° — 272N D + 212" (D19
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The parameters in the master equation Eq.(53) and the source term Eq.(54) are functions of background function
U(r) and A(r). Similarly, to simplify the expressions of N}, N}} and N, two auxiliary parameters M{' and M3 are
introduced as

Mt =20" 4 o (o1 - 2), (D24)
M =211 T, T (O,H)’7 (D25)
Then the parameters in Eq.(53) are given by
N = — 4 4 20" 4 2611 — 2 (61) 4 (6™)” 4 2071 (o11) (D26)
220 (GTfI _ 9 1Y)
(r11)? [0 — 27 (A’ + @7)]
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NH _
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N§ =N (203 4 o7 (M])') 4 f! [ =™ (W) 4 N (=24 07 (01))] (D29)
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and the parameters in Eq.(54) are given by
NI = (NH)2 [V O 4 (NH)/ 4 oNT (_2'“11 I SO . (O,H)’)
4 oNU,I (r (™) + 27 4+ 4r A7 — 2rq>’TH) : (D30)
NI = (NII)2 KT 1o NI [KH F(e2 - 2)011} [_2MII g (UH i 27_11)} B W L o g (NH)’
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+4r2 (") 71 (= (N @+ 2NN 4 N (D31)

[ > 2, odd-parity:

The parameters of X and Y in the odd-parity master equation for [ > 2 are
X =1-3e® + XN+ 3rd + 3r20"° — rA' (5 + 3rd') + 320", (D32)
Y =1 -3¢ + 2\ + 5rd + 3r20"° — 3rA’(1 + rd') + 3r20". (D33)

And the expression of parameters N,qq is given by

rY’

Nogag = 2r2A"% 4+ r® 4+ 2720 £ 7N + 472N D — 2 — 272N — 272" — Y + N

(=14 2rA +2rd’). (D34)

l=0:
In the case of [ = 0, the parameters g, vy and 7y are given by

2 — 22N 2r2A'2(2 +r®') + 2r2A" — 2r20" + 12N/ (49" + 2wd'? 1 3r®") +1r®' (2 + r2A" — 2r2@") — r3"

Ho= T(—1—|—62A—2T<I>’—T2<I>’2+TA’(2+T<I)’)—T2<I>”) 7
(D35)

Vo _2r284A+2¢{A’(—2 +87A") — 2(—1 4 4rA)®' + (=1 + 4rN')(—4A 4+ 20") + 4(A' +rA")

(—1+4rA’) [—2@’2 @ (=24 12N — 20207) + A'(2+ 26N + 270 + 728") + (2N — 49" — rcb’”)} }

+
1 — e 4270 + 1202 — ¢ A/(2 + D) 4 123"
(D36)
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| =1, odd-parity:
In Eq.(89), the parameters X; and Y7 are given by
Xy =—1+4e* —5r® — 37207 + 3rA/ (1 + 1) — 310", (D40)
Vi =—1+e* —3rd — 3020 + rA' (5 + 3rd) — 3r°0", (D41)
and N; is given by
_X !/
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Appendix E: The Degeneration Of Eq.(42)

The coefficient of the third order term in Eq.(42) is given by
9p2A -2,
821\)\7_%27"(0’ — :‘ﬂ?). (El)

This coefficient would be vanish when the relation ¢ — x = 0 satisfied. From App. D we know that
o—r=—-1+e*—3rd" — 120?24 rA + 1’ND — 123", (E2)
If the spherically symmetric spacetimes Eq.(1) becomes as a specific metric
1
f(r)

we find that now the scalar curvature R is parallel to o — x, which implies that the third order term of Eq.(42) would
be vanish under the condition that R = 0.
Then considering that the metric of the background spacetime degenerate to Schwarzschild spacetime, i.e.

ds® = —f(r)dt® + dr? 4 r%(df? + sin® 0dp?), (E3)

-1
ds? = — (1 - %) dt* + (1 B %) dr® +7*(d6? + sin® 0dy?), (E4)
r T

where the Riemann curvature R,; and the scalar curvature R would be vanish. The master variable and the master
equation Eq.(42) would become as

I+ 1)r
Z==T"J 12 E
o X T2 (E5)
93 92 2 (r — 2M) 82 4 [6M2 + 2 X+ 3(A+4)Mr| 5
(r—2M)(6M +7rX) 02" 6M +rx or2" (6M +1))? ar
224M3 + 12(12 +1 - 1)M?*r +2(4 — 1+ 21> + 1Y) Mr? + 12+ 1 — 21 — I3)r3]
- - Z=25y. (E6)
(r —2M)r(6M + r\)?
with the source term
. s [96M2 +2(TA — 18) M7 + A(A — 2)7‘2} . 5 0
a 2(r — 2M)3(6M + rA)? AT 2M)2(6M + oy o
rd d (+1)r 11+ 1)r®
- —— Ep — — (2B + Ek). E7
(r—2M)2(6M +ra) 0t 0 2(r—2M)2 " 2(r—2M)(6M—|—r/\)( u + Br) (E7)

where A = A\ — 2 = (1 4+2)(I —1). Tt is obvious that the degeneration of our result is the same with the result in
Schwarzschild spacetime [27].
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