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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 inves-
tigated. Our results provide analytical calculations of metric perturbations 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.

I. INTRODUCTION

Metric perturbations of spacetimes is an 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 articles of this topic can be found in [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]. In addition, 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 specific
gauges. The most familiar gauge in the Schwarzschild spacetime is the “Regge-Wheeler (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 the Schwarzschild spacetime into odd-parity sector and even-parity sectors. The RW gauge has
the obvious advantage of algebraic simplicity, and it is widely used in the literature. 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 be 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 reviewed and summarized 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]. Recently, Sopuerta considered that the master functions
are linear combinations of the metric perturbations and their first-order derivatives, and discussed about the master
equation for vacuum spherically symmetric spacetimes [26]. Besides the RW gauge, there exist a variety of gauge
choices. For example, the light-cone gauge, which presented by Preston and Poisson [27], can provide geometrical
meaning to the coordinate in perturbed spacetimes. Another gauge choice is named as “easy (EZ) gauge” [28], which
was devised by Detweiler when he considered the gravitational self-force problem in the perturbed Schwarzschild
spacetime [29]. In the EZ gauge, the metric perturbation is singular on the black-hole horizon [30].

Generally speaking, for metric perturbation of a spacetime, the standard process is to decouple the even-parity or
the odd-parity EFEs, obtain the wave-like master equations 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 gauge-invariant variable and get
the master equation. The equations that arise in the above process have been thoroughly studied in the Schwarzschild
spacetime. However, for example, if one considers a non-vacuum static black hole with hair [31-33], the metric would
be no longer the Schwarzschild spacetime. Especially, when studying the Effective-One-Body problem to general
relativistic two-body dynamics, peoples used the static and spherically symmetric effective metric [34, 35]. Therefore,
a natural question is how to decouple the EFEs and construct the gauge-invariant variables in general spherically
symmetric spacetimes, both for even-parity and odd-parity perturbations.

In this paper, we consider the general spherically symmetric background spacetimes and the most general metric
perturbations, and the construction of gauge invariant variables. For even parity perturbations, we find that there
exist several gauge choices, including the EZ gauge and the RW gauge. Under the EZ gauge, we construct the gauge-
invariant variables and 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 equation, and find that the master equation is a second order wave-like equation. For the odd-parity
perturbations, the master equation remains as the second order wave-like equation.

Considering the general metric perturbations in static spherically symmetric spacetimes, Throne showed how to
construct a ten-spherical-harmonic basis [24]. Through this paper, we use the A-K notation [28], which was first
presented by Detweiler when he considered the self-force problem. The advantage of using this notation is that
one can obviously find the relation between the metric perturbation components and the gauge invariants. In this
paper, through the gauge invariants representing different combinations of the metric components, we show that the
gauge-invariant variables have the similar structure under the EZ gauge or the RW gauge.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we discuss the basic framework. First, the ten orthogonal
harmonics basis are introduced. Then the decomposition of non-vacuum Einstein equations and the A-K notation are
reviewed. After the investigation of gauge freedom, we consider the EZ gauge and the RW gauge. In Sect. 3, we first
consider the gauge invariant properties. Then we focus on constructing the master equations, for both even-parity
and odd-parity perturbations. We also study the cases for [ = 0,1. In Sect. 4, an example that a small particle goes
around a circular orbit in spherically symmetric spacetimes is investigated. Finally, we summarize our main results
with some discussions.

Throughout this paper, we use the A-K notation similarly to [28]. Units will be chosen in which ¢ = G = 1. In
Sect. 3, the subscript, e.g., ¥g and 11, always represents quantities for [ = 0 case and [ = 1 case, respectively. And
the superscript with Roman letters, i.e. x' and x!I, represent the quantities under the EZ gauge or under the RW
gauge, respectively.

II. BASIC FRAMEWORK
A. Orthogonal Harmonics Basis

Let us start with the general spherically symmetric spacetimes

ds? = gWdatda® = —e2*dt? + 2N dr? + r2(d6° + sin® 0d?). (1)

a

To decompose tensor fields on the above background, 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

Vg = (_1705070)5 Ng = (0715070)5 (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 l-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™, Ty = nan Y™, (5)
Tﬁjl’lm = Tn(avb)Ylm, Tﬁ)l’lm = Tn(aeb)cdchlem, (6)
1
T, =1 (Qachd - 5Qab90d) N ) R e O A A (7)

Note that the vector harmonics are orthogonal to each other
7{ YA (YR ) dQ = N (A, 1, 1)5 440610 S (8)

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

' m!

%Tﬁ;lm(Tab )*dQ — N(ten) (A,ﬁ l)éAA’éll’émm’a (9)

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 N ¢ and N(") are given in Appendix A.

B. Decomposition of Linearized Einstein Equations

For perturbed spacetimes, we use hy;, 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)
Gap(9'?) = 87T, (11)
Gap(9'9 + 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 hgy,, we get

1
Gap(9' + 1) = Gun(9') = 5 Ean(h), (13)
where FE,;, is the linearized Einstein operator

— 1677y = Eap(h) = Ohap + Vo Vih®, — 2V (. Vohy)e + 2R hed + 9ap(VEVheq — Oh%)) — gap R Nea + Rhgy. (14)

Note that now the Ricci curvature R and the scalar curvature R, of the background do not vanish in general. If R and
R,y vanish, then the background metric would reduce to the Schwarzschild metric, which is the situation discussed
in [28].

Detweiler decomposed the harmonic modes of the perturbed metric hg, as

hi =A v Y™ 4 2B v YV 4 2C v Vi)™ 42D v VP 4+ B T, 00

+F B g B oy TV oy BV LK TE (15)

where all coefficients A through K are scalar functions of (¢,r), which were referred to as the A-K coefficients in [28].
For even-parity (polar part) perturbations 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



For the odd-parity (axial part) perturbations with { > 2, the perturbed metric can be decomposed as

0 0 rcsc0C 0pYim —rsind C 0pYim
odd N 0 0 —resctJ 0pYim rsin@ J 9yYim
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 linearly transformed into the notation taken by Detweiler [28]. To get the explicit
expression of coefficients A-K, one can project the metric perturbation onto tensor harmonic basis. We present these
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 7, or E,p(h), which along the direction of v“vbYlfn. The expression for Fa-Fk are given
in Appendix B.

C. The Gauge Transformation

Under a gauge transformation, ¢ = z® 4 £, the first-order metric perturbation h,, would be transformed as

hab = hap — 2v(a§b)' (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 for
even-parity perturbations, while the function Q describes one degrees of gauge freedom for odd-parity perturbations.
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 hgp, and izab, respectively. Projecting 2V (,&,) on the 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 independent functions, representing four degrees of freedom in spherically symmetric
spacetimes. Hence by properly choosing these four functions we can work with different gauges. For example, under
the gauge transformation, the scalar function F(¢,r) would transform as

F—F-AF—T-2s. (23)
T



By setting S = rF/2, one degree of the gauge freedom is 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 perturbations, properly choosing
the functions P, R and S would fix three variables of the metric perturbation. In the odd-parity properly choosing
the function Q would fix one variable of the metric perturbation.

Note that in the 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 set @ = 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 an
arbitrary function of r with some integration constant, which could not determine AG and AJ completely. Such a
choice obviously cannot completely fix the gauge freedom. Similarly, in the even-parity sector, in order to fix the
gauge completely, one may first fix S from AF. Afterward, there are still several choices to fix P and R via AA, AB,
AE or AH. Below, we would discuss two useful gauge choices.

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

hé%W,even _ hi%W,e'uen _ GRW _ O, (24)

which corresponds to setting B = F = H = 0 in the A-K notations. And in the odd-parity sector, RW set W =0,

which corresponds to setting G = 0 [28]. For general spherically symmetric spacetimes, we set
2 OF
SAW — Lp PEW — B+ =2
2 T
oF r
REW _— H—C RW _ " 25
" 2 0r’ Q 9 (25)

which means

2 9F F
¢RW — ( B+ ?%) 0 Yim + <TH— g%) yRlm 4 2FYE“”+ —GYBim, (26)

It should note that this gauge choice is exactly the same as the gauge choice with the A-K notations in the Schwarzschild
spacetime, see, for example, Eq.(6.7) in [28].

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

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

To eliminate these metric components, the components of the gauge vector are chosen 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
backgrounds. With these gauge invariants, we shall investigate how to construct the single master equation under
certain gauge choices.



A. Gauge Invariants

Generally speaking, when a gauge transformation is performed, we know from Eq.(22), the metric perturbations
will change, for example,

AG =2q, (30)
r
g 1 0P O0A
AJ_(E‘?‘E‘E)Q’ (81)
from which, we obtain
r(0® OAN O
AJ+§<W+E_E)AG_O' (32)
The above equation indicates that one can define
r (00 OAN O
a_J+§<E+E_§)G7 (33)

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

by
a:J—i—% (g—f—i—%—%)(},
g0
X:H—%ezAE 1(11‘1) 2A _g%F’
b = %K - % QA%E ;ezAE geQA%E - gl(l + 1)82A%F - 31(1 +1)e?AF — gl(l + 1)62A%F,
§=D+ geQA%E—i- <2r‘2—f - 1) B- r(,%B - T—;af;rF —|r= TQZ—T - %l(l 1) %F,
e:—% —g w‘;—f - %B—%l(l+1)ewg—f —gg—; . (34)

These relations are the same as Eq. (7.5) of [28] when the background is vacuum, degenerates to the Schwarzschild
case.

From now on, we shall work in the coordinates £, but for the save of simplicity, we shall drop all the tildes. 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 have

B=E=F=G=0. (35)
Then, the gauge invariants become
a=1], B =-C,
V= H, Y= K
st =D, e = —%A. (36)

Here o and § are not superscripted because they are the same under the EZ gauge or the RW gauge.

adopting the specific RW gauge, we have
B=F=H=G=0,

Similarly,

(37)



the even-parity gauge invariants become

1 1 1 0
m_ Looa m_ tre Lo 27 o2A
XT=—ge E, P 2K 2(TA +1)e*E — pm
r o2A 9 n_ L, 1 -9
SM=D+ = 5¢ o € = 2A 2T‘I>€ E. (38)

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

B. Master Equations for [ > 2

Assuming that the perturbation of the stress-energy 7T,p is known, i.e. Fa-Ek are known quantities, now we look
for the master equations, in terms of gauge invariants.

1. Ewven-parity Perturbations and the EZ gauge

The Bianchi identities indicate that not all seven even-parity projection equations in Appendix C are independent.
It has shown that there are four independent gauge invariants. Noting the specific structure of the expressions of EJIX,
EL, EL El and Ef, we find that one can obtain 96'/9t from OEL /0t, and €' from E or EL. Substituting these
relations into 2F} + EL, after a large but tedious calculation, we find that the coupled partial dlfferential equations
for x! and ¢! can be constructed as

9 1 2¢24 2%y 1 02 1 9 ’YI 1, P or Loan o, €M I
X =gt ey (7 X 25t g 2h )+ Lo+ Loyt Ll T (kv m).
(39)
P 2A72<I> 32 o2 1 o
I o2 ) ' ! vty
gp__rce T _ —e20 Y AT S
1/} 7201 — e2A)) ( 6t2x 8t2w R D) o TTIw
Klehr L 420 1 28\ 11
+ S (Bk + 2Bh) — 1¢*20r (BL + A}, (40)

where A = [(I+1), and 71, 0!, 4%, p!, p!, v! are functions determined by the background spacetime, which can be find
in Appendix D. Note that in these two equations, there is no spatial derivatives of the source term. Now the goal
becomes decouple the gauge invariants ' and 9!, e.g. the Eqs.(39) and (40). Introducing the gauge invariant

ZI(+) — UIXI _ 2,¢)I, (41)

we find that Z'(+) satisfies the master equation

228 —2%). 93 NI 0? 1 02 NL 9 N}
L (P VN S _ T o ot Y D 9 Z1(+) — gl
LQA)\ — 201 ( r(o = )8t28r NI(e2A )\ — 201) 7! 8152) +2r7! or?2  Nlolor rNlglf! cven?

(42)

with the source term given by

L NA 10 1 - rNp, ﬁ 1 2r2(0" — K1) *
AR+ —E\ D
2NT 81" NT(e2AN — 201271 Ot e2A\ — 201 Otor

SI

even ~

2A

I
+e EE +r(e* ) - al)rlﬁE; _ Nk (EII{ + lEIE) —r(k' =) (%Eﬂ + 2EE§)] . (43)

[QNI or NTrT 2 or

In the above equation, the parameters N7, N%, Né, N% and N}v N]g, N%, N%IK are functions depending only on the
background. The explicit expressions of these parameters can be found in Appendix D. Unlike the well-known Zerilli
equation, the master equation under the EZ gauge is a third-order equation. However, rewriting Eq.(42) in the form,

o3 0? 0? 0 I
— = il (+) = ¢l
(“aﬁar + b8t2 +ec 52 + da + e) Z\ =8 (44)



and setting Z'(*) = Z'(r)e™* and SL _, = S ., (r)e’t, we obtain a second-order differential equation
Tty s )| 20 = 8,0 ()
Car2 aw or € w even

If the background becomes the Schwarzschild spacetime, the master equation (42) will reduce to the result that
given in [28], in other words, the result of Zerilli [3]. The discussion about the degeneration of our result could be
found in Appendix E.

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

- 1 [462A2<I>T2 (HI _UI) 92 “

0
X = 9 g TI§ZI(+) _ M%ZI(JF) + 64A_2(I)T‘2TIE1&

e2A)\ — 201 ot2

9e4A—20,3 (T _ 0T 5
i em/\_(%l )6tED+ 20,2 (243 o1) 7LEL — €282 (51 - oT) (EL + 2EL) | | (46)
1 [4e20-22,2 2 I
1_0 ¢ r? (k' =d') 0 I(+) 12 10, 2Ms 1q) | an-20 2 1g0
v ~ 2NT [ e2A)\ — 201 8t2Z " 87“2 * ol Z te rTEA
9eAN=2B,3 (L1 _ oT) 5
+—my _(201 ) 8tED + M2 (22N — o) TIEL — M2 (k' - oY) (B + 2EY) |, (47)

where M} and MJ are given in Appendix D. And then the remaining two even-parity gauge invariants §' and €' can
be obtained from Eqgs.(C3) and (C5), given respectively by

5t =— - 2,20 4 2D 4r—z/11> (48)

2 — 2208 4 2\ 4 27D — 67D’ 4 2rD'? 4 272D — 22N/ P ( 3t

1 0
el = 56’2A+2¢ 2T(9_XI +2(1 —rA 470" )\ — 29" + eQATQEII:] . (49)
r
From Eq.(36), the even-parity metric perturbation components A, D, H, K could be read out directly.

2. Ewven-parity Perturbations and the RW gauge

Similar to the development provided in the previous subsection, using the field equations E}f to E%(I in Appendix
C, one can eliminate the gauge invariants §'' and €!!, and then obtain the following coupled equations,

9 1 2e2A 2%y n 9° 11 1 0 P! o 11
P | _9 Y - —pH P
8TX (gl — 2r A7 — 2r®’) 7 8152 8t2w + 2 8t + TTHX TH w
2A
- S (e h+2rd’ 2Bl + T (2B} + EY) . (50)
o202 2 I I
I _ r 19" n I, 220 9 i I i v
< g B s on_ 7
1/} (gl — 2r A/ — 27 @) (U 6t2x 8t2w Tat D) + TTHX rTHU)
e*Mr II foI1 II 111 11 1I1 [Ny —
+ ST (+"ER +20"Ey + 0" Eg) — 1€ rEy, (51)

where the parameters o', 711, k™, pIT, 41T 1T depend only on the background, and the explicit expressions of them

can be found in Appendix D.
We find that the master variable can be similarly constructed as,

ZH(+) H H 2,¢H (52)



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

111zl 2 2 11 11
T (i o ) + oy o+ A ) = s (53)
N1 otz NI or? (N2 Or (N2 711
with the source term is given by
gl _ 422, Ny i, rottr! QEH + ro'!
even 9 (NH)Q A NI gp A (ol — 2rA — 27«(1)/
N ral [k + o (e2AN 4 2r®" — 2)] 0
27 F 11 9 11
e*r { 2 (Ve Eg N o Eg 5 (2EH +ED) (54)

where NI, N}I, Ng, NIZI7 N}J, NI? all depend on the background, which can be found in Appendix D. Under the RW
gauge, the master equation is a wave-like equation. We find that if the metric reduces to the Schwarzschild spacetime,
then Eq.(53) will reduce to that given by Eq.(E6).

Once Eq.(53) is solved, one can get x'' and 9! from

1 0
W= T {27‘7118—ZHH) + M%IZII(Jr) _ e4A’2¢rQTHEK 1 e2Ap2 [HII g (eQA)\ LoD — 2)] EII:I}, (55)
T

1

¢H :W {TUII II; ZII(+)+MHZH(+) 2 pAA—22, 2 11 HEH ;eQA 2 II [m +o! ( 2A/\+2T(I)/_2)} EIFI},
(56)
and the remaining two gauge invariants 6! and €' can be obtained from EL and Ef, are given respectively by

A2ED 4 1(2 — 2622 4+ 28\ 4 670 — 27N + 27207 — 22N D + 229") 2 5iX — 4r8t1/1

oM =— - (57)
2 — 2e2A 4 e2AN 4 2r®" — 6rd®’ + 2rd’ 4+ 220" — 2r2 N/ P/
m_ 1 oayos 9 ’ 2A,.2
e =5e 27“a X+2(1—rAN +rd®)x —2¢+ e r*Ep| . (58)
When x'I, o1, 6™ and €'! are solved, the even-parity metric perturbation components A, D, E, K are given by
A — 2872A+2<I>T¢/XII _ 2EH, D — 611 4 T%XII,
0

E = —2¢ 24, =2 L 2(rA — )M —2r—x (59)

8r

Under the RW gauge, the master variable can be written as the combination of the gauge invariants x!' and !
In Zerilli’s paper [3], the master variable was written as the combination of K and Ry s, which correspond to a
combination of ' and ™ in our paper.

3. Odd-parity Perturbations

For the odd parity perturbations, the EZ gauge and the RW gauge are identical. So, in the following we shall not
distinguish them. We construct the odd-parity master variable as

0 0
AR (r+r*A +r20") g — 7"255 + 7”2&047 (60)

then the master equation is given by

(92 —2A+2‘I>X (9 YI / 8 Nodd (_)
{—@‘F [87"2_(}/ + 3A +3‘1>>8T 2 :|}Z = Sodd, (61)
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with the source term given by

Y’) 0 Y 0 }7 (62)

X [/1
Spqq =**r?* — | =+ AN - - = |Ec+ —FEc+ —==—FE
a=ery G v ) et gtet xat

where X, Y and N,4q are parameters only depending on the background, and the explicit expressions of which can be

found in Appendix D. Once Eq.(61) is 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

a= —67 (ﬂEJ + 6—2‘1’%%—)) : (63)

and

8=

Tlonop (1 o0 oa) 700 _ 9
Y[e r“Ec (r 2N —20" ) Z 8TZ . (64)

Then, the odd-parity metric perturbation components C and J can be read off from these expressions.

C. Specific Cases for | =0, 1

In the previous subsection, we have discussed the construction of master variables and master equations for even-
parity and odd parity perturbations for the [ > 2 cases. 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 for
[ =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 EX:D to represent the
projection function FEa for [ = 0 and [ = 1 cases, respectively.

1. =0 case

For the special case [ = 0, there remains one scalar spherical harmonic function Y% = ﬁ, which leads the metric
perturbation to

— 1
hl(llbfo) — m(onavb + 2D0’U(anb) + Egoap + Konabb), (65)

and the gauge vector takes the form

_ 1
gt(llio) = m(PQ’UQ + Rona). (66)

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

_ 0 —2A42D x/ _ 0 / 0
AAQ = 28tP0 2e (0] Ro, ADO = or 29 PO ot Ro,
e 2 0
AEg =2 Ro, AKy = (2— ~ 2A’) Ro. (67)
r or

The structure of AAy, ADy and AKy are the same as the [ > 2 cases, but AEy is different from the expression given
in Eq.(22) since S does not exist for [ = 0. From Eq.(67), we can construct two gauge invariants,

1 r 1 r 0
- K, __2AA/E __2AE __2A_E
) 580 — g€ 0~ g€ ko — e = ko,
10 0 1 1 0 1 0?
=" Ag— DAy + —D + =22(® + rd"Ey + —e**rd —Ey + —e* r=— F,. 68
0= 550 0F gD+ 5o (B HT®NEy + 5eTrd gy + 5ot a5 B (68)
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Choosing the gauge Dy = Eg = 0, we find that E(l 0 E](DZZO), Eg:o) and E}({lzo) are given by
BT 27726720 (1 4 2N — 200 4 20N 4 2N D — 12077 — 128") Ay

+ 2 2e T2 (g A — DK — 2r*16*4A+2¢3K0,

or
El()lzo) —op—lg—2A gtKO’
Eg:O) =27 e A2 (NP~ d — BN Ag — 1 e A 2P (pA 4 20D — 1)%/10 L em2A-20 5—:2140
+ 2 e (@ 419 + r®” — 2N D — 2NV K + e A (rd + 1)%[(0 T 6—2A—2<1>§_:2 .
E}({l:o) — 4 e A + 27’_16_2@§A0 + 2T—2e—2A(e2A oA 42N — 2P TQ(I),,)KO' (69)
And the gauge invariants 1y and oy become
Yo=K o0 = 5o Ao~ ¥y (70)

Note that under this specific gauge, EX:O) is not easy to be expressed as a combination of 1y and oy. A more

convenient way is to define the quantity EXZO) as

0 _(1—
8—E§§—0> — o EY™Y — 20/ B0
r
=4r 2 M (1 2 £ 2r A — 27D + 2N D — 2% - 20" oy
0 0?
2 Dy — _ 71 74A+2<I> 1
+ 2votpo + 279 8r¢0 8r2¢ (71)

where the explicit expressions of pg, vy and 79 can be found in Appendix D. And E}(jz:o), Eg:o) and EI(éZO) are given
by

1=0 1 o0 0

EU=Y —gp—1e? oo (72)

Egzo) = —2r e A2 (A — 1) + 2672[\72@%00 +4r e M@ — 20 + rd'"” +rd” — 27 A" ®")ayg

0 0?
1 —4A —2A—28
+2r e (rd + 1)51/)0 + 2e wl/fov (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

00 = %emEI((l:O) _ T—1€2<I>—2A(62A oA 42N — 29 7”2‘1)”)1/10- (75)

Then substituting op into Eq.(71), ¥ will satisfies the relation
2wy — Ar3e M2 (2N L 9P N 4 2N P — 2077 — 1 287) (=1 + 2N — 20 — 1207 + 20\ + 12N D — 120")

+2¢0§ —4rle —4A+2‘1> > w0 = 517, (76)

r

where SU=9 is the source term given by

Sy:O) _ agE(AlZO) _ OE(l 0) 2®/E(Al:O) _ T*1€72A+2¢‘(_1 +€2A 4 2,,,,A/ _ 2,,,,@/ _'_,,,,QA/@/ _T2®/2 2¢N)E(l 0) (77)
T

Meanwhile, substituting oy and (72) into Eq.(73), 1o satisfies

0 r 1=
(405 - 00) Yo = 564/\55 9, (78)
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where 1o and o are parameters which can be found in Appendix D, and S4=° is the source term given by

- 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 9t /dr from Eq.(78), and then substitute it to Eq.(76) to get the equation of v, which will be an
algebraic equation. Then oy can also be obtained. Note that in the Schwarzschild spacetime, both sides of Eq.(76)
are singular.

2. =1 case

For the case | = 1, the tensor harmonic basis Tab;f’lm and T£2’1m vanish, hence the scalar functions F; and Gy
would no longer exist. The four components of the gauge vector &, imply that there are only three gauge invariants
for even-parity and one odd gauge invariant for odd-parity. The remaining eight projections of 2V &) are the same
as for [ > 2 cases.

First, we investigate the even-parity sector. As we explained for [ > 2 cases, one should first determine the function
S of the 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
are related to the linear momentum of the system [4]. Note that if we take the gauge choice By = E; = Hy = 0, which
was introduced by Zerilli in the Schwarzschild spacetime, the relation between Ex and metric components would no
longer be a simple relationship. However, taking the gauge

A =E, =H, =0, (80)

we find that Fa and the metric perturbed component K have a simple relation. In particular, we find

_ 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; can be found. This solution can be used in Eq.(83) to solve By,
and then from Eq.(82), Dy could also be solved. The remaining quantities, such as Fp 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 the
gauge vector £, to make G vanish under the gauge transformation. For [ = 1 case, G; no longer exists, which means
that we can not construct the gauge invariants a and 3 as in the [ > 2 cases. However, from the components of the
projection of 2V (&),

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

we can construct a gauge invariant property oy as

0 0 1
al:EJl_'—ECl_ <;+®/+A/> Cl. (86)
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Then, for [ = 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 02
—1_—2A —2A —1_-—2A —2A
—rte (—2+3TA/+3T<I)/)E(31+6 Wcl —r e (—3+2TA’+2T<I>’)§J1+6 8t(97‘J1’ (87)
EYTY = —p 7267 (1 2 — 5rA + 3r® + 30207 + 3020 — 3r2A'9' ) )y
J
0? 0 0?
_ —2P J —1_—2% 1 AI (I)I —C _ —2P . 88
e oET AT e (L4 A 4 ) 50y — e oGy (88)

Together with Eq.(86), Eq.(87) and Eq.(88) will be decoupled. And the master equation for the odd-parity perturba-
tion can be written as

9?2 _oA+2d Y1 9?2 4 X{ 0 Ny (1=1)
{—@‘F@ + Z W‘f’ ;—3/\/—3(1)/—?15 +T_2 QIZSoddv (89)

where S’(()ldfll) is the source term, which is given by

=) _ 20 Y1 [(1 /o X1\ =0, O La=1) | X1 0 a=1)
S — ¢ e [(TJFA d e Eg~ + o B¢ erl(%EJ . (90)

In the above equations, X7, Y7 and N are all depend only on background, which can be found in Appendix D. Once
Eq.(89) is 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. A POINT PARTICLE AS THE SOURCE

In this section, we present a simple example that a small object moves along a circular orbit around the center of
a spherically symmetric spacetime. We analyse the solutions for [ = 0,1 in this section. For [ > 2 cases, we only
provide a general approach.

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 [36]

U Uy
A /_g(O)

where 7 is the proper time, ¢(®) and 6* are the determinant of the background and the four-dimensional Dirac delta
function, respectively. Generalizing the standard analysis from the textbook [37], 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 the static Killing field £€* = (9/0t)* and the rotational Killing field * = (9/9¢)?, two conserved quantities £

and L can be defined as
£ =—gatu’ =, L= gap u’ =1 (95)

Then the geodesic equation reads

1-2 1 —2A L2 1 —2A—-2P o2

Considering that the particle moves along a circular orbit with radio R, which is determined by dV/dr = 0, 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 energy and angular momentum of the particle, given respectively by,

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

where | denotes the corresponding function taking its 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 tensor Ty, to the harmonic basis, one can obtain Fa-Ek. The results reveal that
Ep, Ey, Ey and Fx vanish automatically, and the non-vanishing projections of the stress-energy tensor are given as
follows. For [ > 0,

im __ —A @ug * i
By = = 16me M L5 - RV, (g,m) , (101)
im __ —A— MLQR2 * ™
B = —sre A5 — )Yy, (5, Qt) , (102)
where Fa and Fpg satisfy the relation EFa = —%EE. For [ > 1,
16 o g HEQR? 0
Byt = = e N B S ) (Y (0,6) ) | 103
B l(l+1)e r3 (’f‘ ) (8(/7 lm( 790)) 0:%)¢:Qt7 ( )
167 pEQR? 0
B = sir—R) ( 2y (0 ‘ 104
C l(l+ 1) T3 (’f‘ ) (89 lm( 7()0)) 0:%,¢:Qt7 ( )
and for [ > 2,
167(1 —2)! _,\_opLQR? 0?
B = =7 P 5(r— R) |2=—Y;" (0 (I+1)Y;r (6 ‘ 105
F (l+2)' € ré (T ) 062 lm( ,(,0)+ ( + ) lm( 7‘/7) 9:%,4;::915, ( )
32m(l — 2)! uLQR? 9?2
Elm — 5r— R) [ =2—vy* (8 ’ . 106
G (l+2)' T4 (T ) 898(/7 l,m( 7<P) 9:%7@25“ ( )
A. Perturbations for [ =0
For [ = 0, substituting Egs.(102) into Eq.(78), we have
0 r
<LOE — 0'0) /(Z)O = —§€4AE]%0. (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 Yg (6, ¢) = (2¢/7) ! has been used, and EY denote the evaluated coefficient given by,

_ LQ N|g -
EY = —4\/7767A|R*¢|R—HR2 :4\/E87A‘R7<D‘R7'u Lf; 5. (109)
From Eq.(70), we have
N|g - u€ "
Ko = 209 = —4ymda i o (/ @dr+3A|R—@|R) o(r — R). (110)
wlr R lo
Using Eq.(75), we can get ¢, and then solve Eq.(70) to obtain Ay,
Alp - R
A0—4\/7_T62¢M-A~exp [—/ D0dr + 3A|g — ®|g| O(r — R), (111)
LO|R Lo
where
_ —1/,2A / 2 5/2 21 25/ “oo(r') L,
A= [r (e +2rA —r°®"" +r*A'®" — r2®") exp (I)dr—2A dr. (112)
Lo\ T

With Ay and Ky in hand, the metric perturbation can be directly written out. Since both Ag 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 can be given by

1
hY9 =——=(Aovavp + Konansp)

2y

Np-pé &
:262¢M A -exp l_/ @dr+3A|R —®|g
Lo

Va Vb
Llr
A/ . T
- 2M exp [/ %0 dr + 3A|r — <I>|R] NgNp. (113)
wlr R 0

Unlike the Schwarzschild spacetime, there is no clear definition of the mass M for general spherically symmetric
spacetimes. It is obviously that the perturbation for [ = 0 only affects gy and g,.. In the Schwarzschild spacetime,
this perturbation is equivalent to adding an extra mass dm to the system [4].

B. Perturbations for [ =1
1. FEven-parity Perturbations

For the even-parity perturbations with [ = 1, we find that metric perturbation components can be set directly to
A; = E; = Hy = 0. From Eq.(81), we find that K; can be determined by Ex. Note that Y7 (5, ) would vanish for
m = 0, hence

/T 14 e2M — 47N
T

£
Ki = -8tRE Vi, (5.01) exp <—
r 2 R

dr+3A|R—<I>|R> o(r — R). (114)

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

o (0 )
— (=B ) —r (1 —-€e*»=B; = KK 11
8r<6t1)T( B = KK, (115)
where
1
K= 57~*262‘1>*2‘A(—2 + e — 2 — 12077 £ 20N 4 2N D — 129", (116)

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

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

0
= =Ji. 117
aq EIAE ( )
Eq.(91) becomes
0 3
—ay + (— — 27 — 2@’) a1 = e Ee. (118)
or r
The solution of this equation is
16r  pEQR? 0
=- : 2A+20 —28|p) - | ==Y, (0 e
a1 = s L pion + 0 (i (09)) o= omoe
pL 0 s
=— 87TT—3€2A+2(I> (%}/Im(97 90)) |0:§,<p:Qta (119)

where we have used the relation Eq.(100) and the fact [ = 1. From a1, one can solve J; with a undetermined function
that only depend on r. However, the metric perturbation component J; yields a contribution to hl7* and higl.
Next, we impose the gauge J; = 0, and now the gauge invariant o; becomes
0 1 , ,
a1 = —Cl— —+A +‘I) Cl. (120)

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

9? 2 0
- Z_3N -39 ) =
87‘201 + (r 3 3 ) 6rcl

— 2 (3 — e 220?461 ® 4207 — 2PN — TN 4 A+ 4r2<1>”) C1 = e Ec. (121)

which is Eq.(87) with J; = 0. Considering that E¢ contains the delta function, we predict that the solution of C;
contain the step function ©(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 by the fact
that perturbation C; would be convergent at infinity [28]. If the background metric degenerates to the Schwarzschild
spacetime, our equation would become Eq. (10.21) of [28], which gives a non-vanishing hg}; outside the circular orbit
to describe the adding angular momentum of the system.

C. Perturbations For [ > 2

Generally speaking, for [ > 2 the problem is much more mathematically involved, and normally we have to seek
help from numerical computations. From the source term, Eqgs.(43), (54) or (62), we know that they depend only
on Eqs.(101)-(106). All these terms are proportional to e~#"¥ which implies that our master equations, Eqs.(42),
(53) and (61), can be written as the second-order ordinary differential equations in r for each I and m. And the
distributional sources of these differential equations would be vanish everywhere except at the circular orbit radius
r=R.

An basic outline 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 an appropriate radiation at spatial infinity. In the other region there are several different situations. For
example, if the background spacetime has an 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
given by a appropriate radiation at the event horizon r;. Another example is that the background spacetime is a
perfect fluid star without event horizons, then one should determine the other region from the center of the star to
the circular orbit radius, i.e., € (0, R). Then solve the differential equation with some boundary condition at the
center of the star. Finally, matching the solutions obtained in the two separate regions properly across the boundary
r = R, we obtain the perturbations valid over the whole spacetime.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we systematically study the gauge invariant perturbations of a general spherically symmetric back-
ground. 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 is the EZ gauge. For odd-parity perturbation, only one
gauge choice exists, that is, by setting G = 0. Then, we mainly focus on the construction of master equations for
I > 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 becomes a second order equation. Under the RW gauge, the master
equation Eq.(53) for gauge invariants is a second order wave-like equation. For odd-parity perturbation, the master
equation is also constructed as Eq.(61). Next, the cases for I = 0 and [ = 1 are discussed. For the [ = 0 case, we
present the equations that the gauge invariants satisfies. For even parity perturbations with [ = 1, we find that the
metric perturbation components are still determined when the source is specified. And for odd parity perturbations
with [ = 1, the master equation Eq.(89) for gauge invariants is still a wave-like equation. Finally, using our general
results, we investigate a point particle moving along the circular orbit in general spherically symmetric spacetimes.
In particular, the form of the solutions for [ = 0 and [ = 1 are carefully discussed.
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Appendix A: Normalization Factors And A-K Decomposition
The normalization factors N(¢®)(A, 7, 1) and N*™) (A, r, 1) in Sec.II can be calculated as
7{ Y EIm (Y )dQ = N (B, v, )01 Smmr = UL+ 1) G
7{ Y (Y S ) )dQ = N (B 1, D)6 S = € 2272211+ 1) S,
7{ v yg o 0d = N (R, r, D)o mm = €28 S
and
T (T8 ) A = N (T0, 7, 1) 810 s = 200 S
TEO™M(TEb ) A2 = N (L0, 7, )81 S = €260 8y

1
TEN (T, ) dQ = N (B r, 16w S = 5e—%l(z + 1)611 6

1
TEV (TR, ) A = N (B e, 1) 6y = 5@*4“2‘1’1(1 + 1)6107 G
I+ 2)!
TaEl;lem (ng,l/m/)*dQ = N(ten) (E2a Ty Z)5lll5mm/ - 2((%2))'5”/57”7”',

~o—, “6—, “B— e e e,

1+2)!
T2 (TR 1) A = N (B2, 1, 1))y Gy = €7 2472® 72((z+ 2)>|5w5mm,.
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Projecting the perturbed metric hyp, onto these basis, one can obtain the expressions of coefficients A-K:

m a * 62<I> m a
A= e@j{hflb (v™"°Y;E )dSL, B= —m%hflbv BmdS2,
e4<1>+2A
C= T ]fhabv Bmde, D= —e2¢+2A7§hlm VY B, d9,
_ 1 ab* _ 2(l B 2)' ab*
E—§?{h T3 S, F_m]fh B imdS2,
2(1 = 2)! 44 e
G="—0tv +2Aj§h T35, A2 Hzifh Ty A2
(l+2)' € BQ lm ’ l(l+1) E'l JIm ’
64A+2<I> b m b
= m%h gl lmdQ K=e¢ %h gOlmdQ

The above results are only valid for [ > 2.

Appendix B: Decomposition of Linearized Einstein Equations

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.

1. Even parity

Ea =2r 2 M =14 427N — 2r®’ 4+ 12N ® — 20”7 — 120")A — 1 2*%(12 + 1 — 2)E

1
—2r Lo A2 3)(,;3 E +2e 72A+2@§2E - 57”7262(1)1([ +2) I+ -1F
— 227220 (1 L 1) (PN — 2)H + 2r LT A2 (] 4 1)8311
r
—r 2T A o 4 A1+ 1) — 8rA | K — 2fle*4A+2¢§K, (B1)
T
Bp =r 27203+ 3¢* + 47\’ — 4rd’ + 320’9’ — 3r20"° — 320"\ B
9 9? d
- r—le—2A(—2 + A+ r®) Bt e o s By (A = @)D —r e D
9 9 9 )
1Y —1/72 0 Y —1,—2A / e—2A
8tE 2 (= +1 2)8tF r (=3+7A +T<I>)8tH+ 5o
d
- T71€72A§K, (B2)
Ep =r 211+ 1)(1 = 2r®")B +r 111 + 1)23 +2r N (=1+47rd") = 0 E—2 0
or ot otor
— 272N 2 = 262N 4 2N 4 €222 4 20 — 6rA + 20207 — 2720/ D + 229" D
d d
—r I+ ) =H +2r e A 2K, (B3)

ot ot
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1 0
Eg =— §T72€72A72<D(62Al + M2 4 41 — 4PN 4 4r2D")A — e A2 (1 4 A 4 27“<I)/)8—A
r

2
_"_6721\72@8_14 T71 72¢l(l+ 1) 8B _ 27,71672/\72{)(_1 +TA/) 8D+2 —2A—-2% 8

or? ot ot otor
+2r 27 (1 4 €2 — 20 d 4 20N + 2N D — 2@ — r2O"E 4+ r~te (=24 rA — T@’)agE
r
P e D g e ) (A — ) H — e N4 ) D
—e¢ Tgsbte W +r (+1)(=1+7rA —rd) (+)6r
+ %r*%*‘m(e“l M2 4 4r® — 8r A + 47207 — 8PN D + 4920V K + e N (1 + rq>’)§K
r
72A72<I>8_2 B4
+e 5 (B4)
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0 0? 1 1 0
_ .1 ,-2® l nNYm~_ =20 — 1 _ l 1 ——1 _ -
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2
— 262N (1 — 362N 4 20 4 M2 — 5rA 4 3rd + 3r20'% + 320" — 32N D) — e‘wa—J. (B10)

ot?

Appendix C: Linearized Einstein Tensor In Terms of Gauge Invariants

In this appendix, we rewrite the linearized Einstein tensor in terms of the gauge invariants under the EZ gauge or
the RW gauge. Note that for even-parity perturbations, 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 + 1) also
has been used in this appendix.

1. Even Parity and the EZ Gauge

EY = —4r72e 2 (<142 + 28N — 27 4+ 2N — P23’ — r2®")el — 272 A2\ (A — 2)y !

+ 2T71872A+2<I>)\§XI _ 27,72674/\4»2@[2 + 62AA _ 8TA/]¢I _ 47,71674A+2<I>agdjl7 (Cl)
r T
EL =r~te (A — @) — ’1”71672[\&51 —r e (=34 rA + Tfl)’)gxl +e 20 —82 P— 21”716721\21/)1 (C2)
B or ot otor ot

EL =y 2720 [2 £ e\ = 2) + 2r® — 6rA + 27202 — 220D + 21"2(1)”} 5!

0 0
-1y 9 —1,-20 9 1
r Aatx +4r e atw , (C3)
0
Bl =r 2724720 (22N 4 4r® — 472N + 4020 ) " 27 Le A2 (1 A 4 27°<I>')8—6I
T
_ 26—2/\—2@‘9_261 _gplem2A2(Lq rA’)gél 1 9e—24-20 0 S e AN (=1 4 A — 1B )y
or? ot otor
0
- r_le_m)\a—xl + 27N (62A)\ +4r®’ — 8rA + 4r20"° — 872N + 47°2<I>”) Pt
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2 e N1 4 ) Lyt 4 2e—2A—2‘1"9—2¢1 (C4)
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0
EL =2r72e72% 4 2972720 (1 4 N — @)\ — 2r_1e_2A8—xI + 2r2e 72yl (C5)
r

0 0
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or ot
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I —2_—2® ( 2A NI 120 9 | 120 0
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r
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2. Even Parity and the RW Gauge
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(A=) —r e (97“6 rre (=34 rA +T<I))8tx +e” (9t(9X —2r 'e P,
(C9)

— 22 (2 262N 4 2D 420 d! — 6rA + 2020 — 22N D 21"2(1)") s

0 0
—rlem2A (2 — 262N 4 22\ 4 6r®’ + 2020 — 20N — 202N D + 27°2<I>”> EXH +4r ey (C10)

ot

0
Bl =p2¢72A22 (€2A/\ +4r®’ — 4N D + 41"2(1)") g2 le 2022 (1 4 A 4 27”(1)/)6—611
r

9? 9?2
C9e—28-20 97 11 5 —1,-2A-20(_ 1 L A/ I o,—2A-20 11
e 8r26 r e (—1+r )8 o+ 3t8r5

4720 {4 — 4e2N M) 4 4020? ¢ 4r2A2(1 + r®') — 2r2 A + 620"
—r®' (=6 4 2P\ + 202 A" — 4r2 ") — r A (6 — 2P\ + 8rd + 47287 + 6728") + 2r3<1>’”} P

0
— e ANy 4 2N (e2A)\ 4 4rd — 8rA + 4r2"% — 8NP+ 4r2<1>") P

or
92
+2r e (1 4 1o ) w” + 2e72A722 5 — ' (C11)
B
EII;I :27“_26_2(1)611 + 2T_26_2A(—1 + ’I”AI _ ’I”(I)I)XH _ 2T—1e—2Aa_XH + 2T_26_2A1/}H, (012)
T

0 0
BN = — 2,72e722(1 4 g/)ell ¢ 27“71672@8_611 -~ 7;1672@&611 — 2220 (1 4 )yl
r

82
4 27,726721\ (1 4 T(b/ 4 TA/ _ ,,,,2@/2 4 TQA/(b/ _ TQ@//) XH _ 672{)@)(117 (013)

0 7]
BU =2,72e722 (20 )\ 4 470! — 4T—1e—2<1>8_611 +drle —2@8 si
r

— 2972720 [em)\ T r® (€20 = 2) — 220" — 22N (rd + 2)

420" 4 2r A (4 — €2 4 5rd’ + 20 4 r2<1>”)} I

— 4 te2A (—1 + e —2rd 4+ 20N — 120 4 2N — r2<1>”) %XH

4 4r2e2 (e“ L orA + 2N — 20 r2<1>”) s (C14)



22

3. 0dd Parity

Ec=r"2e" 342X -3) — 22N"% 4+ 6r® + 120”7 — 20N — TN @ + 12N + 4720"| B

2 2

+rte M (24 30N + 31"(1)/)%[3 - 6_2/\% —r e (=34 2rA + 27“@')%04 e (9(?87°a’ (C15)

120 0 —2_—2A / 1 on 9
Eg=2r"e “*—f8+2r e (=14 2rA)a—2r e " —q, (C16)

ot or

Ey = —r 22 [1 M\ = 3) = 5rA + 3rd + 30207 + 3120 — 3r20'd | o
0? 0 02
_ 209 1 29 / n9Y 20

e oma =T e (I14+rA —i—r(I))atB—i—e 8t8rﬁ' (C17)

Appendix D: The specific structure of the parameters
1. Even-parity and the EZ gauge for [ > 2

The parameters 71, o', k!, 41, pl, pl) v!in Eqs.(39) and (40) have the following form:
h=—24e"\+2rd, (D1)

ol =1 — e 4 M\ 4 rd — 3rA + 7207 — 2N + 129", (D2)

Kl =201 — M\ 4+ 2r®' + 27N/, (D3)
(D4)

(D5)

=

=3 -3¢ 4 300" + 7207 — A (T — AN +10') + 3170,

Pl =— 267" 4 AN 4+ 4rd 4 2020 — 2\ (24 1 D) + 202D

pr =24 (A= 8) + ™ (6 — 5A +2X%) —r [14 + e**(9A — 22)] A" — 7 [—10 + €> (18 — 13)) + 2**\] @
+ 200207 — 72 [40 4 3¢2 (3 — 4)] '@’ + 72 [20 + 2N (TA — 12)] % + 72 [8 + 2V (51 — 12)] @”

o
S

+ 27 [LA = (94 ¢20) @] (N'e' = @ — @) + 6% (07 4 0 — A’fI)’)2 , (D6)
V=—d+4e® + N =2) = 2r [-8+ N+ 4] A —r [4+ (N -6)] @
2 [SA’Q CSA'P + 8B + 40" — 2N\ — 4) (A’@’ 92 @”)}

2
— 213 (40’ — 30) (A’(I)’ 9 @”) — o (@’2 . A’<I>’) . (D7)

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

M= 20"+ plot, (D8)
M} = —pt + Aot + 71t (O'I) " (D9)

then we find the parameters in Eq.(42) are given by
N' =248 — 29'6" — 206" — 1 ()% = 207 (), (D10)

NE = (ND? (221 = 201) + 21 (€2 — 20Y) (0" — k1) 71 (N1’
+ Nt {262/\)\’7101 — 44! (01)2 + e\t (01)2 —2p! (01)3 —4e® o7 + 8 (01)2 714 262427t (FLI)/
—d4ro"r (1) 4 8 (07) TN — 2620 ArT (o) + Aol T — 81 (o) 710
8 [=p" (A = 20T) " 4 41 (<26 N 4 40”) — arT (<1 (07) + 20" (1 1A =70 + A1 +19) ) | ],
(D11)
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Nj = 2MIN" + (N')* 4 2r0"! (V1) 4+ NToT 297+l =2 (< 41 (7)) (D12)

Ny = 2N (M) = M (N'lo" 4 207 (N)') 4+ MINT (51" 47! (o)) (D13)

and the parameters in Eq.(43) are given by

Ni =—2r7! (NI)/ + Nt (—271 —ptot + 47+ 8rrtAN + 21 (TI)/ - 47”7’1‘1)/) ) (D14)
N == Np +27'NT (e X = 20") (o — &') (1 4 2rA)), (D15)
NE = (N2 = 2r(e2 A — o) (N 4+ N [plo" (=2 A + 0%) + 71 (—2¢** ) + 207)

+4e® At — 40t 4 82NN — drolr A — 2r7t (O’I)I + 2¢%A ) (TI)I — 2ro" (TI)I:| , (D16)

Nhx = (N + 207 (o7 — 1) (N
+ NI{2’yIUI +pt (O'I)2 — 4ot 4 277t (/{I)/ —dro'rIA + &t [—271 —plot + 4711 + rA")] — 2r7! (O'I)I }
(D17)

2. Even-parity and the RW gauge for | > 2

The parameters 71, o1, £ pt1 41 and v in Eqgs.(50) and (51) have the following form:
=o'+ 2r9" -2, (
ol =2 — 2620 4 AN\ 4 4rd — dr A + 202077 — 272N D + 2720, (D19
K= — 2N (€N + 200 — 2) + 4(1 — € + 270 — 20N’ + 120" — 2N P 41292, (
P =dr A — 4r® + A\ — 2)rA — 202 (207 — BA'D + 37 + ®) + 278N (D + B — D), (
=22 4+ A (A = 2)](\ = 2) — 4rA'[1 + AN = 2)] + 2r D[4 + 3624 (N — 2)]
+r2 [6@’2 AN'D + 28" — M () — 2) (2A’2 FAD 207 — A - 2@”)}
+ 234N — BAP D + N (% — 20") + &' (D + 3N + @)

+ 274207 — N'D — A (NP — @' — @), (D22)
M=M= 2) —4rN[1 4 22 (N = 2)] + 70/ [8 + 22 (N — 2)]
+ 2r2[8A? — 15A/® + 30" + "] 4 2r° (4N — ®')(A'D' — &> — 3"). (D23)

The parameters in the master equation Eq.(53) and the source term Eq.(54) are functions of background ¥ (r) and
A(r). Similarly, to simplify the expressions of N, N}I;zI and NY, two auxiliary parameters M{! and Mi! are introduced

M =21 4 o1 (1 - 2) (D24)
ML =241 — Gl Tl (O,H)’. (D25)
Then the parameters in Eq.(53) are given by
N = 481 4 251, 4 9511 o (011)2 + (011)3 + 210 (011)’7 (D26)
p20—20 (O,HM%I _ 2M§I)
(r11)? [l — 27 (A’ + @)
NO_ (NH)2 YO § i s (NH)’ + NI [_4MH + M1HUH +9 (VIIUII + P (UII)’ + AL + roll (TH)’” 7 (D28)

NE = (D27)

N§ =N (203 + o7 (M])') 4+ Ml [ =™ (W) 4 N (=20 4 07 (01))] (D29)
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and the parameters in Eq.(54) are given by
NI = (NII)2 _ opgll L (NH)’ L oNT (_2MH I S P & (UII)’)
+ 2N (T (TH)/ + 27 4 ap AT — 27°<I>/TH) , (D30)
NI= (NII)2 K114 o NI [KII + (XA - 2)011} [_2MH 1ol (UII n 27_11)} VR § g g (NH)’
o {NHKIITH (011)’ 4 NI ((KH)’ 1 2kTAY 1+ 2628\ (UII)’ 4 (011)’ T A d (011)’) _ 4NIIUIIMII(I)/}
+2r (a“)2 [QNHI/H(I)I — (N (€220 = 2) + 47 INTA (220 — 1) + GTHNH@’]

+4r2 (M) 71 (= (V) @+ 2N 4 N (D31)

3. 0Odd-parity for [ > 2

The parameters of X and Y in the odd-parity master equation for [ > 2 are

X =1 -3¢ + X\ + 3rd + 3r20"° — rA'(5 + 3rd') + 329", (D32)
Y =1 -3¢ + 2\ + 5rd + 3r20"° — 3rA’(1 + rd') + 3r20". (D33)

And the expression of parameters N,qq is given by

rY’

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

(=14 2rA +2rd’). (D34)

4. The case for [ =0

In this case, the parameters po, 1y and 79 are given by

C2-2e2 —2p2NP(2 4 1 ®') + 272N — 20207 4 2N (4D + 27 D% 4+ 3rD") + 7@ (2 + 12N — 2720") — 13"
Ho = r(—1+e2A—27°<I>’—r2<1>’2+7°A’(2+r<I>’)—r2<1>”) ’
(D35)

Vo _zr—2e—4A+2‘f’{A’(—2 +87A") — 2(—1 4 4rA)®" + (=1 + 4rN')(—4A 4+ 20") + 4(A" +7A")

(=1 +4rA) [—27@’2 + O (=2 4+ 72N = 2r20") + N/(2 + 2e2M + 2r®" + 120") + r(2N — 40" — 7@”’)} }

+
1 —e2M 4 27 4 282 — rA (24 r®’) + r2®”
(D36)
26—4A+2<I> [1 _ 62A _ 7,2(1)/2 + 27‘2A/2(2 + Tq)/) + 2T‘2A” + T‘SCI)I(A” _ 2@//)}
T0 =
0 r2(=1 4 e2h — 2r®" — 720/ £ A/ (2 4 r®) — r20)
Qe 4A+2% [—37‘2@” —rAN (2 — 4e?M 1 3rd 420207 1 r2<1>") — 7‘3@”’}
+ , (D37)

r2(=1 4 e2h — 2rd" — 20/2 4 rA/(2 4 7 ®) — r207)
oo =4r®"* + 220" + 37N ?(2 4+ 19" ) + N (=6 + 2N — 10rd’ — 5r20"° — 4729")

4+ @'(2 = 2e* — 2N + 4720") 4 (=20 + 49" + 1r®""), (D38)
w=—1+e—rd — 207 £ rA' (2 +rd') — 120" (D39)
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5. Odd-parity for [ =1

In Eq.(89), the parameters X; and Y7 are given by

Xy =—1+4e* —5r® — 37207 + 3rA/ (1 + 1) — 3129, (D40)
Vi=—14e*—3rd — 3120 + rA'(5 + 3rd) — 3r20", (D41)
and N; is given by
_X /
Ny = X, + TX1 (=34 2rA’ + 2r®') + 1 [27«/&'2 ~ 50 4+ 270" 4 A(=5 + 4rd’) — 2r(A” + 3] . (D42)
1

Appendix E: The Degeneration Of Eq.(42)

The coefficient of the third order term in Eq.(42) is given by
9p2A—20 . L
m27"(0’ — K ) (El)

I

This coefficient would vanish when the relation ¢! — k! = 0 is satisfied. From Appendix D we know that

ol =kl =14 —3rd" — 1202 + rA + r°A' D — 120", (E2)
If the spherically symmetric spacetime Eq.(1) becomes
1
ds* = —f(r)dt* + mdﬁ +72(d6* + sin® 0dp?), (E3)
r

we find that now the coefficient of the third order term of Eq.(42) vanish under the condition that the scala curvature
vanish, R = 0.
Then considering that the metric of the background spacetime degenerates to the Schwarzschild spacetime, i.e.

2M oM\ !
ds* = — (1 - —) dt*> + <1 - —) dr? + r2(d6? + sin? 0dp?), (E4)
r r

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

(+r

7 =——2 "oyl E
o X 2 (E5)
03 P o) o2 A[BMEHrA4 30+ Mr]
— - 7 . —
(r —2M)(6M + ) Ot? 6M +r\ Or? (6M + 7X)2 or
2024M3 +12(12 + 1 — 1)M?r +2(4 — 1+ 212 + 1Y) Mr? + 1(2 + 1 — 212 — I3)r?]
- - Z =Sy, (E6)
(r — 2M)r(6M + r\)?
with the source term
|96 M2 + 2(TA — 18) M7 + A\(\ — 2)r2 .5 P
SZ = = EA — = —EA
2(r — 2M)3(6M + r)\)2 (r —2M)2(6M +r)\) Or
rd 0 I(1+1)r® 11+ 1)rd
- — Ep — —(2Fw + Ex), E7
(r— 2M)2(6M +rN) Ot~ 2(r—2M)2 " 2(r—2M)(6M+r)\)( i+ Fx) (E7)

where A = A — 2 = (1 +2)(I —1). It is obvious that our result reduces to that of the Schwarzschild spacetime [28].
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