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Gravitational waves emitted from the gravitational ringing of supermassive black holes are im-
portant targets to test general relativity and probe the matter environment surrounding such black
holes. The main components of the ringing waveform are black hole quasi-normal modes. In this
paper, we study the effects of the dark matter halos with three different density profiles on the
gravitational polar (even-parity) perturbations of a supermassive black hole. For this purpose, we
first consider modified Schwarzschild spacetime with three different dark matter profiles and derive
the equation of motion of the polar perturbations of the supermassive black hole. It is shown that
by ignoring the dark matter perturbations, a Zerilli-like master equation with a modified potential
for the polar perturbation can be obtained explicitly. Then we calculate the complex frequencies of
the quasi-normal modes of the supermassive black hole in the dark matter halos. The corresponding
gravitational wave spectra with the effects of the dark matter halos and their detectability have also
been discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BHs) are one of the most mysterious phe-
nomena in the universe. The existence of BHs provides
us a perfect way to test gravitational effects under ex-
tremely strong gravitational fields, such as the formation
of gigantic jets of particles and disruption of neighboring
stars. On the other hand, from the theoretical point of
view, BHs are also excellent labs to test modified theories
of gravity that are different from general relativity (GR)
(see, e.g., [1–7]).

It is widely believed that the central region of many
galaxies contain supermassive BHs [8, 9]. That’s one of
the reasons that the detection of the shadow of the M87
central BH with the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) [10–
17] drew a lot of attentions. Interestingly, this shadow
image is in good agreement with the prediction of the
spacetime geometry of a BH described by the Kerr met-
ric [18]. Nonetheless, since it is believed that up to 90%
of the matter in a host galaxy is made up by dark matter
(DM) [19], it is natural to expect that the DM halo sur-
rounding a central BH will bring small deviations to the
Kerr metric. That leads us to the study of the influence
of DM halos in galaxies.

In fact, a lot of research has been done on DM and
proposed various black hole models immersed in the DM
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halos [20–24]. Of particular interest is the GWs emit-
ted from the supermassive black hole during the ring-
down phase of a binary supermassive black hole merger
or a extreme mass-ratio inspiring. Such GWs can be de-
scribed by linear metric perturbations about the black
hole spacetime with dark matter halos [29]. In fact, in
the background spacetime which is static and spherically
symmetric, the metric perturbations can decouple into
two independent parts, the polar one and the axial one.
As we discuss later, the polar perturbation is equivalent
to the even-parity perturbation, which corresponds to the
parity of (−1)l+1, with l being an index inherited from
spherical harmonics [27]. In contrast, the axial perturba-
tion corresponds to the parity of (−1)l.

In principle, we can’t fully describe the physics of the
corresponding GW solely by the axial sector or by the
polar sector, at least not a priori. It is their combina-
tion form the full waveform of the corresponding GWs
[29]. For this reason, in order to extract the full GW
waveform from the gravitational ringings, one has to con-
sider both the polar and axial perturbations. In [25],
we focused on the effects of DM halos on gravitational
waves (GWs) emitted from the gravitational axial per-
turbations of the central BH located in a galaxy. Note
that in [26], the effects of two specific dark matter pro-
files on the gravitational ringing of axial perturbations
have also been studied. By describing these supermas-
sive BHs with Schwarzschild-like spacetimes under differ-
ent DM models, we investigated the gravitational pertur-
bations and calculated the corresponding quasi-normal
modes (QNMs) [25]. What’s more, the effects of some
model-dependent parameters were also studied. This pa-
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per is a successor of our previous work. Since in [25]
only the axial-perturbation sector has been investigated,
here we shall move to the polar perturbations by using
the technique developed recently in [28] for construct-
ing master equation of polar perturbations for spherical
symmetric BHs.

It is also the enthusiasm on GWs pushes us to investi-
gate the physics within that ever since its first detection
from the coalescence of two massive BHs by advanced
LIGO, which marked the beginning of a new era, the GW
astronomy [30]. Following this observation, about 90 GW
events have been identified by the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA
scientific collaboration (see, e.g., [31–34]). In the future,
more ground- and space-based GW detectors will be con-
structed [35–39], which will enable us to probe signals
with a wider frequency band. This actually triggered the
interests on the QNMs from GWs, including those from
the late-merger and ringdown stages of a coalescence [40]
as well as those from supermassive BHs, e.g, central BHs
in a galaxy. The detection of QNMs from the ringdown
stage will provide a unique way to probe the matter envi-
ronment surrounding a BH. For example, it is shown that
the shift from GR on the QNMs due to the surrounding
ultralight bosons might be detectable in the future by
the observational data from LISA-like missions [41, 42].
The environmental effects such as dark matter halos on
the BH ringdown emission and their implications on the
GW detections have been widely studied in [43]. The
effects of the DM or matter distributing around BHs on
the QNMs have also been considered in [25, 26, 44, 45].

From the theoretical point of view, QNMs are eigen-
modes of dissipative systems. The information contained
in QNMs provide the keys in revealing whether BHs are
ubiquitous in our universe, and more important whether
GR is the correct theory to describe the event even in
the strong field regime. Readers may find more details in
[46]. Basically, the QNM frequency ω contains two parts,
the real part and the imaginary part. Its real part gives
the frequency of vibration while its imaginary part pro-
vides the damping time. In other words, the frequency
we are going to calculate is a complex number (although
it could be purely imaginary in certain circumstances).

According to GR, to extract the physics from QNMs,
at least two QNM signals are needed. This will require
the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) to be of the order 100 [25].
Although such high SNRs are not achievable right now,
it has been shown that they may be achievable once the
advanced LIGO and Virgo reach their designed sensitiv-
ities. In any case, it is certain that they will be detected
by the ground-based third-generation detectors, such as
Cosmic Explorer or the Einstein Telescope, as well as
the space-based detectors, including LISA, TianQin [47],
Taiji [39], and DECIGO [36].

As mentioned above, QNMs could be calculated un-
der the polar or axial perturbations. In general, we
expect deviations between these two cases. However,
for the Schwarzschild case, the QNMs capture an in-
teresting property that is referred as isospectrality [46],

which is a portmanteau meaning that the spectra from
the polar and axial perturbations are identical. Note
that this could be proven analytically [48]. Inspiring by
this, we shall try to test if isospectrality is preserved for
our problem. Specially, we want to test if we can break
isospectrality for certain scenarios under our considera-
tions. This is an important aspect to label the difference
between the Schwarzschild and non-Schwarzschild space-
times.

For this purpose, we first consider modified
Schwarzschild BHs with three different DM profiles
and derive the master equation of the polar (even-
parity) perturbations for the calculations of QNMs.
It is shown that by ignoring the DM perturbations, a
Zerilli-like master equation with a modified potential
for the polar perturbation can be obtained explicitly.
Then we calculate the frequencies of the QNMs of the
Schwarzschild-like BH in the DM halos. The correspond-
ing GW spectra with the effects of the DM halos have
also been discussed. Notice that similar scenarios for
the axial (odd-parity) case have been considered in [25].
The phenomena we have observed there will be treated
as comparisons to some of the results in this current
paper. And of course, we will also study the possibility
of breaking the isospectrality.

Here, we shall consider the QNMs of the polar met-
ric perturbaions of a Schwarzschild-like BH sorrounded
by the DM halos. Several different background metrics
are investigated by considering three different DM pro-
files. These metrics for different DM halo profiles can be
found in [21, 22]. Note that recently the metric of a BH
immersed in DM spike has also been derived [23]. In ad-
dition, the Sgr A∗ BH (located in the center of Milky Way
galaxy) and the M87 galactic central BH are what we fo-
cus on (Some of their extensions will also be studied). In
other words, the structure we will consider is a BH lo-
cated at the center of a galaxy. By comparing the resul-
tant QNMs with their counterparts for the Schwarzschild
case and the axial-perturbations, we will see the influence
of a DM halo on QNMs as well as GWs of these central
supermassive BHs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Sec. II
shows some basic information of the three density pro-
files of DM halos that we are going to investigate for
the calculations of QNMs. After that, in Sec. III we
show briefly how to derive a Zerilli-like master equation
from the polar perturbation and Einstein’s field equa-
tions. Sec. IV contains three parts. In the first part we
present some resultant QNMs. Some concluding remarks
will be given by comparing them with their counterparts
in the Schwarzschild case with axial-perturbations. For
the second part, we focus ourselves on the l = 2 case and
will test the effects of model-dependent constants. In the
last part we discuss the isospectrality of our problem.
After that, in Sec. V we investigate in detail how QNMs
deviate from that of the Schwarzschild case by chang-
ing the model-dependent parameters, which reveals the
detectability of these deviations. Finally, Sec. VI pro-
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vides our main conclusions as well as some outlooks to
the future work.

Through out the paper, we shall adopt the unit sys-
tem so that c = GN = 1, where c is the speed of light
while GN stands for the gravitational constant observed
on Earth. In this way, we still have one degree of freedom
to choose the unit for length. This will be done later by
setting rSch

MH = 1, where rSch
MH is the radius of the met-

ric horizon (MH) for the Schwarzshild BH and we have
rSch
MH ≡ 2GNM/c2, with M being the mass of the BH

that we are focusing on. In this paper, all the Greek
indices run from 0 to 3. Other usage of indices will be
indicated explicitly when it is necessary.

II. BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS IN DARK
MATTER HALO

Normally, the black hole spacetimes are not clean, and
are affected by the surrounding matters. In this sec-
tion, we consider the spherically symmetric static black
hole solutions with several different DM halo profiles. A
Schwarzshild BH in the DM halo could be described by
the metric (as assumed in [22, 23]),

ds2 = −G(r)dt2 +
1

F (r)
dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2,

(2.1)

where G(r) and F (r) denote the functions that describe
the effects of the DM halos and BH on the metric. As
mentioned in [22, 23], if one ignores the high-order ef-
fects of potential of dark matter (they are supposed to
be small and very complicated to model) and assume
the deformed metrics satisfy Newtonian approximation,
then one can set F (r) = G(r). Without special alerts,
in the following we shall avoid mentioning F (r) and just
assume G(r) = F (r). With such setup, then the de-
formed metrics with different dark matter halos can be
constructed by analyzing the Einstein’s field equations 1

[22, 23]. These deformed metrics satisfy the Einstein’s
field equations and reduce to the Schwarzschild solution,
G(r) = 1−2M/r [52], when the DM is absent. For differ-
ent profiles of the DM halo, the function G(r) is different
[22]. In the following, we are going to present the func-
tion G(r) for each profile individually [For readers to see
more details about solving forG(r), e.g., the explicit form
of the stress-energy tensor in Einstein’s field equations,
we suggest [22] as a reference].

1 For certain scenarios, other types of metrics and approaches to
obtain their solutions are also discussed in the literature. See,
e.g., [44, 49–51].

A. URC profile

In the universal rotation curve (URC) profile of the
DM halo, the distribution of the DM is described by [53]
(see also [54] for a review)

ρ(r) =
ρ0r

3
0

(r + r0)(r2 + r2
0)
, (2.2)

where ρ0 is the central density and r0 is the characteristic
radius of the DM halo. According to the observations on
the M87 galaxy, the best fit values for the parameters of
the URC profile are ρ0 = 6.9 × 106M�/kpc3 and r0 =
91.2 kpc [55]. While in the Milky Way galaxy, we have
ρ0 = 5.2× 107M�/kpc3 and r0 = 7.8 kpc [56]. With this
halo profile, the function G(r) in the metric (2.1) is given
by [21, 24] 2

G(r) = e−2π2ρ0r
2
0

(
1 +

r2

r2
0

)− 2 ρ0r
3
0
π

r (1− r
r0

)

×
(

1 +
r

r0

)− 4 ρ0r
3
0
π

r (1+ r
r0

)

× exp

[
4 ρ0r

3
0π arctan( rr0 )(1 + r

r0
)

r

]
− 2M

r
.

(2.3)

Here M = 6.5 × 109 M� for the M87 central BH and
M = 4.3× 106 M� for the Sgr A∗ BH.

B. The CDM halo with NFW profile

The cold dark matter (CDM) halo with Navarro-Frenk-
White (NFW) profile is obtained by N -body simulations,
which has a universal spherically averaged density profile
[21, 57],

ρ(r) =
ρ0

(r/r0)(1 + r/r0)2
, (2.4)

where ρ0 is the density of the universe at the moment
when the halo collapsed and r0 is the characteristic
radius. According to the observations on Milky Way
galaxy [56], the best fit values for the parameters ρ0

and r0 for NFW profile are ρ0 = 5.23 × 107M�/kpc3

and r0 = 8.1 kpc. On the other hand, for M87 galaxy
we will have ρ0 = 0.008 × 107.5 M�/kpc3 (see [58]) and
r0 = 130 kpc [21]. With this halo profile, the function
G(r) in the metric (2.1) is given by [22]

G(r) =

(
1 +

r

r0

)− 8πGNρ0r
3
0

c2r

− 2GNM

c2r
. (2.5)

2 Note that, Eq. (2.3) is different from its counterpart in [21], viz.,

Eq. (18), up to a factor e−2π2ρ0r
2
0 . Such a factor is added in

Eq. (2.3) for the function G(r) to be normalized at the spatial
infinity.
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Here M = 4.3 × 106 M� is the mass of Sgr A∗ BH and
M = 6.5× 109 M� is the mass of M87 central BH.

C. The SFDM model

For the Scalar Field Dark Matter (SFDM) model [22,
59], the energy density profile for DM halo is given by

ρ(r) =
ρ0 sin(πr/r0)

πr/r0
, (2.6)

where ρ0 is the central density and r0 is the radius
at which the pressure and density are zero. In Milky
Way galaxy, we have ρ0 = 3.43 × 107M�/kpc3 and
r0 = 15.7 kpc [59]. With this halo profile, the function
G(r) in the metric (2.1) is given by

G(r) = exp

[
−8GNρ0r

2
0

π

sin(πr/r0)

πr/r0

]
− 2GNM

c2r
.

(2.7)

Here M = 4.3× 106 M� is the mass of Sgr A∗ BH.

III. ZERILLI-LIKE EQUATION FOR POLAR
METRIC PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we consider the linear gravitational per-
turbations hµν around Schwarzshild-like solutions. Let
us first start with a general form of a spherically sym-
metric spacetime, given by [28]

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 + e2Λ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (3.1)

where

dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2. (3.2)

Of course, for our case [cf. (2.1)], we have Φ = ln(G)/2
and Λ = − ln(G)/2 (recall that we hve assmued F = G).
For metric perturbations, let us start by describing the
geometry of a linearly perturbed spherically symmetric
background ḡµν ,

gµν = ḡµν + hµν , (3.3)

where

ḡµν = diag
(
−e2Φ(r), e2Λ(r), r2, r2 sin2 θ

)
, (3.4)

with hµν denoting the linear perturbations of the back-
ground metric ḡµν . In general, the perturbation hµν can
be split into pieces that transforming as scalars, vec-
tors, and tensors with respect to the symmetry of the
spacetime. However, in two-dimension maximally sym-
metric space S2, it can be shown that the tensor per-
turbations with transverse-traceless condition are iden-
tically zero [60–62]. Thus, the metric perturbations can
be split as scalar and vector perturbations, i.e., hµν =
hS
µν + hV

µν . Here we note that the scalar perturbation is
also called polar-type perturbation (or even-parity per-
turbation) while the vector one is called axial perturba-
tion (or odd-parity perturbation) [46]. In this paper, for
simplicity, we only focus on the polar perturbations of
the Schwarzshild-like solutions with different dark mat-
ter halos (The axial-perturbation case has already been
studied in [25, 26]).

We parameterize the polar perturbations in the form
of [63]

hµν =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l


Alm −Dlm −rBlm∂θ −rBlm∂ϕ
−Dlm Klm rHlm∂θ rHlm∂ϕ
sym sym r2

[
Elm + Flm

(
∂2
θ + L/2

)]
sym

sym sym r2Flm (∂θ∂ϕ − cot θ∂ϕ) r2 sin2 θ
[
Elm − Flm

(
∂2
θ + L/2

)]
Ylm(θ, ϕ)ε,

(3.5)

where Alm, Dlm, Hlm, Klm, Blm, Elm and Flm are func-
tions of t and r. Ylm(θ, ϕ) stands for the spherical har-
monics [64] and l as well as m in the index are integers.
In addition, we have defined L ≡ l(l + 1). Here, ε is a
real number and |ε| � 1.

From now on, we will set m = 0 in (3.5) so that
∂ϕYlm(θ, ϕ) = 0, as now the background has the spherical
symmetry, and the corresponding linear perturbations do
not depend on m [63, 65]. In addition, by adopting the
RW gauge [63], we will set Blm = Flm = Hlm = 0.

By following [28] and using Einstein’s field equations

[52], for the vacuum case we obtain 3

0 =

[
η1

∂2

∂r2
+ η2

∂

∂r
+

(
− ∂2

∂t2
+ η3

)]
ZII(t, r), (3.6)

3 For simplicity, here we ignore the perturbation of the DM since
its effects are expected to be negligible in comparing to the effects
of DM from the modified background geometry [25].
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with

η1 ≡
N II

(
ηII
)2
σII
(
τ II
)2

e2(Λ−Φ)N II
T

,

η2 ≡
N II
R

(
ηII
)2
τ II

2re2(Λ−Φ)N II
T

,

η3 ≡ −
N II
Z

(
ηII
)2

2r2e2(Λ−Φ)N II
T

, (3.7)

where N II, N II
T , N II

R , N II
Z , σII, ηII and τ II are functions

of Φ(r), Λ(r), r as well as L and are defined in [28].
Notice that ZII(t, r) is a gauge invariant constructed by
Alm, Dlm, Klm and Elm

4. In addition, we have dropped

the lm in its subscript for simplicity. We have used the
fact that Λ = −Φ (for our case) in simplifying the above
expression. After that, by modifying (3.6), we obtain the
master equation

d2Ψ(t, x)

dx2
−
[
d2

dt2
+ Veff(r)

]
Ψ(t, x) = 0, (3.8)

where

Ψ ≡ η−1/4
1 exp

(
1

2

∫
η2

η1
dr

)
ZII, (3.9)

dr

dx
= η

1/2
1 , (3.10)

and the effective potential is given by

Veff ≡ −

{
1

4

[
2η

1/2
1

(
d
√
η1

dr
− η2√

η1

)′
−
(
d
√
η1

dr
− η2√

η1

)2
]

+ η3

}
, (3.11)

with a prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. By
assuming Ψ = e−iωtΨ(x), Eq. (3.8) could be written as

d2Ψ(x)

dx2
+
[
ω2 − Veff(r)

]
Ψ(x) = 0. (3.12)

Here we would like to note that, by introducing the
coordinate x, we project the r ∈ [rMH ,+∞) onto
x ∈ (−∞,+∞). Since the metric functions, given by
Eqs.(2.3), (2.5) and (2.7) behave well on r ∈ [rMH ,+∞),
they will definitely be convergent on x ∈ (−∞,+∞).

Following Sec. II, we list the cases that we will consider
for the calculations of QNMs in Table I and provide some
basic information for each case. They are referred as Case
1, 2 and 3, respectively. The Schwarzschild case is also
shown.

To find the difference between different cases, Veff ’s for
each case listed in Table I are plotted in Fig. 1. To
make them at the same starting line, the data for Milky
Way is selected. In addition, as an example, we have set
l = 2 for this plot. Notice that, as notified earlier, here
we are using the unit system so that c = GN = rSch

MH =
1. From Fig. 1 it’s very clear that the deviation on
Veff ’s between each two cases in Table I is quite small
since these curves are almost overlapped. Actually, it is
because of this, an amplification of the region around the
stationary points of these curves of Veff ’s is inserted, so
that readers can find more details. That implies we may
obtain quite similar QNMs from these cases at the end.
As we will see, this is indeed the case.

4 Notice that, once ZII(t, r) has been achieved, the non-vanishing
components Alm, Dlm, Klm and Elm can be obtained.

Schwarzschild

Case 1

Case 2

Case 3

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

r

V
ef
f

FIG. 1. Behaviors of Veff for different cases listed in Table I,
in which the data for the Milky Way is selected for plotting.
In addition, we have chosen l = 2. Note that there is an
inserted figure showing the amplification of region around the
stationary points of these curves. Also note that here we are
using the unit system so that c = GN = rSch

MH = 1.

IV. QNMS OF SCHWARZSHILD-LIKE BLACK
HOLES IN DM HALOS

With the master equation given by (3.12), we are ready
to solve for the corresponding QNMs, for a specific choice
of G(r), including the cases listed in Table I (as well as
their extensions by varying ρ0 or r0). Notice that the
QNM for cases 2 and 3 have also been considered in [26]
with larger values of r0 and ρ0. Also notice that, ω in
general is a complex number, often written as ωlmn [46],
where l and m are inherited from spherical harmonics
while n is the overtone index. However, since we have
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TABLE I. Summary of the cases that we will consider for the calculations of QNMs.

Case Galaxy G(r) ρ0

(
M�/kpc3

)
r0 (kpc)

Schwarzschild N/A 1− 2M
r

0 N/A

Case 1 M87 (2.3) 6.9× 106 91.2
Milky Way (2.3) 5.2× 107 7.8

Case 2 M87 (2.5) 0.008× 107.5 130
Milky Way (2.5) 5.23× 107 8.1

Case 3 Milky Way (2.7) 3.43× 107 15.7

set m = 0, it will be left with two indices only, i.e., l and
n (For simplicity, before stimulating any confusions, we
shall write ωln as ω).

A. Calculations of QNMs for the cases in Table I

Once again, for all the cases mentioned above, we will
adopt the unit system so that c = GN = rSch

MH = 1. In
this way, the units for mass, time and length are totally
fixed.

So far, we have obtained the desired master equation
[cf. (3.12)], and we have several background metrics (see
Table I). In addition, we also know the two boundary
conditions, namely, pure in-going wave at the MH and
pure out-going wave at the spatial infinity [66]. With
everything in hand, and given a set of {l, n}, we will be
able to find the corresponding ωln.

QNMs in GR with the Schwarzschild case have been
studied extensively. In this procedure, several different
techniques of calculations were developed. For instance,
the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) approach [67–70],
finite difference method (FDM) [71], the continued frac-
tion method [72], shooting method [66], matrix method
[73], etc.[74–76]. Now, we are going to apply some of
them to carry out our calculations.

1. WKB method

First of all, we shall try to solve our problem with the
sixth-order WKB method. The formula of ω from the
sixth-order WKB method is given by

ω =

√√√√−i[(n+
1

2

)
+

6∑
k=2

Λk

]√
−2V ′′0 + V0, (4.1)

where

V0 ≡ Veff |r=rmax
, V ′′0 ≡

dVeff

dr2

∣∣∣∣
r=rmax

, (4.2)

with Veff(r = rmax) gives the maximum of Veff on r ∈
(rMH , ∞), where rMH is the radius of the MH. The
expressions of Λk’s could be found in [67–69]. Note that
n = 0, 1, 2, ....

2. Matrix method

In fact, we notice that in using the sixth-order WKB
method, our current algorithm will tend to lose its ac-
curacy when dealing with the l = 2 case with the polar
perturbations. Thus, for the l = 2 case, we shall adopt
some new methods. One of them will be referred as the
matrix method [73]. Its basic idea is to discretize (3.12)
and put it into a matrix form, so that we can solve for
ω’s by handling an eigenvalue problem. To do so, we first
write (3.12) as

p(r)2Ψ′′(r) + p(r)p′(r)Ψ′(r) +
[
ω2 − Veff(r)

]
Ψ(r) = 0,

(4.3)

where p(r) ≡ dr/dx. This equation needs to be solved on
r ∈ [rMH ,+∞) (Notice that, rMH wil be slightly larger
than rSch

MH). We shall project this interval to y ∈ [0, 1] by
introducing y ≡ 1− rMH/r. Thus, (4.3) transforms to

0 =
p(r)2(1− y)4

r2
MH

d2Ψ

dy2

+
p(r)[p′(r)rMH − 2p(r)(1− y)](1− y)2

r2
MH

dΨ

dy

+
[
ω2 − Veff(r)

]
Ψ. (4.4)

As one can show, the asymptotic solutions of Ψ(x)
at the two boundaries, i.e., r = rMH and r → ∞,
are given by Ψ ∼ exp(±iωx). However, to satisfy the
purely-in-going and purely-out-going conditions at these
two boundaries, we require Ψ ∼ exp(−iωx) at the MH
and Ψ ∼ exp(+iωx) at the spatial infinity. Such a be-
havior could be characterized by introducing Ψ = F(y)Ψ̄.
The information of the two physical boundary conditions
mentioned above will be encoded in F(y) so that we don’t
have to impose them for Ψ̄ ad hoc. In this way, we obtain

0 =
p(r)2(1− y)4

r2
MH

d2Ψ̄

dy2
+
p(r)(1− y)2

{
[p′(r)rMH − 2p(r)(1− y)]F + 2p(r)(1− y)2(dF/dy)

}
r2
MHF

dΨ̄

dy
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+

{
ω2 − Veff(r) +

[p′(r)rMH − 2p(r)(1− y)] (1− y)2(dF/dy) + p(r)(1− y)4(d2F/dy2)

r2
MHFp−1

}
Ψ̄. (4.5)

Constructing a suitable F(y) is not a trivial task in
general. For the Schwarzschild case and its simple ex-
tensions, we can easily find the corresponding F(y), as
given in [72] and [73]. However, it can’t really solve our
problem due to the complicity of p(r). To conquer this
problem, we shall explore a kind of approximate tech-
nique.

1 1000 106 109 1012 1015

10-17

10-16

10-15

10-14

10-13

r

|p
-
f|

FIG. 2. Amplitude of (p − f̄) on r ∈ (rMH , 1015) for Case
3 by setting l = 2, r0 = 15.7kpc and ρ0 = 3× 1012M�/kpc3.
Note that here we are using the unit system so that c = GN =
rSch
MH = 1.

To illustrate the detail, we use Case 3 in Table I as
our example (so that the data for the Sgr A∗ BH will be
used). In that case, we choose l = 2, r0 = 15.7kpc and
ρ0 = 3×1012M�/kpc3 (Here we select a sufficiently large
ρ0 so that the following analysis will be valid even when
our problem deviates significantly from the Schwarzschild
case). After that, we notice that the corresponding p(r)

could be well approximated by

f̄(r) ≡ ᾱ(1− rMH/r), (4.6)

near the MH as well as the spatial infinity, where ᾱ is
a factor to be determined. For the Schwarzschild case,
this is of course the truth. Given a DM halo, the va-
lidity of such an approximation could be justified by
Fig. 2, in which the amplitude of (p − f̄) is shown on
r ∈ (rMH , 1015). In this interval, we observe that the
amplitude of (p− f̄) stays extremely small, which makes
our approximation legal. In fact, by definition, we have
p(r = rMH) = f̄(r = rMH) = 0, so it’s not surpris-
ing that p(r) could be well approximated by f̄(r) near
the MH. On the other hand, according to (2.6), the den-
sity of the DM behaves like ρ ∼ O(r−1) near the spatial
infinity, which means the influence of DM will rapidly
fade away. Thus, it’s reasonable to treat an r as large as
r = 1015 to be the cutoff point for the influence of DM.
In other words, f̄(r) could sufficiently approximate p(r)
on r ∈ (1015,+∞) due to the lack of DM on this region.
In this way, we have proven that we are safe to use f̄(r)
to approximate p(r) near the MH as well as the spatial
infinity. Thus, we have x ≈ [r+ rMH ln(r− rMH)]/ᾱ. As
a result, by mimicking [73], the F(y) could be constructed
as

F(y) =
e(iωrMH)/[ᾱ(1−y)]

(1− y)iωrMH/ᾱ(yrMH)iωrMH/ᾱ
. (4.7)

As one can find, F(y) in (4.7) is indeed the F(y) that
guarantees the two physical boundary conditions of Ψ
mentioned earlier. It needs to be emphasized here that
the approximation of p(r) will only be used to construct
F(y). The p(r) in (4.5) will be evaluated with its exact
expression.

After that, by following [73], we introduce Ψ̂ = y(1 −
y)Ψ̄, and obtain

0 =
p(r)2(1− y)3

r2
MHy

d2Ψ̂

dy2
+
p(r)(1− y)

{[
p′(r)rMHy − 2p(r)(1− y)2

]
F + 2p(r)(1− y)2y(dF/dy)

}
r2
MHy

2F

dΨ̂

dy

+

{
ω2 +

(1− y)y
[(
p′(r)rMHy − 2p(r)(1− y)2

)
(dF/dy) + p(r)(1− y)2y(d2F/dy2)

]
r2
MHFp−1y2/(1− y)

}
y(1− y)Ψ̂

+

{
−Veff(r) +

[
2p(r)(1− y)3 − p′(r)rMH(1− 2y)y

]
F

r2
MHFp−1y2/(1− y)

}
y(1− y)Ψ̂. (4.8)

In practice, we shall carry out our calculations with
(4.8). To apply the matrix method to (4.8), we need
to discretize the variable y by replacing it with yi =

(i − 1)/(N − 1), where i ∈ [1, N ] ∩ Z, with N a positive
integer (It will be chosen properly to meet our tolerance
of accuracy. For instance, in this paper we set N = 22).
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In this way, yi’s are distributing evenly on the interval
[0, 1]. Similarly, we discretize Ψ̂ by replacing it with a

set of Ψ̂i, where i ∈ [1, N ] ∩ Z.

At the same time, we introduce a set of (N − 1)-

dimension vectors ~Vi = (Ψ̂1 − Ψ̂i, Ψ̂2 − Ψ̂i, ..., Ψ̂i−1 −
Ψ̂i, Ψ̂i+1− Ψ̂i, ..., Ψ̂N−1− Ψ̂i, Ψ̂N − Ψ̂i) as well as a set of
(N−1)×(N−1) matrices Mi with (Mi)jk = (yj−yi)k/(j!),
where i, j ∈ [1, N ] ∩ Z with i 6= j and k ∈ [1, N − 1] ∩ Z.

By using Taylor’s expansion law on Ψ̂ around yi’s, we

have ~Di = M−1
i · ~Vi (Note that here we are not using

Einstein’s summation convention [77]), where ~Di repre-

sents a set of (N − 1)-dimension vectors given by ~Di =

(Ψ̂(1)(yi), Ψ̂
(2)(yi), Ψ̂

(3)(yi), ..., Ψ̂
(N−2)(yi), Ψ̂

(N−1)(yi)),
with the (n) in the superscripts meaning the nth
derivative with respect to their arguments. Thus, we can
solve for Ψ̂(1)(yi) as well as Ψ̂(2)(yi) and substitute them

into (4.8) for dΨ̂/dy as well as d2Ψ̂/dy2, respectively. In
this way, we accomplish the discretization of (4.8). As a

result, we obtain N linear equations of Ψ̂i’s. They could

be expressed in a matrix form as ~0 = K · ~W, where ~W is

an N -dimension vector given by ~W = (Ψ̂1, Ψ̂2, ..., Ψ̂N ).
Here, the K is an N ×N matrix and its components are
read off from the N linear equations mentioned above.

On top of that, we further construct ~0 = K̄ · ~W, where
K̄ij = Kij(1− δ1,i)(1− δN,i)+ δ1,iδi,j + δN,iδi,j (Note that
here we are not using Einstein’s summation convention
either). Clearly, this is nothing but an eigenvalue prob-
lem. Thus, we can solve for ω’s through

det (K̄) = 0. (4.9)

The above procedures as well as analysis could be re-
peated for different cases as well as different ρ0’s and
r0’s.

Knowing the above methods, we are ready to run our
calculations of ω’s. In this subsection, we shall adopt the
choices of parameters given in Table I to carry out the
calculations. The results of ω’s (for l = 2, 3, 4, 5 and
n = 0, 1) for this part are exhibited in Tables II - IV for
Case 1, 2 and 3, respectively. Note that in these tables,
the results for BHs with DM halo are compared with
their counterparts from the Schwarzschild case and the
axial perturbations [25]. Also note that the results for
both axial and polar perturbations in the Schwarzschild
case are identical due to the isospectrality [46, 48] in this
case.

By looking at Tables II - IV, we immediately notice
that the deviations between the Schwarzschild and non-
Schwarzschild cases occur at the 4th digit or after that.
For all the listed ω’s in Tables II - IV, these deviations are
very small, just like we anticipated earlier. Considering
the fact that our calculations contain numerical errors,
these deviations are quite negligible. On the other hand,
by comparing the results from the axial and polar pertur-
bations, we can confirm their isospectrality up to about
the 5th digit.

B. QNMs for the l = 2 case with different values of
ρ0 and r0

In the above subsection, we have considered the im-
pacts of DM halos on QNMs by adopting the halo pa-
rameters ρ0 and r0 given in Table. I. It is worth mention-
ing here that these parameters are in general derived by
fitting the corresponding density profiles with the obser-
vational data of the rotation curves in different galaxies,
see [56] for examples. Thus, these profiles roughly reflect
DM distributions for the whole galaxy. They tend to be
accurate in describing the regions that far away from the
central BH. In contrast, to the contexts of matter envi-
ronment around the central BH, the halo parameters ρ0

and r0 are basically free.
In addition, the values of ρ0 and r0 also change from

galaxy to galaxy. In the Milky Way, r0 ∼ 10 kpc and
ρ0 ∼ 107M�/kpc3, as presented in Table. I. Depending
on specific galaxies, it is shown that in the catalog of dark
matter halo models for galaxies in the Spitzer Photom-
etry and Accurate Rotation Curves (SPARC) database,
r0 can be as large as ∼ 700 kpc and ρ0 can be as large as
1010M�/kpc3 for NFW profile [78]. In the SPARC, 175
galaxies are included. Thus, it is natural to expect that
the values of ρ0 or r0 in some galaxies in the Universe
could be even larger than those given in SPARC.

Schwarzschild Case 1

Case 2 Case 3

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

r

V
ef
f

FIG. 3. Behaviors of Veff for different cases listed in Table
I by setting l = 2. Here we have chosen ρ0 = 1012M�/kpc3

and the values for the other parameters are from the data for
the Milky Way. Note that here we are using the unit system
so that c = GN = rSch

MH = 1.

For these reasons, it’s worth investigating how the fre-
quencies of QNMs shift with different values of ρ0 and r0.
Thus, taking this opportunity, we also test the influence
of ρ0 and r0 on QNMs. At the same time, since the l = 2
mode is in general the dominate one [79], in this part we
shall focus ourselves on this mode only.

Since the final results are directly related to the effec-
tive potential, we first take a look to that. In Fig. 3 we
show the behaviors of Veff for the three cases listed in Ta-
ble I by setting l = 2 and ρ0 = 1012M�/kpc3. Just like in
Fig. 1, all the other parameters are chosen from the data
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TABLE II. The QNMs ω for BHs with DM halo by adopting the background and factors given in Case 1 of Table I. Note that
here ω’s from both polar and axial perturbations are compared with their Schwarzschild counterparts (Recall the isospectrality
in the Schwarzschild case).

Axial perturbations: Polar perturbations: Axial\Polar:
l n M87 Milky Way M87 Milky Way Schwarzschild case

2 0 0.74728− 0.17791i 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74728− 0.17791i 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i
1 0.69330− 0.54777i 0.69335− 0.54782i 0.69335− 0.54779i 0.69340− 0.54784i 0.69342− 0.54783i

3 0 1.19879− 0.18539i 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19879− 0.18539i 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19889− 0.18541i
1 1.16519− 0.56252i 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16519− 0.56253i 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i

4 0 1.61823− 0.18831i 1.61835− 0.18833i 1.61823− 0.18831i 1.61835− 0.18833i 1.61836− 0.18833i
1 1.59313− 0.56861i 1.59326− 0.56866i 1.59313− 0.56861i 1.59326− 0.56866i 1.59326− 0.56867i

5 0 2.02443− 0.18972i 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02443− 0.18972i 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02459− 0.18974i
1 2.00428− 0.57157i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00444− 0.57163i

TABLE III. The QNMs ω for BHs with DM halos by adopting the background and factors given in Case 2 of Table I. Note that
here ω’s from both polar and axial perturbations are compared with their Schwarzschild counterparts (Recall the isospectrality
in the Schwarzschild case).

Axial perturbations: Polar perturbations: Axial\Polar:
l n M87 Milky Way M87 Milky Way Schwarzschild case

2 0 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i
1 0.69335− 0.54782i 0.69335− 0.54782i 0.69339− 0.54784i 0.69339− 0.54784i 0.69342− 0.54783i

3 0 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19888− 0.18540i 1.19889− 0.18541i
1 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i

4 0 1.61834− 0.18833i 1.61835− 0.18833i 1.61834− 0.18833i 1.61835− 0.18833i 1.61836− 0.18833i
1 1.59325− 0.56866i 1.59325− 0.56866i 1.59325− 0.56866i 1.59325− 0.56866i 1.59326− 0.56867i

5 0 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02458− 0.18974i 2.02459− 0.18974i
1 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00443− 0.57163i 2.00444− 0.57163i

for the Milky Way (cf. Table I). By looking at Fig. 3 and
comparing it with Fig. 1, we notice that, for the curves
of Veff ’s in all these three cases, the regions around the
stationary points will be more like plateaux (instead of
peaks) when we have a larger ρ0. Another phenomenon
is that the position of a Veff ’s root moves a little bit to
the right when we have a larger ρ0. Essentially, that’s
because the radius of the MH is getting bigger. To show
this more clear, we plot out the relative differences be-
tween rMH and rSch

MH as functions of ρ0 \ r0 for the three
cases in Fig 4 (The Milky Way data is used in there).
From there we find it clearly that, given sufficiently large
ρ0’s or r0’s (in comparing to the ones listed in Table I),
the resultant rMH can significantly deviate from rSch

MH .
That implies that we may find non-trivial discrepancies
between the Schwarzschild and non-Schwarzschild cases
based on QNMs with a large enough ρ0 (the same for r0),
as we have seen in [25]. In addition, we also anticipate

that all the three cases listed in Table I will share similar
patterns when we adjust ρ0 or r0. Thus, we shall simply
take Case 3 as our example.

As mentioned in the last subsection, the l = 2 case
needs to be handled more carefully. Therefore, in this
subsection the FDM [71, 80] will be used for the calcula-
tion. Different from the WKB approach and the matrix
method, using the FDM, we shall solve (3.8) for Ψ (which
carries the information of ωln’s) in the time domain. An
advantage of using this method here is that in this way we
can observe the discrepancies mentioned above clearly.

To apply the FDM, we first introduce two new vari-
ables µ ≡ t− x and ν ≡ t+ x [so that t = (ν + µ)/2 and
x = (ν−µ)/2]5. Therefore, on a (N+1)× (N+1) lattice
(where N is a positive integer that will be chosen prop-
erly according to our usage), we perform the calculation
of Ψ(µ, ν) by using the recursion formula

Ψ(µ+ δh, ν + δh) ∼= Ψ(µ, ν + δh) + Ψ(µ+ δh, ν)−Ψ(µ, ν)− δh2Veff (r)
Ψ(µ, ν + δh) + Ψ(µ+ δh, ν)

8
, (4.10)

5 One of the biggest differences between the FDM and the other
two methods mentioned above is that in using the FDM, we need
the exact form of x(r), in addition to its derivative with respect

to r. Therefore, according to the definition (3.10), we have to
assign x an integral constant. In fact, such a constant could
be chosen arbitrarily and it’s independent of our results for ω’s.
Thus, we made a simple choice by letting x(r = 2) = 2.
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TABLE IV. The QNMs ω for BHs with DM halos by adopting the background and factors given in Case 3 of Table I. Note that
here ω’s from both polar and axial perturbations are compared with their Schwarzschild counterparts (Recall the isospectrality
in the Schwarzschild case).

Axial perturbations: Polar perturbations: Axial\Polar:
l n M87 Milky Way M87 Milky Way Schwarzschild case

2 0 N/A 0.74734− 0.17793i N/A 0.74734− 0.17792i 0.74734− 0.17792i
1 N/A 0.69335− 0.54782i N/A 0.69340− 0.54785i 0.69342− 0.54783i

3 0 N/A 1.19888− 0.18540i N/A 1.19888− 0.18541i 1.19889− 0.18541i
1 N/A 1.16528− 0.56258i N/A 1.16528− 0.56258i 1.16528− 0.56258i

4 0 N/A 1.61835− 0.18833i N/A 1.61835− 0.18833i 1.61836− 0.18833i
1 N/A 1.59326− 0.56867i N/A 1.59326− 0.56867i 1.59326− 0.56867i

5 0 N/A 2.02459− 0.18974i N/A 2.02459− 0.18974i 2.02459− 0.18974i
1 N/A 2.00444− 0.57163i N/A 2.00444− 0.57163i 2.00444− 0.57163i
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FIG. 4. The relative difference between rMH and rSch
MH as

functions of ρ0 and r0 for the three cases listed in Table I. In
the upper panel, the r0’s for these three cases are picked up
from the Milky Way data in Table I. In the lower panel, the
ρ0’s for these three cases are picked up from the Milky Way
data in Table I

where δh is the step size. The boundary conditions are
given by Ψ(µ, ν = 0) = 0 (µ 6= 0) and Ψ(µ = 0, ν) =
exp[−(ν − 1)2/2]. Thus, after N2 iterations, we find all
the Ψ(nδh, nδh)’s for n ∈ [0, N ] ∩ Z. From that we can
calculate Ψ(t, x = 0) by using the relation Ψ(t, x = 0) =
Ψ(µ, µ).

In Fig. 5 we plot out ln |Ψ(t, x = 0)|, where t ∈ [0, 50],
for Case 3 by setting l = 2. For the upper panel, we fix

r0 = 15.7kpc and vary ρ0, while for the lower panel, we
fix ρ0 = 3.34 × 107M�/kpc3 and vary r0. During the
calculations, we choose N = 500 and δh = 0.1. Notice
that, in there the shapes of these curves reflect the com-
prehensive effects of all the existing ω2n’s (Of course, in
principle, ω20 is the dominate one). Roughly speaking,
the slopes of these curves’ fitting lines represent ω2n’s
imaginary parts (the damping time) while their periods
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FIG. 5. The temporal evolution of Ψ(t, x = 0) [cf. (3.8)]
for Case 3 in Table. I by setting l = 2. For the upper
panel, we fix r0 = 15.7kpc. For the lower panel, we fix
ρ0 = 3.43× 107M�/kpc3. In the upper panel, the green solid
line, red dash-dotted line, blue dotted line and orange dashed
line represent the results for ρ0 = 3.34 × 107, ρ0 = 1010,
ρ0 = 1012 and ρ0 = 1013 (in M�/kpc3), respectively. In the
lower panel, the green solid line, red dash-dotted line, blue
dotted line and orange dashed line represent the results for
r0 = 15.7, r0 = 500, r0 = 5000 and r0 = 7000 (in kpc), re-
spectively. Note that here we are using the unit system so
that c = GN = rSch

MH = 1.

represent ω2n’s real parts (the periods of vibration) 6.
Knowing this and looking at the upper panel of Fig. 5,

we find that when the ρ0 is apart from 3.34×107M�/kpc3

and getting bigger, the changing rate of the resultant
ω2n’s is very small at the beginning and will increase
significantly when ρ0 is big enough. Similarly, by looking
at the lower panel of Fig. 5, we find that when r0 is
apart from 15.7kpc and getting bigger, the changing rate
of the resultant ω2n’s is very small at the beginning and

6 In fact, we are able to extract the exact value of each ω from
the FDM by using, e.g., the Prony method [81]. However, this
work won’t be straightforward and more importantly, to our
knowledge, it’s not easy to control the accuracy of the Prony
method. Thus, we are not going to demonstrate the detail of
Prony method here.

will increase significantly when r0 is big enough. This
kind of phenomena are consistent with our Figs. 2, 3
and 4 in [25].

C. Test the isospectrality

As we have seen in Tables II - IV, there is almost no de-
viation on ω’s between the axial- and polar-perturbation
cases up to our numerical error. Therefore, we have con-
firmed the isospectrality for those scenarios. Of course,
in there we were using the values for model-dependent
constants (cf. r0 and ρ0) based on the current observa-
tions. Nonetheless, as mentioned previously, ρ0 and r0

are basically free parameters. It is worth testing if we
can break the isospectrality with large enough ρ0 and r0.
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FIG. 6. The temporal evolution of Ψ(t, x = 0) [cf. (3.8) and
[25]’s (3.9)] under the polar\axial perturbations for the Case
3 in Table. I by setting l = 2. For the upper panel we have
r0 = 15.7kpc and ρ0 = 1013M�/kpc3. For the lower panel
we have r0 = 7000kpc and ρ0 = 3.43 × 107M�/kpc3. Here,
the blue solid lines and red dash-dotted lines represent the
results from the polar and axial perturbations, respectively.
Note that here we are using the unit system so that c = GN =
rSch
MH = 1.

In this subsection, we test the influence of ρ0 and r0 on
the isospectrality. For this part, we continue to work with
Case 3. By using (3.8), [25]’s (3.9) and (4.10), we could
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carry out the calculations. The resultant ln |Ψ(t, x = 0)|
for the polar and axial cases are compared in Fig. 6. In
there we set l = 2. In addition, for the upper panel we set
r0 = 15.7kpc and ρ0 = 1013M�/kpc3, while for the lower
panel we set r0 = 7000kpc and ρ0 = 3.43× 107M�/kpc3.
Here we have made the ρ0 and r0 big enough for upper
and lower panel respectively to break the isospectrality
(suppose we can). However, it turns out that we can
barely observe deviations between these two cases (axial
and polar) since the two curves in both the upper and
lower panels of Fig. 6 are almost overlapped. Therefore,
we conclude that the isospectrality is preserved. Besides,
just like we anticipated, for Case 1 and Case 2 we can
also observe similar phenomena. For simplicity, we omit
the redundant details here.

V. IMPLICATION IN GRAVITATIONAL WAVE
DETECTION

Once we are able to calculate QNMs from the master
equations that govern the axial and polar perturbations
of the Schwarzschild-like BHs with DM, our purpose here
is to see how the shifts on QNM frequencies affect the
GWs from the ringdown stages of coalescences. We are
mostly interested in the shifts in the Schwarschild QNM
frequencies induced by the presence of DM halos sor-
rounding a supermassive BH, characterized by

ω = ωSch + δω, (5.1)

where ωSch denotes the QNM frequencies of the
Schwarzschild black hole and δω denotes the corrections
from the dark matter halo. Here we would like to men-
tion that a remarkable result in GR is the isospectrality
of QNM of the Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs. Normally,
when the Schwarzschild geometry is perturbed by the
DM halo, isospectrality will in general be broken. How-
ever, as we have shown in the above section, the isospec-
trality is still satisfied within the tolerance of the numer-
ical errors. In this case we will treat the polar and axial
perturbations as isospectral.

Now we need to construct the corresponding GW wave-
form. The GW emitted during the ringdown stage can be
expressed as a linear combination of dampled sinusoids,

h+ + ih× =
Mz

DL

∑
lmn

Almnei(flmnt+φlmn)e−t/τlmnSlmn,

(5.2)

where Mz is the red-shifted mass of the BH, DL is the
luminosity distance to the source, Almn is the mode am-
plitude, φlmn is the phase coefficient, and Slmn is the
(complex) spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics of spin
weight 2, which depend on the polar and azimuthal an-
gles. The GW frequency satisfies 2πflmn = Re(ωlmn),
with the right-hand side being the real part of the QNM
frequency for the (l,m, n) mode, while the damping time
τlmn is related to the imaginary part of QNM frequency

via τlmn = −1/Im(ωlmn) [82]. To illustrate the effects
of DM, we can express the frequency flmn and damping
time τlmn in terms of (small) deviations to the corre-
sponding Schwarzschild values,

flmn = fSch
lmn(1 + δflmn), (5.3)

τlmn = τSch
lmn(1 + δτlmn), (5.4)

where fSch
lmn and τSch

lmn are the QNM frequency and damp-
ing time of the Schwarzschild BH, and δflmn and δτlmn
represent the deviations from the Schwarzschild case due
to presence of DM halos. fSch

lmn and τSch
lmn only depend

on the mass of a BH and the fundamental mode with
n = 0, l = 2, m = 0 has frequency and damping time (in
SI unit) [82]

fSch
200 ' 0.012Hz

106M�
M

, (5.5)

τSch
200 ' 55.4s

106M�
M

. (5.6)

The δflmn and δτlmn are functions of the mass of a
BH, viz., M , and the parameters ρ0 and r0 are given by
different DM profiles. Now we expect to see how δflmn
and δτlmn depend on ρ0 and r0, and whether they are
detectable with future space-based GW detectors. We
investigate the Sgr A∗ BH and illustrate the behaviors of
δf200 and δτ200 for different values of ρ0 and r0 in Fig. 7
by considering the three different cases (cf. Table I).
The calculations are, again, carried out by using the ma-
trix method. From this figure we observe greater −δf200

and δτ200 with increasing r0 or ρ0. This indicates that a
denser DM distribution in the central region of a galaxy
near a BH leads to lower GW frequency and longer damp-
ing time for GWs during the ringdown stage. It is also
evident that −δf200 and δτ200 can be as large as 10−1 for
certain values of ρ0 and r0. Considering the designed res-
olution of space-based detectors, such as LISA, TianQin,
and Taiji, these effects may be detectable [47]. This may
provide an approach to probe the matter distribution in
the central region of a galaxy.

Note that in the above analysis, we were considering
QNMs of Schwarzschild-like BHs, i.e., we ignored the ro-
tation of a BH for simplicity. Including the effects of
rotations of a BH is not an easy task since the exact ro-
tating solution in the DM halo is still lacking. It is also
quite difficult to construct the master equations for grav-
itational perturbations of a rotating BH beyond Kerr.
Such effects may be considered in our future works.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we investigate the calculations of QNMs
and focus on supermassive BHs in the central region of
a galaxy surrounded by a DM halo, which are described
by Schwarzschild-like spacetimes. With three different
DM models, their metrics are given by (2.3), (2.5) and
(2.7), respectively. Each model is mainly measured by



13

■

■

■

■

■
■

●

●

●

●

●

10-5 10-4 0.001 0.010 0.100

10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

-δf200

δ
τ 2
00

ρ0=5.2×10
7M·kpc

-3, r0=7.8kpc

ρ0=10
9

ρ0=10
10

ρ0=10
11

ρ0=10
12

ρ0=3×10
12

r0=50

r0=150

r0=500

r0=1500

■

■

■

■

■

■

●

●

●

●

●

10-5 10-4 0.001 0.010 0.100

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

-δf200

δ
τ 2
00

ρ0=5.23×10
7M·kpc

-3, r0=8.1kpc

ρ0=10
9

ρ0=10
10

ρ0=10
11

ρ0=10
12

ρ0=3×10
12

r0=50

r0=150

r0=500

r0=1500

■

■

■

■

■
■

●

●

●

●

●

●

10-6 10-5 10-4 0.001 0.010 0.100

10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

-δf200

δ
τ 2
00

ρ0=3.43×10
7M·kpc

-3, r0=15.7kpc

ρ0=10
9

ρ0=10
10

ρ0=10
11

ρ0=10
12

ρ0=3×10
12

r0=50

r0=150

r0=500

r0=1500

r0=3300

FIG. 7. The deviations of QNM frequency δf200 and damp-
ing time δτ200 from those of a Schwarzschild BH by consid-
ering the Sgr A∗ BH for different values of ρ0 and r0. Upper
panel: Case 1; middle panel: Case 2; and bottom panel: Case
3 (cf. Table I). The blue dashed lines represent the results for
fixing r0 (They are also marked by little blue boxes), while
the red solid lines represent the results for fixing ρ0 (They are
also marked by red dots). Note that here we are using the
unit system so that c = GN = rSch

MH = 1.

two model-dependent parameters, viz., ρ0 and r0. For
the two specific BHs that we studied, i.e., the Sgr A∗ BH
(located at the cener of Milky Way) as well as the M87
central BH, the corresponding values of ρ0 and r0 are
summarized in Table I. In addition to the Schwarzschild
case, the other three non-Schwarzschild cases are referred
as Case 1, Case 2 and Case 3 in Table I.

To calculate QNMs, a master equation is derived under
the background (3.4) and the perturbation (3.5), where
the RW gauge [63] is what we adopt. Notice that, in [25]

the axial (odd-parity) perturbation has been studied, and
here we focus on the polar (even-parity) sector. By using
the Einstein’s field equations [52] and following [28], our
result of master equation for the polar sector is given by
(3.8), with an effective potential given by (3.11). Since
the resultant QNM frequency, viz., ω, is directly related
to the patterns of an effective potential, we want to first
take a loot to that. For this purpose, Veff’s are plotted in
Fig. 1 for the four cases listed in Table I (including the
Schwarzschild case).

Since the curves in Fig. 1 are almost overlapped, we
anticipate that the resultant ω’s [cf. (3.12)] will be quite
similar. This is confirmed by using the results shown in
Tables II - IV, in which we provide the calculated ω’s
by setting l = 2, 3, 4, 5 and n = 0, 1 (Recall that ω’s
could be calculated for different modes, distinguished by
l, m and n, and we can denote them by ωlmn or ωln,
since we have set m = 0 due to the fact that we are
dealing with spherically symmetric spacetimes) for the
polar, axial cases. To find these ω’s, two techniques are
utilized, namely, the sixth-order WKB method [cf. (4.1)]
as well as the matrix method [cf. (4.9)]. By using them
we can guarantee the accuracy of our results.

From Tables II - IV, we notice that, for a considered
ωln, the discrepancy between each case (axial, polar and
Schwarzschild) occurs at the 4th digit or after that. For
most of the ωln’s appearing in Tables II - IV, such a
discrepancy is quite negligible, so that we conclude that
the various cases listed in Table I won’t make too much
difference. In addition, by comparing the results from
the axial and polar perturbations, we can also confirm
the isospectrality [46] for the three DM models and the
parameters considered in Table I.

At the same time, since the values of ρ0 and r0 may
change from galaxy to galaxy, we also investigate the im-
pacts of them on QNMs. Indeed, according to the current
observations to the Milky Way and M87 galaxies, the re-
sultant ρ0 and r0 will lead to quite negligible deviations
from the Schwarzschild case, as we have seen from Ta-
bles II - IV. Nonetheless, it’s hard to tell what kind of
parameters we will obtain for other galaxies in the uni-
verse. Thus, it is worth checking what will happen when
ρ0 and r0 are changing freely. More importantly, in the
context of constraints on BH environments, these param-
eters are basically free [44]. It’s not necessary to assume
that they will preserve the similar magnitudes in all the
occasions. A more reasonable way is to consider ρ0 and
r0 on a wider range. This fact stimulates our interests
on how these parameters will influence QNMs when they
are changing freely. Besides, since the l = 2 mode is in
general the dominate one [79], for this part we focus on
the l = 2 mode only.

Basically, we study the influence of one of the two pa-
rameters ρ0 and r0 on QNMs by fixing the other. Treat-
ing Case 3 (cf. Table I) as our example, the final results
are exhibited in Fig. 5. In obtaining these results, to
illustrate more clearly how different cases with varying
ρ0 and r0 deviate from each other, a new technique, viz.,
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the FDM, is applied [cf. (4.10)]. By using the FDM,
our master variable could be solved in the time domain,
and we are able to obtain Ψ(t, x = 0) [cf. (3.8)], which
carries information of all the existing ω2n’s. From Fig. 5
we learn that, different ρ0’s and r0’s will result in almost
identical results when they are small. Nevertheless, once
ρ0’s or r0’s are large enough, the resultant Ψ(t, x = 0)
(so that ω2n’s) will be sensitive to the values of ρ0 and
r0. In fact, this phenomenon is consistent with what we
have observed in [25].

On the other hand, to further confirm the isospectral-
ity, we apply the FDM once again to Case 3 of Table I
by setting l = 2 and changing ρ0 and r0 to much larger
values. Although ρ0 and r0 are adjusted to very large
quantities, we can barely observe deviations between the
axial and polar cases, as seen from Fig. 6. Therefore, by
combining the observations from Tables II - IV and Fig.
6, we conclude that the isospectrality is preserved in the
three DM models we consider here (cf. Sec. II) 7.

Finally, we want to investigate in detail how QNMs
deviate from that of the Schwarzschild case by chang-
ing the model-dependent parameters ρ0 and r0. For this
purpose, we characterize such deviations by δflmn and
δτlmn [cf. (5.3)]. Here, we focus on the l = 2, n = 0 and
m = 0 mode, since this is one of the dominate ones. As
an example, we investigate the Sgr A∗ BH and illustrate
the behaviors of δf200 and δτ200 for different values of ρ0

and r0 in Fig. 7 by considering the three different DM
models (cf. Table I). From this figure we observe greater
−δf200 and δτ200 with increasing r0 and ρ0. This indi-
cates that a denser DM distribution in the central region
of a galaxy near a BH leads to lower GW frequency and
longer damping time for GWs during the ringdown stage.
It is also evident that −δf200 and δτ200 can be as large as
10−1 for certain values of ρ0 and r0. By considering the

designed resolution of LISA-like detectors [47], one may
expect such a large deviation can be found in reality once
a galaxy with suitable ρ0 and r0 is observed someday. By
matching with the results here, this kind of observations
will either confirm our current understanding to DM or
help us put constraints on the current DM models.

Our work here can be extended in several directions.
First of all, here we only consider three different DM pro-
files. It is interesting to extend the current work to other
DM profiles. For instance, BHs surrounded by superfluid
DM and baryonic matter [19]. In addition, as has been
mentioned, the higher-order effect of potential of DM is
ignored in the current study [22], so that we can assume
G(r) = F (r) [cf. (2.1)]. A natural desire is to extend
our work to more general cases, for which we can relax
such an assumption. Inspired by [20, 49–51], we may
run a systematic study in this direction in our next step.
On the other hand, since astrophysical BHs in general
have non-zero angular momentum, it is also our plan to
extend our work to rotating BHs. Finally, we may test
the effects of DM halos on various modified theories of
gravity.
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