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This article aims at comparing gravitational wave memory effect in a Schwarzschild spacetime with
that of other compact objects with static and spherically symmetric spacetime, with the purpose of
proposing a procedure for differentiating between various compact object geometries. We do this
by considering the relative evolution of two nearby test geodesics with in different backgrounds in
the presence and absence of a gravitational wave pulse and comparing them. Memory effect due
to a gravitational wave would ensure that there is a permanent effect on each spacetime and the
corresponding geodesic evolution, being metric dependent, would display distinct results in each
case. For a complete picture, we have considered both displacement and velocity memory effect in
each geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s theory of General Relativity has been the most successful theory of gravity till date. However, it fails to
explain with certainty regions of extreme gravity, for example: in the vicinity of singularities and the starting point
of the universe itself. With the rise of observational gravitational wave (GW) data from detectors like LIGO [7, 8] as
well as the observations of the shadow of supermassive compact central objects e.g., the M87* and the SgrA* by the
Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) [9–15], we now have the means necessary to propose and possibly check alternative
theories of gravity by looking for higher dimensions or changes in the known structure or behaviour of black hole
spacetime. Such predictions of black hole like compact objects have lead to new studies in Exotic Compact Objects
(ECOs) [16–25] arising from theories of quantum fluctuations and/or dark matter. These objects behave as black
holes for solar system tests of gravity but they may display distinct features when probed using strong field tests
of gravity, such as gravitational waves. Although black holes are a widely studied exact solution of Einstein’s field
equations and we have a huge inventory of data that points to their existence, we still cannot say for sure because
of the lack of experimental/observational evidence of the event horizon which is a defining feature of any black hole.
Hence it is interesting to study to what extent the current or upcoming experiments or detectors can observationally
establish the existence of black holes given that there are so many possible black hole mimickers. The first image
released of the supermassive black hole at the centre of M87*, an elliptical galaxy did not just boost research in the
realm of black hole physics but also gave rise to a very fundamental question,i.e. in the absence of any proof of an
event horizon is it really a black hole? Hence, although black hole research is a prominent field of study today, given
the ever increasing volume of gravitational wave data, this particular question arises because all that we can verify is
the existence of a photon sphere. However, the proof of photon sphere alone is not enough for the existence of a black
hole. In the darkness beyond a photon sphere, many postulate that other exotic compact objects may exist, although
their stability studies are not at par with those of a black hole.
There are two ways in which this question can be resolved - either we attempt to prove the existence of the horizon or
we find some procedure by which we can differentiate between various compact object geometries. In this work, we try
to pursue the latter path and present a comparative study between various ECO geometries. We take gravitational
wave memory effect as our measurable phenomenon and consider static and spherically symmetric solutions of various
models of wormholes and other theories of gravity for comparison with a simple Schwarzschild black hole. As these
regions of extreme gravity are perfect laboratories for studying higher dimensional theories of gravity hence we consider
those models as well. However, we must warn that current gravitational wave detectors like LIGO do not have the
sensitivity required to detect such a minute difference caused due to memory effect. To demonstrate this we try to
find the order of strain sensitivity required to detect memory effect with the current strain sensitivity of LIGO. But we
do expect next generation of detectors to be able to detect gravitational wave memory effect which will enable us to
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realise this study in the experimental front. The improvement in the detection prospects for future ground based GW
detectors and also the launch of the space based-detector LISA in the near future, may provide us an opportunity to
observe GW memory effect [26]. This effect refers to the lasting change in the relative distance between test particles
when a GW passes through the ambient spacetime [27, 28]. The memory effect encompasses both the strong-field, as
well as non-linear aspects of general relativity, which is yet to be observed.
Keeping in mind the above importance we study memory effect for various spherically symmetric spacetimes of GR
and theories beyond GR. We analyse the memory effect here by studying the geodesic evolution of two test particles
both in the absence and in the presence of a gravitational wave and making a comparative study. We believe this
study will shed some important light on our understanding of memory effect as well as some broad aspects like the
strong gravity regime of GR and theories beyond GR.
This paper is organized as follows: First we introduce some basic features of static, spherically symmetric geometry
in section II. We then study the gravitational wave memory for various static and spherically symmetric black hole
geometries in section III. In section IV, gravitational wave memory have been studied for various static, spherically
symmetric wormhole solutions which are possible candidates of black hole mimickers. Then we make a comparative
study of gravitational wave memory in section V. Finally, concluding remarks have been given in section VI.

II. GEODESIC EVOLUTION IN STATIC AND SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC SPACETIME IN THE
PRESENCE AND ABSENCE OF GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

In this section, we briefly discuss the geodesic equations for any static and spherically symmetric spacetime in presence
and absence of gravitational waves. The general equations we get here will be used in later sections to describe memory
effect for various static, spherically symmetric backgrounds. So first let us write down the line element that describes
any static and spherically symmetric spacetime

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

g(r)
+ r2dΩ2

2 (1)

If f(r) = 0 at some value of r = rH then the geometry described by eqn 1 represents a black hole. However if there is
no horizon, or singularity present in the solution, and the solution is asymptotically flat then the solution represents
a geometry featuring two asymptotic regions connected by a bridge or a wormhole solution. We now consider the
geodesic equations for this metric. We know for arbitrarily general spacetime, described by spacetime coordinates xa,
the geodesic equation for a free-falling object in this spacetime can be constructed as follows

d2xa

dτ2
+ Γa

bc

dxb

dτ

dxc

dτ
= 0 (2)

Where Γa
bc are the affine connections corresponding to the arbitrary spacetime geometry and τ is the affine parameter.

So the geodesic equations corresponding to the line element 1 look like the following (considering equatorial plane
θ = π/2):

ẗ+
f ′(r)

f(r)
ṙṫ = 0 (3)

r̈ − g′(r)

2g(r)
ṙ2 +

f ′(r)g(r)

2
ṫ2 − rg(r) ϕ̇2 = 0 (4)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (5)

The convention we follow is: dot represents derivative with respect to proper time τ and dash represents derivative
with respect to the associated coordinate, for example f ′(r) = df/dr and ṙ = dr/dτ . To solve these geodesic equations,
we need to specify initial conditions which will be determined by the velocity normalisation condition.

gabu
aub = −1 (6)

which for our case reduces to

−f(r)ṫ2 + 1

g(r)
ṙ2 + r2ϕ̇2 = −1 (7)

Now, for our gravitational wave we take the pulse profile

H(t) = A sech2(t− t0) (8)
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If we consider the cross-components of the GW to be zero for simplicity then we can write the above line element in
1 in transverse-traceless (TT) gauge as follows

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

g(r)
+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 θdϕ2 (9)

Corresponding to this, the geodesic equations would be

ẗ− rH ′(t)

2f(r)
ϕ̇2 +

f ′(r)

f(r)
ṙṫ = 0 (10)

r̈ − g′(r)

2g(r)
ṙ2 +

f ′(r)g(r)

2
ṫ2 +

(
H(t)− 2r

2

)
g(r) ϕ̇2 = 0 (11)

ϕ̈+

(
2r −H(t)

r2 − rH(t)

)
ṙϕ̇−

(
H ′(t)

r −H(t)

)
ṫϕ̇ = 0 (12)

We will now make use of these equations to demonstrate memory effect in specific spacetime geometries. For standard-
isation purposes, we have taken M = 1 in all our calculations and we confine our calculations in the equatorial plane
i.e. θ = π/2 for simplicity but without losing any generality. Another important point to be noted here is that the
parameter τ we will use for our work is an approximate affine parameter, i.e. it remains affine only till a certain range
in which the coordinate t in the presence of a gravitational wave shows linear behaviour. Since we are considering
only the range of τ where the gravitational wave impacts our test particle geodesic hence this approximation is fair.

III. MEMORY EFFECT IN STATIC AND SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS

In this section we consider some static spherically symmetric black hole (BH) solutions starting from Schwarzschild
solution as well as some other BH solutions from theories beyond GR and explore the GW memory effects for these
black hole backgrounds.

A. Memory Effect in Schwarschild spacetime

The Schwarzschild solution is a static, spherically symmetric solution of the vacuum Einstein equations. This solution
represents the black hole solution as well as the exterior geometry of any spherically symmetric gravitational source.
The uniqueness of this solution is guaranteed by Birkhoff’s theorem which states that any spherically symmetric
solution of the vacuum field equations must be static and asymptotically flat and hence must be described by the line
element 1, for which f(r) and g(r) will have the following form

f(r) = g(r) =

(
1− 2

r

)
(13)

Let us demonstrate Memory effect in the simplest case of a Schwarzschild black hole background. We follow the idea
of memory effect from the work of Braginskij [39] which talks about how memory effect can be interpreted simply as
a Newtonian force acting between two particles when a gravitational wave passes through them and thus integrating
the force equation using the appropriate conditions shows us that both position and velocity of a particle with respect
to another particle considered to be at the origin will change. Hence here we will consider two test particles in the
presence and absence of a gravitational wave. In both cases, we will take the appropriate metric and solve the geodesic
equations numerically to determine the trajectory of the particles. What we will emphasize on is the difference in the
co-ordinates of the two particles. When a gravitational wave passes, it causes a permanent change in the co-moving
distance between two particles, this is known as displacement memory effect. Hence, by tracking the relative distance
between two particles as they evolve in time we expect to see that the relative co-ordinate separation between the
two particles would be different in the presence of a gravitational wave as compared to that in the absence of a
gravitational wave. Let us first solve the geodesic equations in the absence of a gravitational wave. We use the
velocity normalisation condition 6 to determine the initial conditions. As we have three coordinates here (t, r, ϕ), we
will require six initial conditions to determine the geodesic solution. We can choose any five of those initial conditions
and equation 6 will determine the remaining initial condition such that we get a time-like geodesic curve. The geodesic
equations (3 - 5) will take the following form

ẗ+
2

r2 − 2r
ṙṫ = 0 (14)
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r̈ − ṙ2

r2 − 2r
+

1

r2

(
1− 2

r

)
ṫ2 − (r − 2) ϕ̇2 = 0 (15)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (16)

Now, consider a gravitational wave that looks like 8. We could have also taken any other pulse profile, for example,
a Gaussian profile. In this study we have taken A = 10 and t0 = 9 for our GW. We can write the Schwarzschild line
element in presence of gravitational waves as 9 with f(r) and g(r) shown in 13. The geodesic equations (10-12) will
take the following form

ẗ+
2

r2 − 2r
ṙṫ+

r2H ′(t)

2(r − 2)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (17)

r̈ − ṙ2

(r2 − 2r)
+

1

r2

(
1− 2

r

)
ṫ2 +

(
H(t)− 2r

2

)(
1− 2

r

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (18)

ϕ̈+

(
2r −H(t)

r2 − rH(t)

)
ṙϕ̇+

(
H ′(t)

H(t)− r

)
ṫϕ̇ = 0 (19)

We now compare the relative differences in t, r and velocity, where velocity is defined as v = d(∆r)/dτ , between these
two test particles in the following manner

∆xwithoutGW = ∆xgeodesic2 −∆xgeodesic1 (20)

∆xwithGW = ∆xgeodesic2 −∆xgeodesic1 (21)

Here x denotes any of the t, r or v (= d(∆r)/dτ) coordinates. We then compare these co-ordinate differences by
plotting them together to show what effect a gravitational wave would have on the relative geodesic evolution of
two particles in this particular background. For example,we compare ∆twithout GW and ∆twith GW depicted in red
and blue respectively to demonstrate memory effect and continue the same process with the other two co-ordinate
differences.

Consider the plot for v = dr/dτ against the proper time τ . Here, we do see memory effect manifested as deviation
in the velocity but as we asymptotically approach larger τ values, we see this deviation disappear which might be a
consequence of the fact that τ is not exactly an affine parameter for larger values.
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FIG. 1: Memory effect in Schwarzschild spacetime

B. Braneworld Black holes

Here we consider brane localised black holes in the Randall-Sundrum braneworld scenario which may have reflective
boundary conditions arising due to quantum corrections near the horizon. As is the standard braneworld scenario,
all matter exists on the four dimensional brane and only gravity can propagate through the five dimensional bulk
[30–32]. Thus the effective gravitational field equations can be derived using the Gauss-Codazzi formalism [33–37]
and can then be solved for a static and spherically symmetric spacetime whose metric looks similar to that of a
Reissner-Nordstrom black hole with its electric charge replaced by a Tidal charge Q. This tidal charge is essentially
a manifestation of the presence of higher dimensions and thus observational indications of this tidal charge can open
a window into the study of such higher dimensional theories. Although the electric charge in Reissner-Nordstrom
black hole can take only positive electric charge, here the tidal charge parameter can take both positive and negative
values. The Braneworld black hole metric given in [29] looks like 1 with f(r) and g(r) will have the following form:

f(r) = g(r) = 1− 2

r
− Q

r2
(22)

The overall sign of the Q/r2 term in the expression for f(r) determines whether it mimics a Reissner-Nordstom black
hole (if the sign is positive) or if it indicates higher dimensional black hole(if the sign is negative). This term originates
from the projection of the bulk Weyl tensor which is the correction term in the effective gravitational field equations
in braneworld scenario [29]. The tidal charge determines how much distance the horizon penetrates into the bulk. In
particular, as the tidal charge parameter increases, the extent of the horizon in the bulk spacetime decreases, i.e., the
black hole becomes more and more localized.
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For the given metric, in the absence of a gravitational wave, the geodesic equations are:

ẗ+
2

r

(
r +Q

r2 − 2r −Q

)
ṙṫ = 0 (23)

r̈ +
(r +Q)(r2 − 2r −Q)

r5
ṫ2 − 1

r

(
r +Q

r2 − 2r −Q

)
ṙ2 − r

(
1− 2

r
− Q

r2

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (24)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (25)

In presence of a gravitational wave, equations (10-12) will take the following form

ẗ+
2

r

(
r +Q

r2 − 2r −Q

)
ṙṫ− r3H ′(t)

2(r2 − 2r −Q)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (26)

r̈ +

(
−Q+ r2 − 2r

)
ϕ̇2(h(t)− 2r)

2r2
+

(Q+ r)ṙ2

r (Q− r2 + 2r)
+

(Q+ r)
(
−Q+ r2 − 2r

)
ṫ2

r5
= 0 (27)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ − ṙH(t)− rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (28)

Here, we have a charge parameter named Q which can have both positive and negative values but for our study we
consider only positive values.
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FIG. 2: Memory effect in Braneworld Black Hole with Q = +0.1
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1. Maeda Dadhich solution

A static and spherically symmetric black hole solution in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory of gravity in n(> 6) dimen-
sional Kaluza-Klein spacetime was given by Hideki Maeda and Naresh Dadhich [1]. The line element for this solution
[2] is of the form 1, with f(r) and g(r) are given by,

f(r) = g(r) = 1− 2G

r
+

4G2q̃

r2
(29)

We briefly mention this metric here because it is similar in form to the braneworld black hole solution, the third
term in f(r) here is similar to the charge term in the braneworld black hole metric and hence would display identical
memory effect in the presence of a gravitational wave.

C. Charged Dilaton Black Holes

Here we consider the static charged black hole solution in string theory which is valid for curvature below the Planck
scale and is labelled by its mass, charge and asymptotic value of the scalar field called the dilaton field ϕ. The
4-dimensional low energy Lagrangian that gives rise to this solution [38] is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g[−R+ 2(∇ϕ)2 + e−2ϕF 2] (30)

where Fµν is the Maxwell field associated with a U(1) subgroup of Spin(32)/Z2 and the remaining gauge fields and
anti-symmetric tensor field have been set to zero. When we extremise this Lagrangian and try to obtain a static and
spherically symmetric solution with asymptotic flatness to the corresponding field equations, we get

ds2 = −
(
1− 2

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2
r

+ (r2 + 2Dr)dΩ2
2 (31)

where

D = −Q
2e2ϕ0

M
(32)

Here ϕ0 is the asymptotic value of the charged dilaton field and Q is magnetic charge. Thus, D is a constant here
and we have studied memory effect for different values of D. The geodesic equations in the absence of gravitational
waves are:

ẗ+
2

r(r − 2)
ṙṫ = 0 (33)

r̈ − ṙ2

r(r − 2)
+

1

r2

(
1− 2

r

)
ṫ2 − (r +D)

(
1− 2

r

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (34)

ϕ̈+ 2

(
r +D

r2 + 2Dr

)
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (35)

In the presence of gravitational waves the metric looks like:

ds2 = −
(
1− 2

r

)
dt2 +

dr2(
1− 2

r

) + (r2 + 2Dr + rH(t)
)
dθ2 +

(
r2 + 2Dr − rH(t)

)
dϕ2 (36)

And the corresponding geodesic equations look like

ẗ+
2

r(r − 2)
ṙṫ−

(
r2H ′(t)

2r − 4

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (37)

r̈ − ṙ2

r(r − 2)
+
ṫ2

r2

(
1− 2

r

)
−
(
2r + 2D −H(t)

2

)(
1− 2

r

)
ϕ2 = 0 (38)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ + 2Dṙ −H(t)ṙ −H ′(t)ṫr

r2 + 2Dr − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (39)
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The displacement and velocity memory effect has been depicted in figure 3.
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FIG. 3: Memory effect in Charged Dilaton Black Hole solution with D = 0.01

A comparison for different values of the parameter D is shown in figure 4.
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D. Boulware-Deser black hole solution

The spherically symmetric static solution of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory was obtained by Boulware and Deser in
[3] and a simpler form of the metric is given in [4]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dψ2 + r2 sin2 ψdθ2 + r2 sin2 ψ sin2 θdϕ2 (40)

where

f(r) = 1 +
r2

4α

(
1 + σ

√
1 +

16αM

r4
+

4αΛ

3

)
(41)

Here, σ2 = 1 and Λ is the cosmological constant. This is the most general spherically symmetric solution to the
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, on the condition that the metric is smooth everywhere. For α > 0 and σ = −1,
this solution represents a black hole whose horizon is located at r+ =

√
2(M − α), given that Λ = 0. However, for

α > 0, M > 0 and σ = +1, this solution has a naked singularity at r = 0. In this paper, we study the former case of
a black hole solution. In that case, f(r) takes the form (putting M = 1),

f(r) = 1 +
r2

4α

(
1−

√
1 +

16α

r4

)
(42)

Let us consider that θ is fixed at π/2. Our metric then becomes

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dψ2 + r2 sin2 ψdϕ2 (43)

In the absence of a gravitational wave, the geodesic equations look like:

ẗ+
r
(
2− 2

√
16α
r4 + 1

)
√

16α
r4 + 1

(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

) ṙṫ = 0 (44)

r̈ − ṙ2

2

r
(
2− 2

√
16α
r4 + 1

)
√

16α
r4 + 1

(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

) +
r
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

)
16α2

√
16α
r4 + 1

ṫ2−

r

(
1 +

r2

4α

(
1−

√
1 +

16αM

r4

))(
ψ̇2 + sin2 ψ ϕ̇2

)
= 0 (45)

ψ̈ +
2

r
ψ̇ṙ − sinψ cosψ ϕ̇2 = 0 (46)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇+

2 cosψ

sinψ
ϕ̇ψ̇ = 0 (47)

Now in the presence of a gravitational wave, the metric is given by,

ds2 = −

(
1 +

r2

4α

(
1−

√
1 +

16α

r4

))
dt2+

dr2

1 + r2

4α

(
1−

√
1 + 16α

r4

)+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
ψ2+

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 ψdϕ2 (48)
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The geodesic equations then look like

ẗ+
r
(
2− 2

√
16α
r4 + 1

)
√

16α
r4 + 1

(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

) ṙṫ+
rH ′(t)

2

4α

r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

(
ψ̇2 − sin2 ψ ϕ̇2

)
= 0 (49)

r̈ − ṙ2

2

r
(
2− 2

√
16α
r4 + 1

)
√

16α
r4 + 1

(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

) +
r
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)(
r2
(√

16α
r4 + 1− 1

)
− 4α

)
16α2

√
16α
r4 + 1

ṫ2

−

(
1 +

r2

4α

(
1−

√
1 +

16αM

r4

))(
(2r +H(t))

ψ̇2

2
+ sin2 ψ (2r −H(t))

ϕ̇2

2

)
= 0 (50)

ψ̈ +

(
2rṙ + ṙH(t) + rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 + rH(t)

)
ψ̇ − sinψ cosψ

(
r2 − rH(t)

r2 + rH(t)

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (51)

ϕ̈+ 2
cosψ

sinψ
ϕ̇ψ̇ +

(
2rṙ − ṙH(t)− rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (52)
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FIG. 5: Memory effect in Boulware-Deser solution with α = 0.01

The displacement and velocity memory effect for the Boulware-Deser solution is depicted in figure 5. From these
figures one can see that the deviation of ∆r with τ is extremely small and from the general behaviour in previous
plots we can predict that the corresponding velocity variations would be even smaller in scale. Hence in the velocity
memory plot in figure 5d, the memory effect is not quite visible because the deviation is much smaller than the vertical
scale of the plot. However, when we compared the exact numerical values, we did notice some deviation as can be
seen from the magnified region as shown in the inset of figure 5d.
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IV. MEMORY EFFECT IN STATIC AND SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS

Wormholes are solutions of Einstein’s field equations that are characterised by the absence of an event horizon and the
presence of a throat connecting two distant regions in spacetime. These are usually unstable structures that require
exotic matter to sustain and hence are till-date hypothetical in nature. However they still serve as good toy models
to study regions of extreme gravity. Here we consider some static and spherically symmetric wormhole solutions and
explore the GW memory by analysing the geodesic evolution as has been done for Schwarzschild case.

A. Damour Solodukhin Wormhole

Let us consider the simplest spherically symmetric wormhole solution which was given by Damour and Solodukhin
[40] whose metric is given by,

ds2 = −
(
f(r) + λ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

2 (53)

here, f(r) = 1 − 2/r. This is a wormhole solution as is evident from the fact that there is no event horizon because
the null horizon that we get from grr does not coincide with the killing horizon. However, it becomes an event horizon
when λ = 0 in which case we get back the Schwarzschild metric. For non-zero values of λ we get the usual wormhole
structure, i.e. absence of an event horizon and a throat region at r = 2M . This is an example of a Lorentzian wormhole
[41]. The Damour-Solodukhin metric also exhibits bizarre features, for example, the Gtt component vanishes which
implies that matter with vanishing energy density is required to sustain such a structure [6]. Let us consider some

substitutions in this metric as t here does not correspond to asymptotic observer, therefore, performing t→ 1/
√
1 + λ2

and M →M(1 + λ2). The metric now becomes,

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2M(1+λ2)
r

+ r2dΩ2
2 (54)

The equations of motion in the absence of a gravitational wave would look like,

ẗ+
2

r(r − 2)
ṙṫ = 0 (55)

r̈ − ṙ2

r

(
1 + λ2

r − 2(1 + λ2)

)
+

(
1− 2(1 + λ2)

r

)(
ṫ2

r2
− rϕ̇2

)
= 0 (56)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (57)

Using the above equations of motion, we obtained two solutions for two geodesics, each with same initial conditions
for ϕ(0), ϕ̇(0), ṙ(0) and ṫ(0) but differing in the initial values r(0) and t(0). We then compute the ∆r, ∆t and ∆v
values which are the difference between the respective coordinates in each geodesic solution and plot them. Now, to
see the effect of a passing gravitational wave in this spacetime, we must modify the above metric. We can do this by
keeping in mind that gravitational waves are described in TT gauge and thus (considering zero cross-polarisation) we
modify the gθθ and gϕϕ components.
In the presence of gravitational wave, the metric becomes,

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2M(1+λ2)
r

+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 θdϕ2 (58)

And the corresponding geodesic equations look like:

ẗ+
2

r(r − 2)
ṙṫ− r2H ′(t)

2(r − 2)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (59)

r̈ − ṙ2

r

(
1 + λ2

r − 2(1 + λ2)

)
+

(
1− 2(1 + λ2)

r

)(
ṫ2

r2
+

(H(t)− 2r)

2
ϕ̇2
)

= 0 (60)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ − ṙH(t)− rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (61)
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The displacement and velocity memory effects for the Damour-Solodukhin wormhole solution have been shown in the
figure 6.
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FIG. 6: Memory effect in Damour-Solodukhin wormhole with λ = 0.01

Since the Damour-Solodukhin metric depends on the wormhole hair λ, we would like to see the how the memory
effects depend on the wormhole hair λ. We depict the effect in figure 7 for two different values λ = 0.01 and λ = 0.1.
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FIG. 7: Comparison between different values of λ for Damour-Solodukhin wormhole
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B. Wormhole solution in Kalb-Ramond Theory

The Einstein-Kalb-Ramond theory is essentially a scalar coupled theory which involves a term Hµνλ, which is the
source term for the gauge field, that is antisymmetric in three indices and hence is interpreted as the torsion factor
that arises in covariant derivative of a tensor when the indices of the Christoffel symbol are antisymmetric. The
action [42] for this gauge-invariant theory is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
R(g)

κ
− 1

12
HµνλH

µνλ

)
(62)

R(g) is the Ricci scalar curvature and κ ∼ (Planck mass)−2 is the gravitational coupling constant. Here we consider
the Einstein-Kalb-Ramond theory in 4-dimensions where the simplest static and spherically symmetric solution in
this theory looks like:

ds2 = −eν(r,t)dt2 + eλ(r,t)dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2 (63)

Again it is evident from the metric why this is a wormhole solution and not a black hole solution because there is
no event horizon. Using the following substitutions gives us a static and spherically symmetric wormhole for a real
Kalb-Ramond field [42],

eν = 1, e−λ = 1− b

r2
(64)

where b is a positive constant and captures the information of the Kalb Ramond field.
The metric then becomes

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2

1− b
r2

+ r2dΩ2
2 (65)

The corresponding geodesic equations are:

ẗ = 0 (66)

r̈ − ṙ2

r(r2 − b)
−
(
r − b

r

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (67)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (68)

Now, in the presence of a gravitational wave of the form 8, this metric would look like :

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2

1− b
r2

+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 θdϕ2 (69)

And the corresponding geodesic equations are

ẗ− rH ′(t)

2
ϕ̇2 = 0 (70)

r̈ +
bṙ2

r(r2 − b)
−
(
2r −H(t)

2

)(
1− b

r2

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (71)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ −H(t)ṙ − rṫH ′(t)

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (72)

The displacement and velocity memory effects for the Kalb-Ramond wormhole are depicted in figure 8.
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FIG. 8: Memory effect in Static and Spherically symmetric solution of Kalb Ramond field with b = 0.1

The metric 65 depends on the wormhole hair b. We show in figure 9 how the memory effect depend on the wormhole
hair b for two different values of b from O(10−1) to O(1) and thus notice a difference.
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FIG. 9: Comparison between different values of the parameter b in Static and Spherically symmetric solution of
Kalb-Ramond field

We again try to demonstrate memory effect in a static and spherically symmetric wormhole solution of the Kalb-
Ramond theory but this time we consider a more general expression given in [43], which is of the form 1, with f(r)
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and g(r) are given by,

f(r) = 1− 2

r
− b

3r3
(73)

g(r) = 1− 2

r
− b

r2
(74)

This equation helps us set the initial conditions for the geodesic evolution. For the given metric, in the absence of a
gravitational wave, the geodesic equations are:

ẗ+
3

r

(
2r2 + b

3r3 − 6r2 − b

)
ṙṫ = 0 (75)

r̈ −
(

r + b

r2 − 2r − b

)
ṙ2

r
+

(2r2 + b)(r2 − 2r − b)

2r6
ṫ2 −

(
r − 2− b

r

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (76)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (77)

In presence of a gravitational wave of the form 8 in TT gauge, the metric becomes

ds2 = −
(
1− 2

r
− b

3r3

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2
r − b

r2

+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 θdϕ2 (78)

The corresponding equations of motion are

ẗ− 3r4H ′(t)

2(3r3 − 6r2 − b)
ϕ̇2 +

3

r

(
2r2 + b

3r3 − 6r2 − b

)
ṙṫ = 0 (79)

r̈ −
(

r + b

r2 − 2r − b

)
ṙ2

r
+

(2r2 + b)(r2 − 2r − b)

2r6
ṫ2 +

(
H(t)− 2r

2

)(
1− 2

r
− b

r2

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (80)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ − ṙH(t)− rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (81)

The displacement and velocity memory effects for this general form of Kalb-Ramond solution are depicted in figure
10.
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FIG. 10: Memory effect in static and spherically symmetric solution in Kalb-Ramond theory with b = 0.1

The dependence of the memory effect on the wormhole hair b is shown in figure 11.
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FIG. 11: Comparison between different choices for the parameter b in static and spherically symmetric solution of the
Kalb-Ramond theory

C. Braneworld wormholes

The braneworld theory [5] is a higher dimensional theory of spacetime which says that all matter in our universe exists
on a four dimensional brane. The length between two such branes may be dynamic in nature and is filled with the
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five dimensional bulk. The advantage of working with wormholes in the braneworld scenario is that most models of
wormholes require exotic matter to sustain such structures which gives rise to questions regarding their stability and
existence but in this case we can avoid dealing with exotic matter because of the presence of a higher dimension. The
exotic matter is an attribute of the five dimensional bulk and since we live in four dimensions, we can work around
it. A Braneworld Wormhole connects spacetime regions on the same brane. A detailed analysis of GW memory in
this background has been provided in [25] using Bondi-Sachs coordinates. Here we write down the metric as follows

ds2 = −

(
α+ λ

√
1− 2

r

)2

dt2 +
dr2

1− 2
r

+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2 (82)

where α and λ are taken to be real and positive to avoid the formation of a naked singularity. However, the above
metric is not asymptotically flat. Hence we redefine the time coordinate as t → t/(α + t) and write the metric in
terms of a new parameter p = α/λ

ds2 = −

p+
√
1− 2

r

p+ 1

2

dt2 +
dr2

1− 2
r

+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2 (83)

Again note that this is not a black hole but a wormhole solution because for non-zero values of the parameter p, the
r = 2M surface is a null surface but is not the killing horizon for the killing vector ξµt = (∂/∂t)

µ
and hence there is no

event horizon. However, the p = 0 limit gives back the original Schwarzschild black hole metric. The corresponding
geodesic equations are:

ẗ+
2ṙṫ

r
(
p
√
1− 2

r r + r − 2
) = 0 (84)

r̈ +

√
1− 2

r

(
p+

√
1− 2

r

)
ṫ2

(p+ 1)4r2
+

ṙ2

2r − r2
− (r − 2)ϕ̇2 = 0 (85)

ϕ̈+
2

r
ṙϕ̇ = 0 (86)

Whereas in the presence of a gravitational wave in TT gauge with a pulse profile, the metric looks like

ds2 = −

p+
√
1− 2

r

p+ 1

2

dt2 +
dr2

1− 2
r

+
(
r2 + rH(t)

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 − rH(t)

)
sin2 θdϕ2 (87)

And the corresponding geodesic equations are:

ẗ+
2 ṙṫ

r
(
p
√
1− 2

r r + r − 2
) − rH ′(t)(p+ 1)2

2
(
p+

√
1− 2

r

)2 ϕ̇2 = 0 (88)

r̈ +
r − 2

r3(1 + p)2

1 +
p√
1− 2

r

 ṫ2 − ṙ2

r(r − 2)
+

(
H(t)− r

2

)(
1− 2

r

)
ϕ̇2 = 0 (89)

ϕ̈+

(
2rṙ − ṙH(t)− rH ′(t)ṫ

r2 − rH(t)

)
ϕ̇ = 0 (90)

The displacement and velocity memory effects are shown in figure 12.
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FIG. 12: Memory effect in Braneworld Wormhole with p = 0.01

Dependence of the memory effects on the wormhole hair p are depicted in figure 13 for two different values of p.
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FIG. 13: Comparison between different values of the metric parameter p in Braneworld Wormhole

V. COMPARISON OF MEMORY EFFECT

We have studied memory effect for various static and spherically symmetric geometries, some of which represent black
holes and others are wormholes. We now combine all our results in a single plot which shows that the memory effect
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obtained in difference geometries are quite distinct from each other. In the following plot (figure 14) we have taken
specific values of the parameters but a more extensive study with a variety of parameter values can be performed in
comparison to a Schwarzschild black hole to standardise the differences between those spacetime geometries. In figures
14a and 14b we can clearly see that memory effect manifests differently for different spacetime geometries. Figure 14c
represents a comparative study of velocity memory effect for various static, spherically symmetric spacetimes.
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FIG. 14: Comparison of the effect of a Gravitational Wave in various spacetime geometries

VI. CONCLUSION

With the current advancements in Gravitational Wave research and the promise of highly sensitive upcoming detec-
tors, we now have the opportunity of studying systems and phenomena which were out of our reach before. Memory
effect is one such occurrence whose detection is becoming more realistic with the improving technology of gravitational
wave detectors. We hence propose Memory effect as a criterion for differentiating between various compact object
geometries.

In this paper we discuss memory effect in different static and spherically symmetric solutions of Einstein gravity as
well as of theories beyond General Relativity. We, at first, have briefly discussed the geometries of various wormhole
and black hole spacetimes that those spherically symmetric solutions represent. Then we have analysed the displace-
ment and velocity memory effects by studying neighbouring geodesics in each of these backgrounds in the presence of
a localised GW pulse. We have shown explicitly, how the geodesic separations evolve before and after the passage of
the pulse. This clearly establishes the existence of both displacement and velocity memory effect. We then compare
the result with that of Schwarzschild background.

In all our computations we have taken parameter values at least an order of magnitude lower than 1 as we have set
M = 1. If we keep the memory effect in Schwarzschild metric as a benchmark, we can see that all the other geometries
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lie only on one side of the Schwarzschild plot and we expect that they should not cross the Schwarzschild benchmark
curve for any positive value of the parameter (keeping in mind the standard of M = 1 and the corresponding range
of values that parameters can take under the purview of Solar system tests of GR). (Note: We have not shown
Boulware-Deser in figures 14a and 14c as the scale in which memory effect is manifested in this spacetime is outside
the scale of all other metrics and hence it could not be included in this plot which has been set to a particular vertical
scale).

One caveat regarding the use of gravitational memory effect as a measuring tool is that it can only differentiate
between different exterior geometries, for example, it cannot be used to differentiate between a black hole and a
compact object having identical static and spherically symmetric geometry in the exterior. Therefore this method can
only differentiate between compact objects if they give rise to different background geometry. Most of the spacetime
geometries that we have considered here are dependent on certain parameters representing black hole/wormhole hairs.
We have shown through our analysis how the GW memory depends on these hairs for a wide range of values for the
parameters (but small values as we fix M = 1 everywhere).
Current ground based gravitational wave detectors, like LIGO, have a strain sensitivity of about 10−20. LIGO is

insensitive to the memory from most sources because the detector response timescale is generally much shorter (of
the order of few milliseconds) than the rise-time for the memory signals [28]. We hope that future detectors like
LISA would be the perfect setup for seeing memory effect due to the fact that it will have higher strain sensitivity
(of the order of 10−23) in the low-frequency band where typical memory sources are stronger [28, 45]. LISA has a
longer detector response time scale (of the order of few years) and hence has a higher chance of data accumulation
[44, 46]. Since it is a space-based system, it will naturally be in free-fall throughout its course. From an experimental
point of view, memory effect is important because it permits a measurement to be made, not during a short burst of
gravitational radiation, but over a much longer time, during which the particles can still be assumed to be free.

Although we have considered static and spherically symmetric spacetime geometries, observational data indicates
that most astrophysical systems in our universe undergo rotation. Hence a possible future goal would be to study
gravitational memory effect in rotating compact objects. It would be interesting to see how the memory effect, for
example, in a rotating black hole would differ from a stationary black hole as well as any other black hole or wormhole
model. Also we can study the memory effect using symmetries at null infinity using the Bondi-Sachs formalism and
explore how the variation in the Bondi mass aspect, related to the memory effect, depend explicitly on different black
hole and wormhole backgrounds used here, following the formalism used in [25]. We hope we can address these issues
in near future.
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