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We present a polynomial basis that exactly tridiagonalizes Teukolsky’s radial equation for quasi-
normal modes. These polynomials naturally emerge from the radial problem, and they are “canon-
ical” in that they possess key features of classical polynomials. Our canonical polynomials may be
constructed using various methods, the simplest of which is the Gram-Schmidt process. In contrast
with other polynomial bases, our polynomials allow for Teukolsky’s radial equation to be represented
as a simple matrix eigenvalue equation that has well-behaved asymptotics and is free of non-physical
solutions. We expect that our polynomials will be useful for better understanding the Kerr quasi-
normal modes’ properties, particularly their prospective spatial completeness and orthogonality.
We show that our polynomials are closely related to the confluent Heun and Pollaczek-Jacobi type
polynomials. Consequently, our construction of polynomials may be used to tridiagonalize other
instances of the confluent Heun equation. We apply our polynomials to a series of simple examples,
including: (1) the high accuracy numerical computation of radial eigenvalues, (2) the evaluation
and validation of quasinormal mode solutions to Teukolsky’s radial equation, and (3) the use of
Schwarzschild radial functions to represent those of Kerr. Along the way, a potentially new concept,
“confluent Heun polynomial/non-polynomial duality”, is encountered and applied to show that some
quasinormal mode separation constants are well approximated by confluent Heun polynomial eigen-
values. We briefly discuss the implications of our results on various topics, including the prospective
spatial completeness of Kerr quasinormal modes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The results of single black hole (BH) perturbation the-
ory have proved widely useful to gravitational wave as-
tronomy [1–10]. Most famously, the aftermath of binary
black hole (BBH) coalescence is expected to be a per-
turbed Kerr BH that rings down, radiating away its per-
turbation, predominantly in the form of damped oscilla-
tory modes [11–18]. The related ringdown radiation is
of practical relevance to many aspects of gravitational
wave astronomy, from the construction of signal models,
to the ongoing search for new physics [3, 7–10, 17–24].
Concurrently, ringdown radiation has inspired varied ac-
tivity in gravitational wave theory, from efforts to un-
derstand BH nonlinearity, to emerging developments in
time-dependent perturbation theory [25–29]. These ef-
forts, among many others, aim to prepare gravitational
wave science for a future in which high-precision ring-
down measurements may point the way to a more com-
plete understanding of gravity [30–37]. There is, there-
fore, good reason to think that a deeper practical under-
standing of linearly perturbed Kerr BHs is of use.

The present work is concerned with answering a num-
ber of questions regarding the mathematical structure
and practical use of gravitational wave ringdown. Ring-
down is comprised of Quasi-Normal Modes (QNMs),
which are the analog of normal modes for dissipative
systems [38–40]. Here, they will be treated under the
Teukolsky formalism, where the field equations are sep-
arable, and where the QNMs are the joint point spectra
of Teukolsky’s radial and angular equations [12–16, 41].
In this context, the present work addresses the following
questions about Kerr QNMs.

What is the nature of the overtone label? – Not
long after the pioneering work of Teukolsky, Press, and

many others on linear perturbations of the Kerr geom-
etry, Leaver lead the development of analytic methods
for computing the QNM’s functional dependence (i.e. in
space and time) and mode numbers [15, 42, 43]. Since,
there has been tremendous progress in understanding the
mathematical structure of Kerr QNMs [16, 44–53]. For
example, analysis of the gravitational field equations con-
fers that QNMs are described by four mode numbers, one
for each spacetime dimension [15, 16]. In any asymptoti-
cally valid spacetime coordinates, these are ω̃ℓmn (time),
ℓ (polar angle), m (azimuthal angle), and n (radius). The
polar mode number, ℓ, is unavoidably linked to the eigen-
values of Jacobi polynomials [54–56]. In this sense, the
Jacobi polynomials are natural to the QNM problem.
Regarding the azimuthal angle ϕ, this is similarly true
of the monomials, ζm, where ζ = eiϕ. In contrast, the
radial mode number, most commonly referred to as the
“overtone” index1, has evaded rudimentary explanation.
Here, the overtone index is shown to originate from

an order parameter inherent to the confluent Heun poly-
nomials [57–62]. Concurrently, it is observed perhaps for
the first time that the confluent Heun polynomials exhibit
a kind of “polynomial/non-polynomial duality”, where
finite sets of confluent Heun polynomials are necessarily
paired with an infinite set of non-polynomial functions.
Is a simple spectral solution to Teukolsky’s radial equa-

tion possible? – It was pointed out in Ref. [54] (here-
after Paper I) that there exists a scalar product for which

1 The use of “overtone” is known to be somewhat of a misnomer;
e.g. acoustic overtones have higher frequencies compared to a
fundamental resonant frequency. In contrast, QNM overtones
are known to have slightly lower frequencies (but higher damping
rates) compared to the n = 0, or fundamental, QNMs.
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Teukolsky’s radial equation is self-adjoint, and that this
scalar product enables the direct application of Sturm-
Liouville theory [63–66]. The scalar product’s weight
function coincides with the Green’s function approach
to QNMs pioneered by Leaver, and the deformed Ja-
cobi weight known for Pollaczek–Jacobi polynomials[43,
54, 67]. One use of the scalar product is to represent
Teukolsky’s radial equation as a simple linear matrix
equation [68].

While many studies have developed matrix represen-
tations of Teukolsky’s radial problem, the lack of an ap-
propriate scalar product has caused complications, such
as the need to numerically integrate the equations, or ap-
pearance of non-physical modes [69–73]. In contrast, the
scalar product presented in Paper I was hypothesized to
result in matrix representations that are explicitly sym-
metric. Further, it was postulated that there may ex-
ist a basis of classical-like polynomials that enable the
representation of Teukolsky’s radial equation as a sym-
metric and tridiagonal matrix. Such matrices are known
to have number of favorable properties; e.g., their eigen-
solutions contain no non-physical modes, and they are
well developed methods to study their asymptotic struc-
ture [74, 75].

Here, it is shown there do indeed exist unique classical-
like polynomials that exactly tridiagonalize Teukolsky’s
radial equation. Therefore, the resulting method of so-
lution to the QNM’s radial problem is spectral in the
simplest possible way: widely available linear algebra
packages may be used to explicitly diagonalize the prob-
lem, simultaneously yielding eigenvalues and eigenfunc-
tions. The polynomials in question will be referred to as
“canonical confluent Heun polynomials”; numerical ex-
amples are provided.

Is deeper analytic understanding possible? – Leaver’s
algorithm for computing the QNMs’ functions and mode
numbers has influenced many studies, particularly those
of the QNM frequencies, ω̃ℓmn [41, 76, 77]. Concurrently,
methods such as the WKB and eikonal approximations
have supported advances in the analytic understanding
of QNM’s behavior in certain limits, e.g. very high BH
spins, and/or very large values of ℓ [48, 49]. Recently,
there has been progress in understanding the pseudo-
spectral stability of the QNM frequency spectrum [78–
82]. Amid this activity, a number of related questions
have remained open. These include: Do the QNMs’
radial dependence have an underlying structure that is
polynomial? Is it heuristically accurate to think of the
radial mode number, n, as being the order of an underly-
ing polynomial object, in the same way that ℓ are related
to the order of a Jacobi polynomial?

Here, the QNMs’ radial functions are shown to be
generally non-polynomial in nature, but potentially well
approximated by a confluent Heun polynomial of order
given by n + 1, or in at least one case (n = 8), of an
order much greater. A simple procedure for quantifying
the approximate polynomial nature of a QNM’s radial
function is presented.

Are the QNMs spatially complete? – There has been
a significant amount of research into the question of
QNM completeness2. Some references appear at ten-
sion regarding whether the radial field equation is self-
adjoint, and therefore whether or not QNMs radial func-
tions may be complete. This apparent tension arises from
the fact it is insufficient to a label a differential equa-
tion as non-self-adjoint, without additional statements
about the coordinate domain, boundary conditions, and
related bilinear form (e.g. inner or scalar product). For
example, Refs. [39, 78, 83] describe analogs of the ra-
dial field equation as non-self-adjoint; however, akin to
Refs. [26, 84, 85], a key result of Paper I was the construc-
tion of a radial scalar product such that the equation is
self-adjoint.
Here, this scalar product is used to show that each

QNM’s radial function may be a member of an orthonor-
mal basis. This new result places our understanding of
the QNM’s radial functions on the same footing as their
angular functions [41, 56, 86, 87]. In particular, it was
shown in Ref. [56] that each QNM’s angular functions
is a member of a basis, and that the properties of all
such angular bases lead to the conclusion that the an-
gular functions, namely the spheroidal harmonics with
different QNM frequencies, are isomorphically equivalent
to the spherical harmonics, and therefore complete. The
present work takes a first step towards an analogous con-
clusion for the QNM’s radial functions: it is shown that
change-of-basis matrices between Kerr and Schwarzschild
are approximately diagonal, implying that they may be
isomorphically equivalent. This communicates that, for a
large range of BH spins, the radial functions of Kerr may
be efficiently represented using those of Schwarzschild.
This result and its consequences may be particularly

relevant for the formulation of a time-dependent per-
turbation theory for BHs, which presently requires the
rather strong assumption that QNMs are spatially com-
plete [26–29].

II. SCOPE AND ORGANIZATION

Scope – The focus of this article will be on lin-
ear order curvature perturbations of isolated Kerr BHs,
as framed by Teukolsky, Press and Leaver [12–15, 42].
While this article discusses only gravitational perturba-
tions (i.e. those with spin-weight s = ±2), all calcula-
tions present make no explicit assumption about spin-
weight, and in most cases have been verified to explicitly
work with other physically relevant spin weights, namely

2 As most commonly defined, a function sequence is complete (i.e.
is a basis) if any piecewise continuous function on the same do-
main can be exactly expressed as a linear combination of se-
quence elements. It is a standard result in Sturm-Liouville the-
ory and functional analysis that self-adjoint differential operators
have complete eigenfunctions.
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|s| ≤ 2. The authors do not aspire to the language of
formal mathematical rigor; in place of theorems and lem-
mas, arguments are presented as needed, and the most
technical of these are left to references. Numerical results
will use QNM frequencies due to their physical relevance;
however, this article’s results use a framework that ap-
plies to any single frequency. The concurrent treatment
of all QNM frequencies is left to future work. The unit
convention, G = c = 1, will be used throughout.

Organization – This article is organized as follows.
In Sec. III, a schematic background of single BH pertur-
bations is provided, culminating in the definition of the
QNM’s radial eigenvalue problem, and a brief review of
Paper I. In Sec. IV, the QNM’s radial eigenvalue problem
is treated with confluent Heun polynomials. This section
concludes with a discussion of the confluent Heun poly-
nomials pros and cons. In Sec. V, this article’s central
result, namely the canonical confluent Heun polynomi-
als, are introduced. In Sec. VI, the canonical confluent
Heun polynomials are shown to tridiagonalize Teukol-
sky’s radial equation. In Sec. VII, numerical results are
presented to demonstrate the canonical confluent Heun
polynomials’ end-to-end use. In Sec. VIII, the results of
the preceding sections are discussed in the context of past
and future work.

III. PRELIMINARIES

Observables and perturbative quantities – A
gravitational wave observatory will detect a linear com-
bination of the two strain polarizations present in Ein-
stein’s General Relativity (GR), h+ and h× [88]. We
may parameterize each using Boyer-Lindquist coordi-
nates, {t, r, θ, ϕ} where, asymptotically far from a radi-
ating source, t may be defined to measure time elapsed
for an observer, r the luminosity distance, and (θ, ϕ) the
usual spherical polar angles [89]. Since all θ dependence
is in the form of u = cos(θ), u will henceforth be used [15].
From the perspective of Teukolsky’s equation, it is con-

venient to work with the curvature scalar ψ4 which is
related to the strain polarizations via

h = h+ − i h× (1a)

=

∫ t

−∞

∫ t′

−∞
ψ4(t

′′, r, u, ϕ) dt′′dt′ . (1b)

In Eq. (1b), ψ4 is the fifth scalar of the Weyl tensor
in the Newman-Penrose formalism [90]. It is a field of
spin-weight s = −2, and encodes all relevant informa-
tion about gravitational radiation [90–93]. For a single
isolated BH, the rescaled Weyl scalar

ψ = −(r − iau)−4 ψ4 . (2)

satisfies Teukolsky’s equation [12–14]. Schematically, if
we denote the second order linear partial differential op-

erator within Teukolsky’s equation as Ltruϕ, then for iso-
lated black holes,

Ltruϕ ψ = 0 . (3)

Since Ltruϕ has partial derivatives on each spacetime co-
ordinate, the solutions ψ are waves [13].

Quasinormal Modes – The QNMs of an isolated
Kerr BH comprise a sequence of solutions to Eq. (3) that
are ingoing waves at the BH horizon and purely outgoing
radiation towards spatial infinity [13, 15]. These condi-
tions on a QNM’s phase velocity are known to constrain
the functional form of ψ by defining the allowed radial
behavior asymptotically near the event horizon and spa-
tial infinity [12, 15, 41].
An individual QNM has spatiotemporal dependence

given by the product of four functions,

ψ ∝ R(r)S(u) e−iω̃t e−imϕ . (4)

In Eq. (4), R(r) will be referred to as simply a “radial
function” and S(u) a spheroidal harmonic [13]. Both are
implicitly parameterized by the field’s spin weight, s, as
well as the azimuthal and temporal mode numbers, m
and ω̃ respectively. For given values of ω̃ and m, the
study of possible solutions for each R(r) and S(u) re-
sult in two additional mode numbers, n and ℓ, where
ℓ is known to be closely related to the order of Jacobi
polynomials [54–56]. One goal of the present work is to
provide an analogous mathematical understanding of the
colloquially named “overtone” number, n.

In Eq. (4), ω̃ = ω − i/τ is complex valued QNM or
“ringdown” frequency, and τ must be positive for time
domain stability of the BH [12, 15, 94]. Consequently, in
the time domain, each QNM is a damped sinusoid with
central frequency ω, and damping time τ . Teukolsky’s
equation constrains the functional form of each QNM,
and the details of the perturber constrain its overall ex-
citation amplitude [43, 46].

Furthermore, application of Eq. (4) to Teukolsky’s
equation yields that Eq. (3) separates (with separation
constant A) into

Lu S(u) = −AS(u) , (5a)

Lr R(r) = +AR(r) . (5b)

Henceforth, Eq. (5a) and Eq. (5b) will be referred to
as Teukolsky’s angular and radial equation, respectively.
They are eigenvalue equations, where −A and +A are the
respective complex valued3 eigenvalues [42, 54, 56, 95].
Therefore, S(u) and R(r) are the respective eigenfunc-
tions. In Eq. (5), Lu and Lr are second order linear dif-
ferential operators that will be referred to as Teukolsky’s

3 The complex nature of the eigenvalues is a consequence of the
fact that Eqs. (5a) and (5b) have complex valued terms. It will
be seen in Eq. (14) that this coincides with a non-conjugate sym-
metric scalar product.
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FIG. 1. Distributions of radial (black dots) and angu-
lar eigenvalues (open circles) for s = −2, BH dimension-
less spin a/M = 0.7, and the (ℓ,m, n) = (4, 1, 3) QNM with
Mω̃413 = 0.8545−0.6305i. Since both eigenvalue distributions
have been computed with a QNM frequency, they have one co-
incident value corresponding to (ℓ′, n′) = (ℓ, n) = (4, 3). Ra-
dial egenvalues shown have been computed using the results
of the current work, and verified using Leaver’s method [15].

angular and radial operators, respectively. Each implic-
itly depends on s, m and ω̃, as well as the BH mass M ,

and spin a = |J⃗ |/M .
Considered on their own, i.e. outside of the explicit

physical context described thus far where ω̃ is assumed
to be a QNM frequency, Eqs. (5a) and (5b) are known to
have a discrete space of eigenfunctions, which may be la-
beled in ℓ′ and n′, respectively [15, 96]. Their eigenvalues
implicitly inherit these labels,

L′
u Sℓ′(u) = −Aℓ′ Sℓ′(u) , (6a)

L′
r Rn′(r) = +An′ Rn′(r) . (6b)

Equations (6a) and (6b) hold for any frequency param-
eter ω̃′ that is independent of ℓ′ and n′. Since Lu and
Lr depend on the frequency parameter, they are also
primed in Eq. (6). It is only for the QNM frequencies
that Aℓ′ = An′ = A, and Eq. (5) is recovered. Since
ℓ′ and n′ are independent, for any one QNM frequency,
there will be only one value of ℓ′ and one value of n′ such
that Aℓ′ = An′ . These special labels are those for which
ℓ′ = ℓ and n′ = n. For these reasons, the QNM fre-
quencies and their separation constants are often labeled
with spatial mode numbers, i.e. ω̃ℓmn and Aℓmn respec-
tively [16, 17, 32, 76]. As a result, the QNMs are a non-
trivial infinite sequence, wherein each element satisfies
Eq. (6) with a nominally distinct frequency parameter,
ω̃′ = ω̃ℓmn [56].
An example of the angular and radial eigenvalue dis-

tributions is shown in Figure 1. There, the typical quali-
tative features of each distribution are shown: the angu-

lar eigenvalues, Aℓ′ , will typically be spaced horizontally
along the real axis, and the radial eigenvalues, An′ , will
vary most strongly in their imaginary part. Since the
case shown has been constructed using a QNM frequency,
there will be a single coincident eigenvalue, which is the
one of physical interest (i.e. the one compatible with the
construction of Eq. 5).

Notation – For convenience of notation, QNM fre-
quencies will henceforth be referred to as ω̃ℓmn, and ω̃
will refer to an arbitrary frequency parameter. The re-
lated radial eigenvalue relation will be referred to simply
as

Lr R(r) = AR(r) , (7)

where it is implicitly understood that the eigenvalues,
A, and eigenfunctions, R(r), are elements of that equa-
tion’s discrete spectra. A transformed version of the ra-
dial equation will be encountered shortly. At that time,
the same notational strategy will be used.

A radial scalar product – The angular equation,
Eq. (6a), is well-known to be of the Sturm-Liouville type
(i.e. Lu is self-adjoint) [54, 56, 66, 97]. Consequently,
its eigenfunctions, Sℓ′(u), are complete and orthogonal
with respect to a scalar product, ⟨a | b⟩, defined by the
integral of a(u)b(u) on u ∈ [−1, 1]. The application of
this angular scalar product is fundamental to the use of
spherical and spheroidal harmonics in gravitational wave
theory and data analysis [8, 88, 98].
In contrast, the radial equation, Eq. (6b), is known to

not explicitly be of the Sturm-Liouville type. This sim-
ply means that, in practice, the application of Sturm-
Liouville theory must begin with the construction of
a weighted scalar product, under which Lr is self-
adjoint [63, 66, 99]. Below, we provide a brief overview
of the construction and evaluation of such a radial scalar
product. We refer the reader to Paper I for a complete
pedagogical development.
Using the compactified radial coordinate,

ξ = (r − r+)/(r − r−) , (8)

and applying the QNMs’ asymptotic boundary condi-
tions via an appropriate rescaling,

R(r(ξ)) = µ(ξ)f(ξ) , (9)

the radial problem is transformed so that the radial func-
tion of interest is now f(ξ), and differential operator Lr

becomes

Lξ = (C0 +C1(1− ξ)) (10a)

+
(
C2 +C3(1− ξ) + C4(1− ξ)2

)
∂ξ (10b)

+ ξ(ξ − 1)2∂2ξ . (10c)

The operator Lξ may be compactly written by defining
the operator Dξ to be the terms within Eqs. (10b) and
(10c),

Lξ = (C0 +C1(1− ξ)) + Dξ . (11)
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Note that in Eq. (8), ξ maps r ∈ [0,∞) to ξ ∈ [0, 1),
thereby conpactifying the radial coordinate. In Eq. (9),
µ(ξ) is comprised of factors related to the singular ex-
ponents of Lr. Its explicit form is given in Eq. (12) of
Paper I. In Eq. (10), C0 through C4 are complex valued
constants determined by the BH massM , the BH spin a,
the mode numbers {ω̃,m, l, n}, and the field’s spin weight
s:

C0 = −2amω̃ − 2iω̃(−δ +M(2s+ 1)) (12a)

+ ω̃2(δ +M)(δ + 7M) ,

C1 = 8M2ω̃2 + s(4iMω̃ − 1) + 6iMω̃ − 1 (12b)

− (4Mω̃ + i)

(
am− 2M2ω̃

)
δ

,

C2 = 4iδω̃ , (12c)

C3 = −2(s+ 1) + 4iω̃(M − δ) , (12d)

C4 = s+ 3− 6iMω̃ +
i
(
am− 2M2ω̃

)
δ

, (12e)

δ =
√
M2 − a2 . (12f)

Lastly, note that none of C0 through C4 become zero
when a = 0. As a result, Eq. (11) is of the confluent
Heun type for both Schwarzschild and Kerr [54].

Together, Eqs. (8-12) allow the radial eigenvalue rela-
tion (Eq. 7) to be rewritten as

Lξ f(ξ) = Af(ξ) . (13a)

The equivalent statement in standard bra-ket notation is

Lξ |f⟩ = A |f⟩ . (13b)

In Eq. (13b), and henceforth, the use of bra-ket notation
is consistent with the fact that f(ξ) is a vector in space
whose bilinear product is the radial scalar product of
interest. The practical use of kets, e.g. |Φ⟩, and bras,
⟨Φ|, will be demonstrated in the context of the scalar
product.

A scalar product between two smooth functions of ξ,
a(ξ) and b(ξ), is defined as

⟨a |b⟩ =

∫ 1

0

a(ξ) b(ξ) W(ξ) dξ , (14)

where W(ξ) is the product’s weight function. In turn,
W(ξ) is defined such that the operator, Lξ, is equal to

its adjoint, L†
ξ, with respect to the scalar product:

⟨a | Lξb⟩ = ⟨L†
ξa | b⟩ (15)

= ⟨Lξa | b⟩ .

Note that there is no conjugation in Eq. (14). As a result,

Eq. (15)’s adjoint operator, L†
ξ, does not involve complex

conjugation.

By combining the definition of Lξ (Eq. 10) with the re-
quirement of self-adjointness (Eq. 15) and then applying
integration by parts, it may be shown that

W(ξ) = ξB0(1− ξ)B1e
B2
1−ξ , (16)

where constants B0 through B2 are,

B0 = C2 +C3 +C4 − 1 (17a)

B1 = −C2 − C3 − 2 (17b)

B2 = C2 . (17c)

In practice, if the series expansion of two functions,
a(ξ) and b(ξ), exist and are known,

a(ξ) =
∑
j=0

aj ξ
j and b(ξ) =

∑
k=0

bk ξ
k , (18)

then the scalar product may be evaluated as

⟨a |b⟩ =
∑
j,k

aj bk
〈
ξj+k

〉
. (19)

In Eq. (19),
〈
ξj+k

〉
are called monomial moments [100].

Using the definition of the weight function, it has been
observed (e.g. [43, 64, 101]) that each monomial mo-
ment ⟨ξp⟩ can be evaluated using the Gamma function,
Γ(x), and the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function,
U(x, y, z),

⟨ξp⟩ = eB2 Γ(B0 + p+ 1)

× U(1 + B0 + p,−B1,−B2) . (20)

Equations (19) and (20) enable the scalar product to
be evaluated for complex values of B0, B1 and B2

via the standard analytic continuations of Γ(x) and
U(x, y, z) [54].

Confluent Heun polynomials – In many areas
of physics, polynomial solutions to a system’s equations
of motion play an important role in describing that sys-
tem’s natural modes [41, 55, 56, 102]. For the QNM’s
radial problem (Eq. 13), one approach to understanding
polynomial solutions begins by studying the differential
part of Lξ, namely

Dξ =
(
C2 +C3(1− ξ) + C4(1− ξ)2

)
∂ξ (21)

+ ξ(ξ − 1)2∂2ξ .

This operator defines polynomials that satisfy a two-
parameter eigenvalue problem,

Dξ |ypk⟩ = (λpk + µp ξ) |ypk⟩ , (22a)

where

µp = p ( p+C4 − 1 ) . (22b)

In Eq. (22a), λpk is the eigenvalue, and the linear factor,
µp, is required for the polynomials, |ypk⟩, to terminate
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after p + 1 terms [54, 57]. For each polynomial order
p, there are p + 1 solutions for λpk that allow for ter-
mination [54, 58]. The label k heuristically orders these
solutions according to the imaginary part of, Imλpk [54].
Since Eq. (22a) is a confluent Heun equation, |ypk⟩ com-
prise a class, or multiplex, of order-p confluent Heun
polynomials [57].

The ostensibly unusual (two parameter) nature of
Eq. (22a) is a consequence of Dξ’s polynomial coefficient
functions (Eq. 21). For example, when acting upon any
polynomial of order p, ξ(1 − ξ)2∂2ξ will generally result
in a polynomial of order p + 1. The same is true of(
C2 +C3(1− ξ) + C4(1− ξ)2

)
∂ξ. Therefore, Dξ gener-

ally increases the order of polynomials by one, which pre-
cludes the usual eigenrelation, where order is preserved.

A consequence of the multi-parameter eigenrelation is
that the confluent Heun polynomials do not obey exactly
the same kind of orthogonality found in the classical poly-
nomials. This may be seen by noting that, like Lξ, Dξ is
self-adjoint with respect to the scalar product,

⟨ypk′ | Dξypk⟩ = ⟨Dξypk′ | ypk⟩ . (23)

Applying the eigenvalue relationship, Eq. (22a), to both
sides of Eq. (23) yields

(λpk − λp′k′) ⟨yp′k′ | ypk⟩
= (µp′ − µp) ⟨yp′k′ |ξ |ypk⟩ . (24)

For self-adjoint and single-parameter eigenvalue prob-
lems, the right hand side of Eq. (24) is identically zero,
resulting in the well-known orthogonality of eigenfunc-
tions with unique eigenvalues [68, 102]. Since µp is not
generally zero, only the polynomials of like order (i.e.
µp′ − µp = 0) are orthogonal,

⟨ypk′ | ypk⟩ = δk′k . (25)

In Eq. (25), |ypk⟩ are normalized, i.e. scaled such that
⟨ypk | ypk⟩ = 1 [54].

It was observed in Paper I that λpk are non-degenerate
across physically relevant values of BH mass and spin.
Consequently, each p+1 dimensional vector space of poly-
nomials ypk is expected to be a basis, meaning that the
identity operator for order-p polynomials may be written
as,

Ip =

p∑
k=0

|ypk⟩⟨ypk| . (26)

However, since each basis for order p polynomials spans
all previous bases, the total set of confluent Heun poly-
nomials satisfying Eq. (22a) is redundant, or rather over-
complete [103].

IV. THE RADIAL PROBLEM WITH
CONFLUENT HEUN POLYNOMIALS

The properties of confluent Heun polynomials have
three implications for each QNM’s radial prob-
lem (Eq. 13b).

The first is that the radial problem, when represented
in a basis of order-p confluent Heun polynomials, may
written simply, with a deformation parameter,

αp = µp − C1 , (27)

that determines the size of all off-diagonal terms.
Concurrently, off diagonal terms are proportional to
⟨ypk′ | ξ |ypk⟩, meaning that, for non-zero αp, the matrix
representation of the radial problem may not be approx-
imately diagonal in the sense that elements do not nec-
essarily decrease far away from k′ = k.
The second implication is that, due to properties of αp,

a kind of duality exists in the radial problem’s solution
space. Most simply, if αp = 0 and p is a non-negative
integer, then p + 1 solutions will be polynomials, while
the remaining infinity of solutions will be infinite series.
The final implication is that the physical QNMs will

not generally be approximately polynomial in nature.
Along with the aforementioned duality, this implies that
there will typically be two, sometimes overlapping, sec-
tors of solution space. It happens that this concurrently
highlights practical issues that arise when attempting
to approximate a function with an arbitrary fixed-order
polynomial basis.
While these implications provide an instructive refer-

ence for the basic properties of non-polynomial solutions
to the radial equation, they also motivate the develop-
ment of a basis comprised of uniquely ordered polynomi-
als. That is the topic of the next section. For now, the
radial problem with confluent Heun polynomials is to be
discussed in more detail.

The radial problem – Any order-p confluent Heun
polynomial basis may be used to approximate the radial
problem,

Ip Lξ Ip |f⟩ = A Ip |f⟩ , (28a)

L̂p
(cH) f⃗ = A f⃗ . (28b)

In Eq. (28a), insertion of the identity operator (Eq. 26)
signals that e.g. |f⟩ will be represented in the basis
of order-p confluent Heun polynomials. In Eq. (28b),
Eq. (26) has been applied, and it has been recognized
that the equation is equivalent to a matrix eigenvalue
equation, where L̂p

(cH) is a (p+1)× (p+1) matrix with
elements,

L
(cH)
p, k′k = ⟨ypk′ | Lξ | ypk⟩ , (29)

and f⃗ has elements ⟨ypk | f⟩.
In many cases, L̂p

(cH) will have many off-diagonal
terms. This may be understood by recalling that Lξ =
(C0 + C1[1 − ξ]) + Dξ (i.e. Eq. 11), and then applying
the confluent Heun polynomial eigenvalue relationship to
⟨ypk′ | Lξ | ypk⟩, yielding

⟨ypk′ | Lξ | ypk⟩ = (C0 +C1 + λpk) δk′k

+ αp ⟨ypk′ | ξ | ypk⟩ , (30a)
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n p+⋆ p−⋆

0 1.3879 + 0.5964i −0.6768 + 2.1304i
1 2.1725 + 0.5415i −0.0230 + 2.0846i
2 2.9791 + 0.4394i 0.6490 + 1.9996i
4 4.6187 + 0.1537i 2.0152 + 1.7615i
6 6.2586 + 0.0743i 3.3816 + 1.6954i
8 15.2263 +−1.9170i 10.8539 + 0.0362i

TABLE I. Select pseudo-polynomial orders, p+⋆ and p−⋆ , for
BH spin of a/M = 0.7, and QNM indices (s, ℓ,m) = (−2, 2, 2).
Parameters for select QNM overtone numbers, n, are shown.

In Eq. (30a), αp is defined by Eq. (27).
If αp = 0, Eqs. (28b) and (30a) yield that the QNM

separation constant is simply given by

Apk = C0 +C1 + λpk . (31)

If a QNM’s radial functions is well approximated by a
single confluent Heun polynomial, then Eq. (31) will be
similarly approximate.

When αp ̸= 0, the off-diagonal elements of L̂p
(cH) will

be proportional to ⟨ypk′ | ξ | ypk⟩. It was found in Paper I
that |⟨ypk′ | ξ | ypk⟩| do not typically decrease in value as

|k′−k| increases. Consequently, L̂p
(cH) will typically not

be non-band-diagonal when αp ̸= 0.

Polynomial / non-polynomial duality – From
inspection of Eq. (30a), it is clear that when αp = 0,

L̂p
(cH) is diagonal. This implies that L̂p

(cH) may be ap-
proximately diagonal when |αp| ≪ 1.
This concept may be refined by defining pseudo-

polynomial orders, p+⋆ and p−⋆ , such that αp±
⋆

is zero:

αp±
⋆

= µp±
⋆
− C1 (32a)

= p±⋆ ( p±⋆ +C4 − 1 ) − C1 = 0 . (32b)

In Eq. (32b), µp±
⋆

has been rewritten using Eq. (22b).

Solving for p±⋆ , one finds that

p±⋆ =
1

2

[
(1− C4)±

√
4C1 + (1− C4)2

]
. (33)

In Eq. (33), since p+⋆ and p−⋆ always come as a pair, they
are duals of each other. Henceforth, p+⋆ wll be referred
to as the upper pseudo-polynomial order, and p−⋆ will be
referred to as the lower pseudo-polynomial order.

For the moment, we are concerned with the implica-
tions of this duality on solutions to the radial problem
(Eq. 28), the QNMs radial functions, and the ultimate
practicality of confluent Heun polynomial representations
for non-polynomial problems.

Equation (33) implies a number of simple relationships
between αp, µp, p

+
⋆ and p−⋆ . For example, Eq. (33) may

used to show that

p+⋆ + p−⋆ = 1− C4 . (34)

It also follows that C1 = −p+⋆ p−⋆ . In terms of physical
parameters (Eq. 12), p+⋆ and p−⋆ are

p+⋆ = −1 + 4iMω̃ , (35a)

p−⋆ = p+⋆ − s − 2iMω̃ − i
(
am− 2M2ω̃

)
δ

. (35b)

Lastly, Eq. (33) allows αp to be written as

αp = (p− p+⋆ )(p− p−⋆ ) . (36)

From Eq. (34), it may be seen that if p+⋆ is a polyno-
mial order, then p−⋆ typically will not be unless C4 is a
sufficiently negative integer. In such cases, the solution
space of Eq. (28) will be comprised of p+⋆ +1 polynomial
solutions, and an infinity of non-polynomial solutions. In
this way, there exists a confluent Heun polynomial/non-
polynomial duality.

For QNMs, it is expected that neither p+⋆ nor p−⋆ will
be polynomial powers, and that the proximity of each
to an integer will vary with different values of the over-
tone index, n. In particular, solutions to the QNM radial
problem may only be closely associated with confluent
Heun polynomials when ω̃ℓmn are such that p+⋆ or p−⋆ is
close to a positive integer in the sense that,

|Im p±⋆ | ≪ Re p±⋆ , (37a)

and

p±⋆ − ⌊Re p±⋆ ⌋ ≪ 1 . (37b)

In Eq. (37), ⌊x⌋ is the integral part of a real number (i.e.
⌊3.1416⌋ = 3).
Table (I) provides examples of p±⋆ for select QNM cases

with mode numbers (ℓ,m) = (2, 2). There it is observed
that the QNM’s p+⋆ only very roughly tracks the overtone
index, being approximately off by one for e.g. n = 2, but
off by significantly less than one for n = 6. Notably,
n = 8 departs from this trend, having a Re p+⋆ that is
just under two times the overtone index. In all cases, it
is observed that n < p+⋆ . Further, the case of the funda-
mental QNM, n = 0, demonstrates a general observation,
namely that the n = 0 QNMs are typically not close to
confluent Heun polynomial systems in that their p±⋆ are
not close to integers.

Polynomial noise – Since the QNMs p±⋆ are typ-
ically complex valued, it is not guaranteed that using
an order-p confluent Heun polynomial basis with e.g.
p = ⌊max(|p+⋆ |, |p−⋆ |)⌋ will yield an accurate represen-
tation of the radial problem. Worse, simply increasing
the order of the confluent Heun polynomial basis (i.e.
increasing p) does not necessarily result in a more pre-
cise representation. This may be understood as resulting
from a basic limitation of approximation with a fixed-
order polynomial bases.
As a somewhat extreme but plausible example, con-

sider the order-50 confluent Heun polynomial approxi-
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mation of the number 1,

|1⟩ =

50∑
k=0

|y50,k⟩⟨y50,k | 1⟩ . (38)

Each polynomial, |y50,k⟩, has 51 coefficients, and on the
right hand side of Eq. (38), values of ⟨y50,k | 1⟩ must con-
spire such that only constant terms survive the sum (as
is required since 1 is a constant). In practice, finite pre-
cision means that the cancellations will not be exact. As
a result, the net approximation will be contaminated by
high frequency polynomial oscillations, or rather, polyno-
mial noise.
Clearly, in this case it would be wise to represent |1⟩

with the order-0 confluent Heun polynomial. This is
consistent with the completeness of each confluent Heun
polynomial fixed order basis: an order-p confluent Heun
polynomial basis can exactly represent polynomials of the
same order; while lower order polynomials may also be
represented, their representation in polynomial bases of
much larger order increases the likelihood of numerical
noise.

Further, for non-polynomial functions, it will not clear
a priori which, if any, fixed order confluent Heun polyno-
mial basis should be used. For example, since the QNMs
radial functions, |f⟩, are generally non-polynomial, one
might attempt to apply a very large order confluent Heun
polynomial representation,

|f⟩ =

P∑
k=0

|yPk⟩⟨yPk | f⟩ , (39)

where P ≫ 1. In practice, the result would be contam-
inated by polynomial noise: all ⟨yPk | f⟩ would have to
be given to arbitrarily high precision such that the sum’s
(P+1)2 polynomial coefficients (i.e. there are P+1 poly-
nomials, and each with P + 1 coefficients) add without
significant contamination from round-off error.

In contrast, a basis of P + 1 classical polynomials (i.e.
with unique orders ranging from 0 to P ) would only have
1
2 (P + 1)2 coefficients to total. More importantly, unlike
the order-P confluent Heun polynomials, such a basis
would have expansion coefficients (analogs of ⟨yPk | f⟩)
that necessarily decrease as k increases, meaning that
fewer than 1

2 (P + 1)2 coefficients may ultimately be of
practical importance.

Towards canonical polynomials – Together,
these ideas may be summarized as follows. Since an
order-p confluent Heun polynomial basis is complete, it
may be used to approximate the radial problem in a way
that explicitly reduced to a polynomial solution in the
limit that αp = 0. Further, it may be possible to treat
general solutions of the radial problem perturbatively,
where αp = (p− p+⋆ )(p− p−⋆ ) is the perturbative param-

eter. However, since L̂p
(cH) will generally be non-band

diagonal, the order-p representation of QNM radial func-
tions, |f⟩, may not quickly converge to a useful approx-

imation. Unlike approximation with classical polynomi-
als, it is not always possible to reduce error by increasing
the order of the confluent Heun polynomial basis used.

These deficits are underpinned by the fact that each
order-p confluent Heun polynomial basis is a multiplex,
i.e. all members of each confluent Heun polynomial basis
are polynomials of the same order. There is, therefore,
good reason to wonder if there exists a basis of polynomi-
als, each with a distinct order, that is orthogonal under
the scalar product (Eq. 14).

V. NATURAL & CANONICAL POLYNOMIALS

The previous discussion does not rule out the construc-
tion of polynomials that are (i) complete in the infinite
dimensional sense, (ii) orthogonal with respect to the
scalar product (Eq. 14), and (iii) can represent Dξ as
a symmetric matrix. While such polynomials cannot be
exactly of the Heun type for the reasons stated in Sec. III,
they may yet possess the key features of classical poly-
nomials, namely completeness and orthogonality. In this
sense, polynomials with properties (i) and (ii) will be
referred to as canonical. Polynomials satisfying (iii) will
be referred to as natural to Dξ.

For example, the Chebyshev polynomials defined on
ξ ∈ [0, 1] are canonical, but not natural because Dξ is not
self-adjoint with respect to the Chebyshev inner-product.
In contrast, the confluent Heun polynomials discussed
in Sec. III and Sec. IV are natural to Dξ, but due to
their overcompleteness and atypical orthogonality, they
are not canonical.

The possibility that the confluent Heun polynomials
may be used to construct polynomials that are both nat-
ural to Dξ, and canonical, is our present concern. Hence-
forth, such polynomials will be referred to as canonical
confluent Heun polynomials. When it is clear that conflu-
ent Heun polynomials are being discussed, the canonical
confluent Heun polynomials may be simply referred to as
the “canonical polynomials”.

In this section, two equivalent methods to construct
canonical confluent Heun polynomials are described. The
first method pertains to the construction of canonical
polynomials directly from confluent Heun polynomials
defined in Sec. III. This method will be referred to as
“direct construction”. The second method is based upon
the standard Gram-Schmidt process. This method will
be referred to as “Gram-Schmidt construction”.

This section concludes with comments on the equiv-
alence between direct and Gram-Schmidt construction,
their completeness, and finally two relevant represen-
tations of the canonical confluent Heun polynomials in
terms of the confluent Heun polynomials.

Direct Construction – Let a canonical confluent
Heun polynomial of order p be denoted |up⟩, where it is
represented in the basis of order p confluent Heun poly-



9

nomials,

|up⟩ =

p∑
k=0

cpk |ypk⟩ . (40)

The direct construction of |up⟩ from |ypk⟩ requires the
determination of constants, cpk, such that the resulting
polynomials are canonical (properties i and ii), and nat-
ural to Dξ (property iii). We begin our construction with
property (ii).

Explicitly, property (ii) means that

⟨up′ |up⟩ ∝ δp′p . (41)

We will now show that Eqs. (40) and (41) suffice to de-
termine all expansion coefficients, cpk, via an iterative
linear process.

Without loss of generality, let cpp = 1. It follows that,
for p = 0,

|u0⟩ = |y00⟩ . (42)

For p = 1, applying c11 = 1 to Eq. (40) means that |u1⟩ =
c10|y10⟩+|y11⟩. Orthogonality (Eq. 41) then requires that

⟨u0 |u1⟩ = c10⟨y00 | y10⟩+ ⟨y00 | y11⟩ = 0 . (43)

Thus, the single unknown constant c10 may be solved for,
yielding

c10 = −⟨y00 | y11⟩⟨y00 | y10⟩
. (44)

For p = 2, we may again consider |u2⟩ as defined in
Eq. (40), namely |u2⟩ = c20|y20⟩+ c21|y21⟩+ |y22⟩. Here,
c20 and c21 are the unknowns of interest. Requiring that
⟨u0 |u2⟩ = 0 and ⟨u1 |u2⟩ = 0 results in two coupled
equations,

c20⟨u0 | y20⟩+ c21⟨u0 | y21⟩+ ⟨u0 | y22⟩ = 0 , (45a)

c20⟨u1 | y20⟩+ c21⟨u1 | y21⟩+ ⟨u1 | y22⟩ = 0 . (45b)

Moving the last terms in Eqs. (45a) and (45b) to their
respective right hand sides yields that

c20⟨u0 | y20⟩+ c21⟨u0 | y21⟩ = −⟨u0 | y22⟩ , (46a)

c20⟨u1 | y20⟩+ c21⟨u1 | y21⟩ = −⟨u1 | y22⟩ . (46b)

Equation (46) is equivalent to the linear matrix equation,

X̂2 c⃗2 = b⃗2 , (47)

where X̂2 has elements X2,jk = ⟨uj | y2k⟩, c⃗2 has elements

c2j , and b⃗2 has elements b2,j = −⟨uj | y22⟩.
In Eqs. (46) and (47), the essential features of subse-

quent cases (i.e. p > 2) are present: For any |up⟩, there
will be p equations of the form of Eq. (46), with a total
of p unknowns, and this system of linear equations will
generally be equivalent to a linear matrix equation,

X̂p c⃗p = b⃗p . (48)

As in Eq. (48), X̂p and b⃗p will generally depend on all
polynomials |up′⟩ with p′ < p, i.e. all previous iterations.
Since both {ypk}pk=0 and {up′}pp′=0 are complete finite

dimensional spaces, X̂p plays the role of a change-of-basis
matrix, allowing for the determination of cpk via

c⃗p = X̂−1
p b⃗p . (49)

In Eq. (49), X̂p and b⃗p are implicitly functions of all c⃗p′ ,
where p′ < p. Thus, given a solution for c⃗p, one may then
evaluate the right hand side of Eq. (49) to compute c⃗p+1

which in turn allows for the evaluation of the canonical
polynomial, |up+1⟩ via Eq. (40). In this way, the general
determination of canonical confluent Heun polynomials
follows inductively from Eqs. (40) and (41).

Having constructed the polynomials, up, to be orthog-
onal, two scaling freedoms remain: signature and nor-
malization. Since the scalar product (Eq. 14) is un-
changed with respect to negation of both of its inputs
(e.g. ⟨up |up⟩ = ⟨−up | −up⟩), there is an overall ±1 scal-
ing, or rather “signature” freedom. Here, this is fixed by
dividing each up by its value at ξ = 1,

up ← up/up(1) . (50a)

The final freedom is that of normalization. Here, this is
fixed in the usual way,

up ← up/
√
⟨up |up⟩ . (50b)

Gram-Schmidt Construction – The well-known
Gram-Schmidt process acts on a linearly independent se-
quence, producing a new sequence that is orthogonal with
respect to a chosen scalar product [68]. Given a prede-
fined order for the original sequence, the resulting or-
thogonal sequence is known to be unique, up to normal-
ization choices. In this sense, the familiar classical poly-
nomials (e.g. those of Hermite, Jacobi and Laguerre)
are uniquely defined by applying Gram-Schmidt to the
monomials, e.g. ξp, such that the resulting polynomial
sequence is orthogonal with respect to the relevant inner
product [64].
Similarly, the canonical confluent Heun polynomials

may be defined by applying Gram-Schmidt to the mono-
mials using the weight function, Eq. (16). Orthogonal-
ity is guaranteed because the algorithm iteratively re-
moves the non-orthogonal components between different
elements: In particular, given a sequence of monomials
{ξp}∞p=0, the algorithm iteratively defines canonical poly-
nomials, up(ξ), to be ξp plus a lower order polynomial
that is constrained by requiring that ⟨up |up′⟩ = 0 for all
p′ < p. The results is a sequence of orthogonal polyno-
mials that can then be normalized according to Eq. (50).
It happens that that the weight function used to define

the scalar product in Eq. (14) is of the Pollaczek-Jacobi
type, but with complex valued parameters (Eqs. 12 and
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17). Since our weight function may generally be evalu-
ated using analytic continuation (see Eq. 20), the Gram-
Schmidt polynomials described above may be thought
of as analytically continued Pollaczek-Jacobi polynomi-
als [67]. Further connections between the polynomials
described above, and the Pollaczek-Jacobi polynomials
will be explored in future work [104].

Equivalence and Completeness – Both direct
and Gram-Schmidt constructions of the canonical con-
fluent Heun polynomials are unique iterative processes
with identical initial conditions, namely that |u0⟩ is a
constant. In each construction, the requirement of or-
thogonality, i.e. ⟨up′<p |up⟩ = 0, uniquely defines |u1⟩,
as well as subsequent polynomials. Since, upon each it-
eration, there is only one non-trivial result for each |up⟩,
both processes result in normalized canonical confluent
Heun polynomials that are equivalent up to a root-of-
unity scaling factor.

Equivalence is easily checked by e.g. writing |u0⟩ and
|u1⟩ explicitly as polynomials in ξ, and then verifying
that both constructions yield the same result, which is

u0(ξ) = ⟨ξ0⟩−1/2
, (51a)

u1(ξ) =

[ ⟨ξ0⟩
⟨ξ0⟩⟨ξ2⟩ − ⟨ξ1⟩2

]1/2 ( ⟨ξ1⟩
⟨ξ0⟩ + ξ

)
. (51b)

In Eq. (51), we recall that ⟨ξk⟩ are monomial moments
defined by Eq. (20). On arrives at Eqs. (51a) and (51b)
regardless of whether direct or Gram-Schmidt construc-
tion is used.

Henceforth, we will make no distinction between the
canonical confluent Heun polynomials generated by di-
rect or Gram-Schmidt construction.

Regarding completeness, since the results of direct and
Gram-Schmidt construction are equivalent, if the result
of one construction is complete, then so is the other. The
completeness of the Gram-Schmidt constructed polyno-
mials is perhaps the most straightforward. Any sequence
of Gram-Schmidt polynomials, if constructed from a
complete set, will also be complete. The monomials are
complete when all monomial moments are well-defined4

according to Eq. (20) [54, 68, 105]. For example, in Pa-
per I, it was found that the monomial moments are well-
defined for all QNM frequencies with non-zero real parts,
which is the case for most QNM frequencies of astrophys-
ical relevance. Therefore, we expect that the canonical
confluent Heun polynomials will generally be complete in
that setting.

In practice, since the confluent Heun polynomials are
eigenfunctions to Dξ, it is useful to represent each |up⟩ in
terms of confluent Heun polynomials, |yp′k′⟩. However,
since the confluent Heun polynomials are overcomplete,
there is no unique representation.

4 See Sec. VI of Paper I for a detailed discussion.
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FIG. 2. The first five canonical confluent Heun polynomials,
i.e. up(ξ) with p ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. Polynomials are constructed
using field spin weight s = −2, BH spin a/M = 0.7, and
Kerr QNM frequency Mω̃220 = 0.5326− 0.0808i. For ease of
presentation, polynomials have been divided by their value at
ξ = 1 (i.e. spatial infinity). Top panel: Real part of each
polynomial. Bottom panel: imaginary part of each polyno-
mial. Related discussion is provided in Sec. VII.

Single and Multi-order representations – The
overcompleteness of the confluent Heun polynomials
means that there are multiple equivalent representations
of any integrable function in terms of the confluent Heun
polynomials, |yp′k⟩. Here, this fact is applied to the
canonical confluent Heun polynomials.

Since each space of order p confluent Heun polynomials
is a p + 1 dimensional basis, the identity operator for
all order p polynomials, Ip, may be written as it was in
Eq. (26),

Ip =

p∑
k=0

|ypk⟩⟨ypk| . (52)

Having defined the canonical confluent Heun polynomi-
als, |up⟩, two mathematically different but practically
equivalent representations result from Eq. (52).

The first is simply the ansatz used for direct construc-
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tion, i.e. Eq. (40),

|up⟩ = Ip|up⟩ (53a)

=

p∑
k=0

|ypk⟩⟨ypk |up⟩ (53b)

=

p∑
k=0

cpk |ypk⟩ . (53c)

In Eqs. (53a) and (53b), the order-p identity operator, Ip,
has been applied to |up⟩. In Eq. (53c), it is noted that
cpk = ⟨ypk |up⟩. The direct construction algorithm dis-
cussed previously is simply a way to determine ⟨ypk |up⟩
when |up⟩ is unknown.

Within Eq. (53), each canonical confluent Heun poly-
nomial is represented in the basis of a different polyno-
mial order, meaning that a set of multiple canonical con-
fluent Heun polynomials would require the generation of
confluent Heun polynomials from multiple orders. For
this reason, Eq. (53) will henceforth be referred to as
the multi-order representation of the canonical confluent
Heun polynomials.

For any finite sequences of canonical confluent Heun

polynomials, {|up⟩}p
′

p=0, the multi-order representation
requires the evaluation of all polynomials within the set⋃p′

p=0{|ypk⟩}
p
k=0. Since there will be

1
2 (p

′+1)(p′+2) such
polynomials, their evaluation presents a significant, but
ultimately avoidable, computational expense.

A second representation allowed by Eq. (52) entails
choosing a single confluent Heun polynomial basis of or-
der p′ to represent all canonical confluent Heun polyno-
mials with p ≤ p′,

|up⟩ = Ip′ |up⟩ (54a)

=

p′∑
k=0

|yp′k⟩⟨yp′k |up⟩ (54b)

=

p′∑
k=0

dp′pk |yp′k⟩ . (54c)

In Eqs. (54a) and (54b), the identity operator for the
order-p′ confluent Heun polynomials has been applied to
|up⟩, and in Eq. (54c), dp′pk = ⟨yp′k |up⟩.

dp′pk = ⟨yp′k |up⟩ (55)

In practice, one may first generate |up⟩ via Gram-
Schmidt construction, and then explicitly compute
⟨yp′k |up⟩ using Eq. (19). Equation (54) will henceforth
be referred to as the single-order representation of the
canonical confluent Heun polynomials. If the largest
polynomial order of interest is p′, then the single-order
representation has the practical advantage of only requir-
ing p′ + 1 confluent Heun polynomials to be computed
after Gram-Schmidt construction.

VI. TRIDIAGONALIZATION

We may now return to Teukolsky’s radial equation for
QNMs,

Lξ |f⟩ = A |f⟩ . (56)

Having determined canonical polynomials that are natu-
ral to Lξ, their completeness and orthogonality may be
used to represent Eq. (56) as a simple linear matrix equa-
tion.
Since the canonical confluent Heun polynomials are

complete, we may use them to represent the identity op-
erator,

I =

∞∑
p=0

|up⟩⟨up| . (57)

This allows each operator and vector within Eq. (56) to
be projected into the basis of canonical confluent Heun
polynomials,

ILξ I |f⟩ = A I |f⟩ . (58)

Using Eq. (57) to expand Eq. (58) yields∑
p,q

|up⟩⟨up| Lξ |uq⟩⟨uq | f⟩ (59a)

= A
∑
p

|up⟩⟨up | f⟩ ,

L̂ f⃗ = A f⃗ . (59b)

In going from Eq. (59a) to Eq. (59b), we recognize L̂ to
be the matrix whose elements are

Lpq = ⟨up | Lξ|uq⟩ , (60)

and f⃗ to be the vector whose elements are

fp = ⟨up | f⟩ . (61)

Recall that since Lξ is self-adjoint with respect to
the scalar product, the following equivalences hold:
⟨up | Lξ|uq⟩ = ⟨up | Lξ uq⟩ = ⟨Lξ up |uq⟩.
In this section, two mathematically different but prac-

tically equivalent routes to tridiagonalizing L̂ are pre-
sented. The first route is based upon the single-order
representation of the canonical confluent Heun polynomi-
als, and it will be discussed in detail. The second route is
based upon their multi-order representation, and it will
be described summarily as the step-by-step reasoning is
both similar to that of the single-order approach, and
already detailed in Paper I.
Regardless of the representation used, the result is the

same: the confluent Heun operator Lξ is approximated

by a matrix, L̂, that is of finite size, symmetric and tridi-
agonal. In effect, the complex Jacobi matrix of Lξ is
determined [74, 75].
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Our present concern is the structure of L̂. Since its
matrix elements are ⟨up | Lξ uq⟩, the action of Lξ on |uq⟩
must first be understood,

Lξ |uq⟩ = (C0 +C1[1− ξ]) |uq⟩ (62a)

+ Dξ |uq⟩ . (62b)

In Eq. (62), as in Eq. (11), Lξ has been written in terms of
the physical constants C0 and C1 (Eq. 62a), as well as the
confluent Heun operator Dξ (Eq. 62b). Plainly, Eq. (62a)
only contains constant rescalings of |up⟩ and terms de-
pendent on ξ|uq⟩, and Eq. (62b) is simply Dξ |uq⟩. Since
⟨up |uq⟩ = δpq, constant rescalings of |up⟩ will only con-

tribute to the diagonal of L̂. Therefore, to understand
the structure of L̂, we must first refine our understanding
of ξ|uq⟩ and Dξ |uq⟩.
It happens that ξ|uq⟩ can be represented in terms of

only three canonical polynomials,

ξ|uq⟩ = σq0|uq−1⟩+ σq1|uq⟩+ σq2|uq+1⟩ . (63)

Equation (63) is a three-term recursion relationship be-
tween canonical confluent Heun polynomials. It is a
standard result in polynomial theory, and can be un-
derstood as resulting from completeness, orthogonality,
and symmetry of the scalar product, namely ⟨up | ξuq⟩ =
⟨ξup |uq⟩.
In Eq. (63), the recursion coefficients, σq0, σq1 and

σq2 are p-dependent complex numbers. Unlike many in-
stances in polynomial theory where the recursion coeffi-
cients are known analytically, here they are to be treated
numerically, as determined by evaluation of the scalar
product:

σq0 = ⟨uq−1 | ξ uq⟩ , (64a)

σq1 = ⟨uq | ξ uq⟩ , (64b)

σq2 = ⟨uq+1 | ξ uq⟩ . (64c)

In the context of Lξ |uq⟩ (i.e. Eq. 62), the existence of
a three-term recursion relationship between polynomials
means that terms within Eq. (62a) only contribute to

the central, lower and upper diagonal of L̂. Therefore,
Eq. (62a) will generally contribute to the tridiagonal part

of L̂.
This should be expected of Eq. (62a), since all canoni-

cal type polynomials (e.g. Chebyshev and Laguerre) have
three-term recursions. However, since not all canonical
polynomials are natural to Dξ, it happens that Dξ|uq⟩ is
a problem-specific quantity.

Further, since Dξ contains derivatives, it is here that
the representation of each |uq⟩ has meaningful effect:
while the previously discussed single- and multi-order
representations are equivalent (Eqs. 53 and 54), their be-
haviors under differentiation are not.

The single-order approach – We may first con-
sider the single-order representation of the canonical con-
fluent Heun polynomials. In that picture, any polynomial

of order q is expanded in terms of confluent Heun polyno-
mials of order p′ ≥ q (Eq. 56). For a canonical confluent
Heun polynomial |uq⟩, this expansion is written as

|uq⟩ =

p′∑
k=0

dp′qk |yp′k⟩ . (65)

Therefore the action of Dξ on |uq⟩ is given by,

Dξ |uq⟩ =

p′∑
k=0

dp′qk Dξ |yp′k⟩ (66a)

=

p′∑
k=0

dp′qk (λp′k + µp′ ξ) |yp′k⟩ , (66b)

= |vp′q⟩ + µp′ ξ |uq⟩ . (66c)

In Eq. (66b), the two parameter eigenvalue relation for
the confluent Heun polynomials, Eq. (22a), has been ap-
plied. In Eq. (66c), terms that depend on λp′k have been
grouped to define a new polynomial,

|vp′q⟩ =

p′∑
k=0

dp′qk λp′k |yp′k⟩ , (67)

and it has been noticed that remaining terms in Eq. (66b)
are simply proportional to |uq⟩. Since Dξ increases the
order of polynomials by one (see Sec. III), |vp′q⟩ has order
q + 1.
It follows (from Eqs. 62 and 66c) that Lξ |uq⟩ may be

written as

Lξ|uq⟩ = (C0 +C1)|uq⟩ (68a)

+ |vp′q⟩ (68b)

+ αp′ ξ |uq⟩. (68c)

In Eq. (68c), recall that αp′ is defined in Eq. (36). The
structure of Eq. (68) enables a few useful observations.

Equations (68a-68c) imply that L̂ is the sum of three

matrices, L̂
(S)
0 , L̂

(S)
1 , and L̂

(S)
2 ,

L̂ = L̂
(S)
0 + L̂

(S)
1 + L̂

(S)
2 . (69)

Their respective matrix elements are

L
(S)
0,pq = (C0 +C1) δpq , (70a)

L
(S)
1,pq = ⟨up | vp′q⟩ , (70b)

L
(S)
2,pq = αp′⟨up | ξ uq⟩ . (70c)

Since Lξ is self-adjoint with respect to the scalar product,

L̂ will be symmetric, meaning that Lpq = Lqp. It may

be observed that L̂
(S)
0 and L̂

(S)
2 are symmetric, owing to

the symmetry of the Kronecker delta, and of the scalar

product. Thus for L̂
(S)
0 + L̂

(S)
1 + L̂

(S)
2 to be symmetric,

L̂
(S)
1 must be symmetric, meaning that

⟨up | vp′q⟩ = ⟨vp′p |uq⟩ . (71)
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This conclusion may also be reached via the consideration
of ⟨up | Dξ uq⟩ = ⟨Dξ up |uq⟩, which directly reduces to
Eq. (71). Thus, Eq. (71) is only true for scalar products
under which Dξ is self-adjoint (e.g. Eq. 71 does not hold
for Chebyshev inner-product, meaning that the associ-

ated L̂
(S)
1 matrix would not be symmetric) [54].

Lastly, it may be deduced that L̂
(S)
1 is tridiagonal. This

follows from the fact that each |vp′q⟩ is of order q+1. In
particular, given any order q + 1 polynomial, e.g. |vp′q⟩,
its canonical confluent Heun polynomial representation
will not contain contributions from |up⟩ if p > q + 1,

|vp′q⟩ = I |vp′q⟩ (72a)

=

∞∑
p=0

|up⟩⟨up | vp′q⟩ , (72b)

=

q+1∑
p=0

|up⟩⟨up | vp′q⟩ . (72c)

In Eqs. (72a-72b), a canonical confluent Heun polynomial
representation is applied to |vp′q⟩. In Eq. (72c), it has
been acknowledged that terms with p > q + 1 do not
contribute; otherwise, the resulting polynomial would be
of order greater than q+1. This condition on ⟨up | vp′q⟩,
as well as its counterpart on ⟨uq | vp′p⟩ may be stated
thusly,

⟨up | vp′q⟩ = 0, if p > q + 1 , (73a)

⟨uq | vp′p⟩ = 0, if q > p+ 1 . (73b)

Note that ⟨uq | vp′p⟩ = ⟨vp′p |uq⟩, not due to Eq. (71), but
rather to the multiplicative associative property applied
to the integrand of the scalar product (Eq. 14). Also
note that the conditional in Eq. (73b) is equivalent to
p < q − 1.

Since Eqs. (73a) and (73b) hold simultaneously, it fol-
lows that ⟨up | vp′q⟩ ≠ 0 when q − 1 ≤ p ≤ q + 1. In
other words, each |vp′q⟩ is exactly equal to a sum over
only three canonical confluent Heun polynomials,

|vp′q⟩ = νq0|uq−1⟩+ νq1|uq⟩+ νq2|uq+1⟩ . (74)

In Eq. (74), νq0, νq1 and νq2 are complex valued q-
dependent numbers defined by the scalar product,

νq0 = ⟨uq−1 | vp′q⟩ , (75a)

νq1 = ⟨uq | vp′q⟩ , (75b)

νq2 = ⟨uq+1 | vp′q⟩ . (75c)

The elements of L̂
(S)
1 , namely ⟨up | vp′q⟩, are only nonzero

between its upper and lower diagonal, so L̂
(S)
1 is a tridi-

agonal matrix.

Since L̂
(S)
1 and L̂

(S)
2 are symmetric and tridiagonal, and

L̂
(S)
0 is diagonal, if follows that L̂ = L̂

(S)
0 + L̂

(S)
1 + L̂

(S)
2 is

symmetric and tridiagonal. Equivalently,

Lξ|uq⟩ = νq3 |uq−1⟩+ νq4 |uq⟩+ νq5 |uq+1⟩ , (76)

where,

νq3 = αp′ σq0 + νq0 , (77a)

νq4 = αp′ σq1 + νq1 + (C0 +C1) , (77b)

νq5 = αp′ σq2 + νq2 . (77c)

In Eq. (77), we recall from Eq. (36) that αp′ = µp′ −C1,
and that σq0, σq1 and σq2 are defined by Eq. (64).

The multi-order approach – Here, an alternative
approach to tridiagonalization is summarized, following
and building upon Sec. VIII of Paper I. This approach
uses the multi-order representation of the canonical con-
fluent Heun polynomials,

|uq⟩ =

q∑
k=0

cqk |yqk⟩ . (78)

While the net result, namely L̂, is the same as that found
previously, the multi-order approach enables the deriva-
tion of relationships between L̂ and the canonical con-
fluent Heun polynomials’ three-term recursion that are
ostensibly hidden within the single-order approach. This
point is illustrated by first applying the multi-order repre-
sentation of the canonical confluent Heun polynomials to
the radial problem, and then using the symmetry of the
Jacobi matrix L̂ to relate elements of L̂ to the canonical
confluent Heun polynomials’ three-term recursion. This
proceeds as follows.
Under the multi-order approach, L̂ may be written as

the sum of three matrices,

L̂ = L̂
(M)
0 + L̂

(M)
1 + L̂

(M)
2 . (79)

Their respective matrix elements are

L
(M)
0,pq = (C0 +C1) δpq , (80a)

L
(M)
1,pq = ⟨up | vq⟩ , (80b)

L
(M)
2,pq = αq ⟨up | ξ uq⟩ . (80c)

In Eq. (80b), |vq⟩ is an order-q “auxiliary” polynomial
defined as

|vq⟩ =

q∑
k=0

cqk λqk |yqk⟩ , (81)

where it is recalled that λqk is the eigenvalue of the
confluent Heun polynomial, |yqk⟩. Consideration of
⟨up | Dξ uq⟩ = ⟨Dξ up |uq⟩ yields a that |vq⟩ may be
equated with a sum over only a few canonical confluent
Heun polynomials,

|vq⟩ = σq3|uq−1⟩+ σq4|uq⟩ . (82)

In Eq. (82), σq3 and σq4 are complex valued q-dependent
numbers defined by the scalar product,

σq3 = ⟨uq−1 | vq⟩ , (83a)

σq4 = ⟨uq | vq⟩ . (83b)
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It may be observed that L̂
(M)
0 is diagonal, L̂

(M)
1 upper-

tridiagonal (due to Eq. 82), and L̂
(M)
2 is tridiagonal.

Therefore, L̂ is tridiagonal as expected.

It is informative to note that, while L̂
(M)
0 is symmet-

ric, Eqs. (80b) and (80c) are asymmetric: Eq. (80b) is
asymmetric due to Eq. (82) not having a contribution

from |uq+1⟩ (i.e. L̂
(M)
1 is only upper-tridiagonal), and

Eq. (80c) is asymmetric due to the q-dependent scale fac-

tor, αq. Thus, since L̂ is symmetric, L̂
(M)
1 and L̂

(M)
2 must

combine to form a quantity that is also symmetric. In

turn, this means that L̂
(M)
1 and L̂

(M)
2 are not independent

objects.

The link between L̂
(M)
1 and L̂

(M)
2 is perhaps easiest to

understand by noting that the multi-order representa-
tion of the canonical confluent Heun polynomials allows
Lξ|uq⟩ to be written as,

Lξ|uq⟩ = σq5 |uq−1⟩+ σq6 |uq⟩+ σq7 |uq+1⟩ , (84)

where

σq5 = αq σq0 + σq3 , (85a)

σq6 = αq σq1 + σq4 + (C0 +C1) , (85b)

σq7 = αq σq2 . (85c)

Plainly stated, since L̂ is a symmetric matrix its matrix
elements, Lpq, are such that Lpq = Lqp. Equation (85)
means that Lpq will be within the set {σq5, σq6, σq7}
for p ∈ {q − 1, q, q + 1}, respectively. Since L̂ is
tridiagonal, the only nontrivial symmetry statement is
Lq−1,q = Lq,q−1, which is equivalent to Lq,q+1 = Lq+1,q

under q → q + 1. Using equation Eqs. (84) and (85),
Lq−1,q = Lq,q−1 becomes,

σq5 = σq−1,7 , (86a)

αq σq0 + σq3 = αq−1 σq−1,2 . (86b)

In Eq. (86a), Lq−1,q = Lq,q−1 has been rewritten using
Eq. (84). In going from Eq. (86a) to Eq. (86b), Eq. (85)
has been used to expand both sides. Equation (86b) may
be further reduced by noting that symmetry of the canon-
ical polynomials’ three-term recursion (See Eq. 63) means
that σq−1,2 = σq0. Therefore, Eq. (86b) allows σq3 (i.e.
⟨uq−1 | vq⟩) to be written as,

σq3 = (αq−1 − αq)σq0 , (87a)

⟨uq−1 | vq⟩ = (2(q − 1) + C4) ⟨uq−1 | ξ uq⟩ . (87b)

In Eq. (87a), Eq. (86b) as been solved for σq3. In
Eq. (87b), σq3 and σq0 have been replaced with their
scalar-product definitions via Eqs. (62a) and (83a), and
Eqs. (22b) and (27) have been used to rewrite instances
of αq.
Equation (87b) communicates that the non-zero off-

diagonal elements of L̂
(M)
1 , namely ⟨uq−1 | vq⟩, are di-

rectly proportional to the three-term-recursion coeffi-
cient, ⟨uq−1 | ξ uq⟩. Recalling Eq. (80c), the same is

clearly true for off-diagonal elements of L̂
(M)
2 . Together,

those two observations mean that the off-diagonal ele-
ments of L̂ are generally proportional to the three-term-
recursion coefficients σq0 and σq2.

VII. SELECT NUMERICAL RESULTS

Before being put into practice, the preceding theo-
retical development benefits from a few points of guid-
ance [54]. For all computations, physical parameters,
namely {a/M, s, ω̃,m} must be chosen such that the de-
rived parameters, C1 through C4, may then be computed
according to Eq. (12). For nearly all subsequent manip-
ulations involving polynomials or series expansions, the
fundamental operation is the scalar product (See Eq. 14).
While it is possible to evaluate the scalar product by di-

rectly integrating it, success in that endeavor requires the
formulation of a complex path that avoids singularities in
the integrand [54]. A much simpler method of evaluating
the scalar product is given by Eqs. (19) and (20), which
reduces the effort to the evaluation of standard special
functions via their well-known analytic continuations.
Given the scalar product, it is subsequently useful to

determine the eigenvectors and values of matrices, such
as L̂ which encodes the QNM problem (Eq. 59b). This
may be accomplished with any of several standard lin-
ear algebra packages [106, 107]. Henceforth, Eq. (19) is
used to compute all scalar product, and Eq. (20) is im-
plemented with 128 decimal points of general precision
arithmetic via the Python package, mpmath [107]. This
package is also used to solve various matrix eigenvalue
problems.
In this section, example applications of the canonical

confluent Heun polynomials are provided along with re-
lated practical guidance. While many cases are consid-
ered, most examples are connected by a single fiducial
case: a Kerr BH of dimensionless spin a/M = 0.7, and
its QNM with (s, ℓ,m, n) = (−2, 2, 2, 6). Broadly, exam-
ples range from the brief consideration of the canonical
confluent Heun polynomials, to their application to the
confluent Heun polynomial and QNM problems. In the
latter example, the QNMs’ radial functions are explic-
itly computed and shown to satisfy Teukolsky’s radial
equation (Eq. 13a). This section concludes with a brief
discussion of the transition from Schwarzschild to Kerr,
from the perspective of the QNM radial functions.

Canonical confluent Heun polynomials – Ex-
amples of the first five canonical confluent Heun polyno-
mials are shown in Fig. 2.
As seen in the top panel of Fig. 2, the polynomials

may be formatted such that their real parts have zero
roots along the real line, meaning that the net complex
valued polynomials will have no roots at real values of the
fractional radial coordinate, ξ. This is simply a result of
the fact that the canonical confluent Heun polynomials
have complex valued coefficients (Eq. 51), and so will
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FIG. 3. Matrices related to canonical confluent Heun polynomials, and representations of Teukolsky’s radial operator for
(s, ℓ,m, n) = (−2, 2, 2, 6), a/M = 0.7, and Mω̃ℓmn = 0.4239 − 1.0954i. All color bars correspond to the log10 of the absolute
values of quantities noted in annotation, e.g. for panel (a), log10 |⟨up |uq⟩| is visualized. Tiles (in purple) away from each
panel’s tridiagonal band are exactly zero. See Sec. VII for related discussion.

generally have roots situated away from the real line.

Tridiagonalization – The canonical confluent
Heun polynomials may be used to tridiagonalize con-
fluent Heun equations such as the QNM’s radial equa-
tion (Eq. 13), or the confluent Heun polynomial equa-
tion (Eq. 22).

In Fig. 3 a step-by-step application of the canonical
confluent Heun polynomials to the QNM radial problem
is shown. There, the top three panels (i.e. (a), (c) and
(e)) show quantities derived directly from the canoni-
cal confluent Heun polynomials. The remaining panels
show how the multi-order representation (Eq. 78) of each
quantity contributes to the representation of the radial
differential operator according to Eq. (79).

When written in terms of matrix elements, Eq. (79) is

Lpq = L
(M)
0,pq + L

(M)
1,pq + L

(M)
2,pq . (88)

Under this framing, the qualitative features of panels (b),
(d) and (f) are determined by those of panels (a), (c) and
(e), respectively.

Conceptually, canonical confluent Heun polynomial or-
thogonality (Eq. 41) is demonstrated in panel (a), upper-
tridiagonality of auxiliary polynomials (Eq. 82) is demon-
strated in panel (c), and three-term recursion (Eq. 64) is
dempstrated in panel (e). Then end result, panel (g),
may be considered to represent the three-term recursion
of orthogonal polynomials which approximate solutions
to the QNM radial problem [74, 75].

Polynomial/non-polynomial duality – The
canonical confluent Heun polynomials, |up⟩, may be ap-
plied to the confluent Heun polynomial problem. In

doing so, a quantitative example of polynomial/non-
polynomial duality is encountered, along with related in-
sights into the QNM problem.
The confluent Heun polynomial problem was stated in

Eq. (22a) as,

Dξ |ypk⟩ = (λpk + µp ξ) |ypk⟩ , (89a)

To apply the canonical confluent Heun polynomials,
Eq. (89a) may be restated as

L(p)
ξ |ypk⟩ = λpk |ypk⟩ , (89b)

where

L(p)
ξ = − µp ξ + Dξ . (89c)

By using the canonical confluent Heun polynomials,
Eq. (89b) may be rewritten as

L̂(p) y⃗pk = λpk y⃗pk , (90)

where L̂(p) and y⃗pk, respectively, have elements given by

L
(p)
αβ = ⟨uα | L(p)

ξ |uβ⟩ , (91a)

ypk,β = ⟨uβ | ypk⟩ . (91b)

Since k and α are both integers between 0 and p, the
sequence of all eigenvectors comprise the rows of a matrix
whose elements are ypα,β . Similarly, the eigenvalues may
be labeled as λpα rather than λpk.

At focus in Fig. 4 are the confluent Heun polynomial
problem’s matrix representation, eigenvectors, and eigen-
values for order-6 polynomials. Physical parameters used
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FIG. 4. Example of confluent Heun polynomial/non-
polynomial duality for polynomial order p = 6, and phys-
ical parameters (s, ℓ,m, n) = (−2, 2, 2, 6), a/M = 0.7, and
Mω̃ℓmn = 0.4239− 1.0954i. All color bars correspond to the
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Matrix representation of the radial operator (Eq. 69). Panel
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Panel (c): The radial operator’s polynomial eigenvalues (filled
circles) and the first 13 non-polynomial eigenvalues (open cir-
cles).

are identical to those in Table (I) for (ℓ,m, n) = (2, 2, 6).

In panel (a) of Fig. 4, L
(p)
αβ are shown. There it may

be observed that

L
(p)
6,7 = L

(p)
7,6 = 0 . (92)

This is consistent with the so-called “∆p+1 condition”
which is used to define the confluent Heun polynomials
via a finite dimensional matrix eigenvalue problem (see
Eq. 79 of Paper I as well as Refs. [41, 58]). There the
basic concept is that a power series solution to Eq. (89b)
will terminate after p+1 terms if the ∆p+1 condition on
a related three-term recursion is satisfied.

The ∆p+1 condition is unable to provide insight on
the non-polynomial solutions, simply due to fact that
these solutions have series expansions of infinite length.
In other words, the non-polynomial solutions satisfy an
infinite dimensional matrix eigenvalue problem, rather
than a finite dimensional one5. Unlike the power-series

5 In such cases, standard routes to finding solutions include the use

perspective of the ∆p+1 condition, the canonical conflu-
ent Heun polynomial representation of the problem nat-
urally applies to finite and infinite dimensional problems:
i.e., the monomials are the basis for power series expan-
sions, but unlike the canonical confluent Heun polyno-
mial, monomials are not an orthonormal basis, mean-
ing that standard matrix interpretations do not apply
for non-terminating series. Since the canonical confluent
Heun polynomial are orthonormal, the polynomial and
non-polynomial sectors are clearly visible in Fig. 4a.
At focus in Fig. 4b are the eigenvectors; rows labeled in

α correspond to vectors y⃗pα. There, the polynomial solu-
tions are shown as rows that have zero values after β = 6,
as is equivalent to each confluent Heun polynomial only
being comprised of canonical confluent Heun polynomi-
als of order 6 and below. The non-polynomial solutions
are seen as the lower right-hand block, for which values
are non-zero only for β > 6, i.e. the non-polynomial
solutions do not contain canonical confluent Heun poly-
nomials with order p ≤ 6.
Polynomial and non-polynomial eigenvalues are shown

in Fig. 4c as points in the complex plane. There, polyno-
mial eigenvalues show a distinctly different distribution
than their non-polynomial counterparts. If a QNM is ap-
proximately polynomial as described in Sec. IV, then its
eigenvalue distribution should be expected to also reflect
polynomial/non-polynomial duality.

QNM radial eigenvalue distributions – It was
noted in Sec. IV that the (ℓ,m, n) = (2, 2, 6) QNM
may be approximately polynomial for a BH spin of a =
0.7 (Table I). In particular, this QNM’s upper pseudo-
polynomial order (Eq. 33) is

p+⋆ = 6.2586 + 0.0743i . (93)

Since the imaginary part of p+⋆ is small, and the real part
is close to 6 (c.f. Eq. 37), it is reasonable to expect rough
agreement between that QNM’s radial eigenvalues, and
the order-6 confluent Heun polynomial’s polynomial and
non-polynomial eigenvalues (i.e. p+⋆ ≈ 6).
In Fig. 5, the radial eigenvalue distributions for four

select QNMs are shown. There, as n increases, so does
the approximately polynomial sector of the eigenvalue
distribution. For the n = 6 overtone, the order-6 con-
fluent Heun polynomial eigenvalues have been added for
comparison. In that case, it is clear that the qualita-
tive features of the QNM eigenvalue distribution are pre-
cisely captured by that of the confluent Heun polynomial
eigenvalues. Further, it is clear that, for this case, the
QNM separation constant, A226, is indeed well approxi-
mated by the dominant order-6 confluent Heun polyno-
mial eigenvalue,

A226 ≈ C0 +C1 + λ66 . (94)

of continued fractions (see e.g. Ref. [15]) or the representation
of the problem with an orthonormal basis, such as the canonical
confluent Heun polynomial basis introduced here.
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FIG. 5. Radial eigenvalue distributions for select quasinormal mode cases, all with BH dimensionless spin a/M = 0.7,
and angular indices (ℓ,m) = (2, 2). In all panels, radial eigenvalues, An′ , are noted with open circles, and the known QNM
eigenvalue, Aℓmn, is shown as a red filled circle (c.f. Fig. 1). Left to right: Radial eigenvalues for the respective n ∈ {0, 3, 6, 12}
QNM overtones. Respective absolute differences between known QNM eigenvalues (Refs. [108, 109]) and those computed here
(i.e. |Aℓmn −An|) are {2.72 × 10−9, 4.72 × 10−9, 1.24 × 10−9, 6.28 × 10−9}. Center right (n = 6): Eigenvalues for the closest
confluent Heun polynomial problem are shown as black triangles. See panel (c) of Fig. 4 for comparison.

In Eq. (94), Eq. (31) has been restated in the current
context, and the parameters, C0 and C1, have been com-
puted with the relevant QNM frequency ω̃226. The frac-
tional error between the left and right hand sides of
Eq. (94) is 4.6%.

Validation of radial functions – When repre-
sented with canonical confluent Heun polynomials, the
QNMs’ radial problem may be written as

Lξ |fn⟩ = An |fn⟩ . (95)

In Eq. (95), we have simply rewritten Eq. (13a) with the
overtone label, n, explicitly added. When represented
with canonical confluent Heun polynomials, the radial
functions, fn(ξ), are

|fn⟩ =

∞∑
k=0

|uk⟩⟨uk | fn⟩ . (96)

In coordinate notation, this is simply

fn(ξ) =

∞∑
k=0

uk(ξ) ⟨uk | fn⟩ . (97)

Upon solving the matrix eigenvalue problem (Eq. 59b),
the accuracy of the each fn(ξ) may be quantified by

|(Lξ −An)fn(ξ)|/|fn(ξ)| = ∆n(ξ) . (98)

In Eq. (98), Eq. (95) has been rearranged such that all
quantities appear on the left hand side. The absolute
value has then been taken to yield a single, real-valued er-
ror measure. If fn(ξ) are eigenfunctions, and the deriva-
tives within Lξ can be evaluated with infinite precision,
then ∆n(ξ) would equal zero for all values of ξ. In prac-
tice, ∆n(ξ) will be very small relative to one, and domi-
nated by numerical noise.

In Fig. 6, example radial functions are shown along
with their errors for the same QNM cases discussed in
Fig. 5. There, errors have been computed using floating-
point precision and spline interpolation for the deriva-
tives [106, 108]. Despite the result being significantly
larger than the calculation’s original precision, all cases
are observed to have dimensionless errors on the order
of 10−7. In the top row of panels, radial functions have
been scaled such that their largest absolute value is 1.
There, it may be observed that as the overtone number
increases, the relative value of the radial function at the
BH event horizon appears to decrease, possibly implying
tension with the physical (asymptotic) boundary condi-
tions, which require fn(ξ) to be non-zero when ξ ∈ {0, 1}.

Schwarzschild and Kerr – Together, the previ-
ous examples enable the following observations. When
considered for a single frequency parameter, ω̃, the ra-
dial functions typically have distinct eigenvalues (Fig. 5),
and so are linearly independent [68]. Although the space
of eigenfunctions is countably infinite, finite dimensional
truncations of this space may be solved for using canon-
ical confluent Heun polynomials. In practice, the radial
functions will be finitely many and linearly independent,
and will therefore constitute a basis.

Further, due to the self-adjoint nature of the radial
operator with respect to the scalar product (Eq. 13),
the basis of radial functions is orthogonal [54]. Since the
canonical confluent Heun polynomial are an orthonor-
mal basis, scalar products between different radial func-
tions, |fp⟩ and |fq⟩, are equivalent to the simple vector
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FIG. 6. Radial functions, fn(ξ), and related floating point error estimates, ∆n, for the same cases shown in Fig. 5. Top row:
The real part of each radial function, Re fn(ξ), is denoted with a solid orange line. The imaginary part, Im fn(ξ), is denoted
with a dashed purple line, and the function’s positive and negative magnitude, ±|fn(ξ)| are denoted with dotted black lines.
Bottom row: errors for each radial function, ∆n (Eq. 98). See Sec. VII for related discussion.

dot product between their vector representations,

⟨fp | fq⟩ =
∑
jk

⟨fp |uj⟩⟨uj |uk⟩⟨uk | fq⟩ (99a)

=
∑
k

⟨fp |uk⟩⟨uk | fq⟩ (99b)

= f⃗p · f⃗q . (99c)

Consequently, the radial functions may be normalized
in the standard way, |fp⟩ ← |fp⟩/

√
⟨fp | fp⟩. In other

words, when computed for a single frequency parameter,
the radial functions define an orthonormal basis.

A central question in single BH perturbation theory
is whether QNMs for one physical case may be used to
efficiently represent QNMs in another. For example, it is
extremely common to represent the Kerr QNMs’ angular
functions in the basis of those for Schwarzschild [12, 41,
54, 56, 86, 87]. Here, we are concerned with whether the
same is true for the QNMs’ radial functions. In effect, we
ask whether there exists a mixing matrix between sets of
radial functions derived from different BH spins.

To answer this question, it cannot be avoided that,
even for a single QNM, different values of BH spin cor-
respond to different QNM frequencies [15, 32, 87, 110].
When combined with the fact that the scalar product’s
weight function (Eq. 16) is frequency dependent, this
means that the QNM radial functions for different BH
spins are members of different scalar product spaces.
Therefore, a complete and selfconsistent treatment of
the question requires the use of a frequency-independent
weight function. While such a weight function was de-
fined in Sec. IV-B of Paper I, we consider a complete
treatment of its use to be outside of the current scope.

In lieu of a more rigorous treatment, Eq. (99) may be
used to construct a simplified one. Let the pth radial

function for a given BH spin, a, be denoted f⃗
(a)
p . As

mentioned previously, if f⃗
(a)
p are defined with QNM fre-

quency ω̃ℓmn, then f⃗
(a)
n is the QNM’s radial function.

Since each a-dependent canonical confluent Heun poly-

nomial basis is orthonormal, Eq. (99) may be interpreted

to mean that the scalar product for all f⃗
(a)
p is given by

the right hand side of Eq. (99c). Since the right hand
side of Eq. (99c) has no weight function, we may super-
ficially conclude that the standard vector dot product is
a frequency-independent scalar product of potential use.
This conclusion is only superficial because it ignores the
fact that a frequency dependent weight is still required
to arrive at Eq. (99c). Nevertheless, use of Eq. (99c) for
radial functions of different BH spins is sufficient for the
present example.
Let the scalar product between a Schwarzschild (i.e.

a = 0) and Kerr radial function be

f⃗ (0)p · f⃗ (a)q =
∑
k

⟨f (0)p |u(0)k ⟩⟨u
(a)
k | f (a)q ⟩ . (100)

In Eq. (100), u
(a)
k are canonical confluent Heun polyno-

mials derived from a BH spin of a, where (s, l,m, n) are

implicitly fixed. Vectors f⃗
(0)
p and f⃗

(a)
q will be considered

normalized, making e.g. the set of all f⃗
(0)
p orthonormal.

Therefore, the decomposition of a Kerr radial function
onto the basis of Schwarzschild radial functions is

f⃗ (a)q =
∑
q=0

f⃗ (0)p (f⃗ (0)p · f⃗ (a)q ) . (101)

In Eq. (101), (f⃗
(0)
p ·f⃗ (a)q ) are elements of the mixing matrix

between the Schwarzschild and Kerr radial functions. In
the case of a = 0, Eq. (101) simply reduces to f⃗

(a)
q =∑

q=0 f⃗
(0)
p δpq, signaling a diagonal mixing matrix.

In Fig. 7, the (s, ℓ,m, n) = (−2, 2, 2, 0) QNM frequen-
cies have been used to compute Schwarzschild-Kerr mix-
ing matrices for four values of BH spin6. As seen from

6 The successful reproduction of Fig. 7 requires that one keep in
mind the overall sign ambiguity discussed in Sec. V: Given canon-
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FIG. 7. Mixing matrices between Schwarzschild and Kerr radial functions for four values of BH spin: a/M ∈
{0, 0.01, 0.70, 0.94}. For each case, the first 24 radial functions have been computed using canonical confluent Heun poly-
nomials derived from the s = −2, (ℓ,m, n) = (2, 2, 0) QNM frequencies. Mixing matrices have been computed according to
Eq. (100).

left to right in Fig. 7, as BH spin increases, so too does
the magnitude of off-diagonal matrix elements. Never-
theless, the mixing matrix appears to be approximately
diagonal throughout the range of spins shown.

This result implies that there exists a one-to-one rela-
tionship between Schwarzschild and Kerr radial functions
across a wide range of BH spins.

Such a one-to-one relationship is known to exist be-
tween the Schwarzschild and Kerr angular functions [56,
87]. These functions are the spin weighted spherical and
spheroidal harmonics, respectively [41, 56, 86, 91, 111].
It was found in Ref. [56] that the existence of a spherical-
to-spheroidal mapping underpins the existence of another
set of angular functions called adjoint-spheroidal har-
monics, the significance of which may be understood
thusly: Due to their different QNM frequencies, the
QNMs’ spheroidal harmonics are not orthogonal with
each other; however, they are biorthogonal with the
adjoint-spheroidal harmonics. Therefore the adjoint-
spheroidal harmonics signal QNM orthogonality between
modes of different ℓ. This perspective also defines the
sense in which the QNMs are complete in ℓ [56].

In this context, Fig. 7 implies the potential bi-
orthogonality and completeness of the QNMs’ radial
functions, i.e. the set of all QNM radial functions, where
each radial function has frequency ω̃ℓmn, and where only
n is allowed to vary. However, given the close relationship
between the QNMs’ radial functions and the confluent
Heun polynomials, it is possible that the radial functions
are not complete, but rather overcomplete (Sec. IV). In-
deed, overcompleteness is perhaps most likely, given the
known existence of QNM multiplets [41, 112].

ical polynomials, u
(a)
p and u

(a′)
p , one can avoid the presence of

an incongruous minus sign by using, e.g., the scalar product

space of u
(a)
p to compute the matrix whose diagonal elements

are ⟨u(a)
p |u(a′)

p ⟩. Diagonal elements with a negative real part

signal that u
(a′)
p should be scaled by −1.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The present work is based upon a simple premise: to
solve Teukolsky’s radial equation, rather than looking to
special functions from other problems, we need only look
to the equation itself [54]. The result is a method for
computing global solutions to the confluent Heun equa-
tion via a single expansion in polynomials that are natu-
ral to the problem. We have introduced such polynomials
in Sec. V. In Sec. VI, we have shown that these polyno-
mials enable the radial equation to be represented as a
matrix that is both tridiagonal and symmetric. Lastly, in
Sec. VII, we have demonstrated the use of these polyno-
mials in various numerical examples, the last of which
may be of particular relevance to the time-dependent
perturbations of BHs [25–29]. We now briefly discuss
connections and implications that have not been fully
articulated thus far.

As noted previously, one of our goals has been to gain a
deeper mathematical understanding of the QNM’s radial
problem. Consequently, our method for solving Teukol-
sky’s radial equation is particular to the QNMs. If our
method can be generalized to non-QNM boundary con-
ditions, such as those of a point particle orbiting a BH,
then new techniques of analysis and methods of evalua-
tion may result. Concurrently, it may also be useful to
reproduce our results for other formulations of BH per-
turbation theory, and in more exotic spacetimes [40, 113–
115].

Of the techniques presented here, a number are open
to refinement, further exploration, and connection with
other recent results. For example, we have shown that,
in some cases, the QNM’s separation constant is well ap-
proximated by the eigenvalue of a confluent Heun poly-
nomial. We expect that more analytic understanding is
tractable when either representing the problem in conflu-
ent Heun polynomials, or their canonical counterparts.
Further, there is good reason to think that more may
be learned by a thorough comparison between our re-
sults, and those known for Pollaczek-Jacobi polynomi-



20

als [67, 116–118]. This effort is ongoing and near comple-
tion [104]. There is also the possibility of combining the
results presented here with recent iterative generalized
spectral methods for computing QNM frequencies [69–
73].

Lastly, one clear next step is to expand upon the re-
sults of Sec. VII to better understand whether the QNM’s
radial functions are complete. This would likely require a
greater practical understanding of the complex-valued ra-
dial coordinate introduced in Paper I. Furthermore, this
may require an analysis similar to that of Ref. [56] for
the spheroidal harmonics. Intriguingly, if the QNM’s ra-
dial functions are complete (in some practical way), then

it would follow that any bounded spatial deviation from
Kerr might be represented in terms of QNMs.
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