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In this work, the quasinormal modes of a 5-D black hole in Einstein Gauss-Bonnet Bumblebee theory of
gravity have been investigated with the help of the Padé averaged higher order WKB approximation method and
the validity of Hod’s conjecture has been studied. It is found that the presence of Lorentz symmetry breaking
due to the Bumblebee field favours Hod’s conjecture. But in the case of the Gauss-Bonnet term, an increase
in the coupling parameter increases the chances of violation of Hod’s conjecture. We further investigated the
optical properties of the black hole viz., shadow and emission rate. It is found that a black hole with a lower
lifetime favours Hod’s conjecture.
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I. INTRODUCTION

For centuries, physicists have delved into the mysteries of the Universe’s fundamental nature. The landmark discovery of
Gravitational Waves (GWs) in 2015 profoundly validated General Relativity (GR), the cornerstone theory of classical gravity.
While GR has admirably explained celestial phenomena and compact objects such as black holes, its inability to address gravity
at the quantum level, where it lacks renormalizability at the UV scale, highlights its limitations. In contrast, the Standard Model
(SM) of particle physics successfully describes fundamental particles and their interactions at the quantum level. The ambition to
unify these two successful yet incompatible theories has given rise to Quantum Gravity (QG) theories, which can only be directly
probed at the Planck scale (≈ 1019 GeV). Although direct experimental validation of QG remains elusive, certain effects, like
the potential breaking of Lorentz symmetry [1], might manifest at lower energy scales [2]. Additionally, observational data
in the infra-red scales have hinted at discrepancies with GR, suggesting a need for modifications in that regime as well. This
article explores the challenges and prospects of integrating Gauss-Bonnet extended GR with the SM within the framework of
QG theories, offering deeper insights into the fundamental mechanisms governing the Universe. Specifically, our focus lies on
scalar perturbations within the 5D black hole spacetime and their optical characteristics in this unified extended theory.

Such theories have been explored in various contexts previously. The idea of Lorentz symmetry violation has been investigated
in several theories like loop quantum gravity, noncommutative field theories, string theory, and the standard-model extensions
(SME). The SME is a broad field theoretical framework that includes both the SM and GR, containing terms in the Lagrangian
indicating possible Lorentz symmetry violations. In the gravitational aspect of the SME, prior studies have examined the im-
plications of Lorentz symmetry breaking, as seen in several researches such as Ref.s [3–10]. Similarly, the effects of Lorentz
violation on GWs also have been investigated [11, 12]. The simplest extended gravitational field theories involving the sponta-
neous breaking of Lorentz and diffeomorphism symmetries are known as Bumblebee models [1]. These models include a single
vector field, known as the Bumblebee field, with a non-zero vacuum expectation value that breaks Lorentz symmetry. Recent
studies have investigated spherically symmetric vacuum solutions to the Einstein field equations in the presence of spontaneous
Lorentz symmetry breaking due to the Bumblebee field [2]. These studies also examined classical tests, showing that Lorentz
violation introduces corrections even without a massive gravitational source and deforms the background spacetime. Another
study examined particle motion in Snyder noncommutative spacetime structures under Lorentz violation [13]. Additional refer-
ences related to Lorentz symmetry violation can be found in [14–17].

It is common knowledge that M/string theory is one of the most promising hypotheses for unifying all interactions [18]. At
lower energy levels, super-symmetric string theory generates effective field theories that correct Einstein’s GR with quadratic
and higher curvature terms [19]. These corrections are generalized in Lovelock’s theory [20], where GR is just the first-order
approximation that cannot account for strong gravity effects, such as those occurring in the interior of a black hole. The only
combination of quadratic terms that results in a ghost-free, nontrivial gravitational interaction is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G
[21], which represents the second-order approximation of the gravity theory. The parameter α preceding G can be regarded as
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an expansion parameter. However, since this invariant is a topological invariant in four dimensions, it does not contribute to the
gravitational dynamics in a four-dimensional spacetime with D = 4.

Glavan and Lin recently introduced a groundbreaking four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity theory using a regular-
ization scheme [22]. Their approach involves rescaling the expansion parameter α by α/(D − 4) in D dimensions and defining
the four-dimensional theory at the field equation level, in the limit as D approaches 4. However, some scholars have pointed
out drawbacks to this regularization scheme [23, 24]. Nonetheless, other scholars have suggested various remedies to overcome
these objections [25] and have successfully obtained the same black hole metric as the original version [22], thus validating it as
a viable solution.

In their work [26], Fernandes derived the Reissner-Nordström black hole solution in the presence of EGB gravity coupled
to a Maxwell electric field. Similarly, Yang et al. [27] obtained the Born-Infeld black holes in EGB gravity that is minimally
coupled to the Born-Infeld nonlinear electromagnetic field. Feng et al [28], on the other hand, investigated the cosmological
solution with EGB gravity coupled to a scalar field. In Refs. [29], Bardeen-like and Hayward-like black holes were derived.
Additionally, Wei et al [30] studied rotating black hole solutions, while some other types of black hole solutions were explored
in Refs. [31].

In 2020, an exact Kerr-like solution was found by solving the Einstein-bumblebee gravitational field equations and its black
hole shadow was studied explicitly [32]. Li and Övgün [33] investigated the weak gravitational deflection angle of relativistic
massive particles by this Kerr-like black hole. Furthermore, Jha and Rahaman [34] extended this Kerr-like solution to the
Kerr-Sen case.

This paper focuses on studying the effective field theory of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity coupled with bumblebee fields to
investigate the suppressed effects that emerge from the underlying unified quantum gravity theory at low energy scales. Here, we
will investigate the quasinormal modes, shadow and emission rates of the black hole in the theory in 5–D. We have implemented
the Padé averaged WKB approximation method up to sixth order to calculate the quasinormal modes, which is known to provide
a good approximation, but in some cases, e.g., when overtone number is higher than the multipole moment, it may not be
adequate to accurately calculate quasinormal modes [35]. The quasinormal modes refer to complex numbers that are linked
to the emission of gravitational waves from perturbed, massive objects in the Universe [36–38]. The real component of the
quasinormal modes is related to the emission frequency, whereas the imaginary component is related to its damping. Different
studies have explored the properties of quasinormal modes and gravitational waves in black holes that exist in various modified
gravity theories [39–52]. In Ref. [44], the impact of Lorentz violation on quasinormal frequencies has been investigated for
black holes in Bumblebee gravity. In another work [53], quasinormal modes and Hawking radiation sparsity of de Sitter and
anti-de Sitter black hole solutions have been investigated in the presence of the Generalised Uncertainty Principle and topological
defects in Bumblebee gravity.

The work is organised as follows. In Section II, we discuss Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet-bumblebee theory in brief. In Section III,
we discuss the black hole solution in this theory in 5D. In Section IV, we discuss the scalar perturbation, quasinormal modes and
validity of Hod’s conjecture. Optical properties of the black hole and its relation with Hod’s conjecture are discussed in Section
V. Finally in Section VI, we conclude the work with a brief overview of the results and possible future prospects. Throughout
the paper we have considered κ = G = c = 1.

II. EINSTEIN-GAUSS-BONNET-BUMBLEBEE THEORY: A QUICK REVIEW

Given that EGB gravity is a second-order approximation of the theory of gravity and can effectively account for strong gravity
effects, it is natural to consider the coupling of SM to EGB gravity to explore possible LV effects in the strong gravity sector. The
Bumblebee gravity model introduces a Bumblebee vector field Bµ with a non-zero vacuum expectation value, which triggers
spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking in the gravitational sector through a specific potential. In D−dimensional spacetime,
the action of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity coupled to this Bumblebee field is expressed as [54],

S =

∫
dDx

√
−g
[R
2
+

2α

D − 4
G +

ϱ

2
BµBνRµν −

1

4
BµνBµν − V (BµB

µ ∓ b2) + LM
]
, (1)

Here, R represents the Ricci scalar and α is an expansion parameter.
The Gauss-Bonnet invariant G is given by,

G = RµντσR
µντσ − 4RµνR

µν +R2, (2)

which represents the second-order approximation of the theory of gravity and may effectively account for strong gravity effects.
In four dimensions, it is a topological invariant and does not contribute to gravitational dynamics. However, Glavan and Lin [22]
showed that if one uses a regularization scheme to rescale α by α/(D − 4) and take the limit D → 4, this Gauss-Bonnet term
can have a non-trivial impact.

The coupling constant ϱ plays a significant role in the non-minimal gravity interaction with the Bumblebee field Bµ. The
term LM encompasses any possible interactions with matter or external currents. The positive real constant, denoted as b, plays
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a significant role in triggering Lorentz violation by means of the potential V (BµB
µ ∓ b2), which is responsible for imparting

a non-zero vacuum expectation value (VEV) to the Bumblebee field Bµ and breaking Lorentz symmetry spontaneously. The
potential attains its minimum value when BµBµ ± b2 = 0 and V ′(bµb

µ) = 0, which ensures the destruction of the U(1)
symmetry. At this point, the field Bµ acquires a non-zero VEV, ⟨Bµ⟩ = bµ. Furthermore, bµ is another vector that varies with
the spacetime coordinates and possesses a constant value of bµbµ = ∓b2, where the ± signs signify that bµ is either timelike or
spacelike, respectively. The Bumblebee field has a strength described by the equation

Bµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ. (3)

The anti-symmetry of Bµν leads to the constraint [55]

∇µ∇νBµν = 0, (4)

which implies that conservation law remains valid even though the potential V breaks the U(1) gauge symmetry. In both
Minkowski and Riemann spacetime, this model provides a dynamic theory which generates a photon as a Nambu-Goldstone
boson for spontaneous Lorentz violation, without introducing any ghosts [3]. Varying the action (1) with respect to the metric
yields the gravitational field equations

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = TBµν + 2αTGBµν + TMµν , (5)

where the Bumblebee energy-momentum tensor TBµν is

TBµν = BµαB
α
ν −

1

4
gµνB

αβBαβ − gµνV + 2BµBνV
′

+ϱ
[1
2
gµνB

αBβRαβ −BµB
αRαν −BνB

αRαµ

+
1

2
∇α∇µ(B

αBν) +
1

2
∇α∇ν(B

αBµ)−
1

2
∇2(BµBν)−

1

2
gµν∇α∇β(B

αBβ)
]
, (6)

and the Gauss-Bonnet energy-momentum tensor TGBµν is,

TGBµν = 4RαβR
α β
µ ν − 2RµαβγR

αβγ
ν + 4RµαR

α
ν − 2RRµν +

1

2
gµνG. (7)

The prime denotes differentiation with respect to the argument,

V ′ =
∂V (x)

∂x

∣∣∣
x=BµBµ±b2

. (8)

Varying instead with respect to the Bumblebee field generates the Bumblebee equations of motion (supposing that there is no
coupling between the Bumblebee field and LM ),

∇µBµν = 2V ′Bν − ϱBµRµν . (9)

The contracted Bianchi identities (∇µGµν = 0) lead to conservation of the total energy-momentum tensor

∇µTµν = ∇µ
(
TBµν + 2αTGBµν + TMµν

)
= 0. (10)

In the next sections, we derive the black hole solution and cosmological solution by solving gravitational equations in this
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet-Bumblebee model.

III. BLACK HOLE SOLUTION IN EINSTEIN-GAUSS-BONNET-BUMBLEBEE GRAVITY

In this section, we suppose that there is no matter field and the Bumblebee field is frosted at its VEV like in Refs [2, 56], i.e.,
it is

Bµ = bµ, (11)
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then the specific form of the potential controlling its dynamics is irrelevant. And as a result, we have V = 0, V ′ = 0. Then the
first two terms in Eq. (6) are like those of the electromagnetic field, the only distinctive are the coupling items to Ricci tensor.
Under this condition, Eq. (5) leads to gravitational field equations [54]

Gµν = 2αTGBµν + (bµαb
α
ν −

1

4
gµνb

αβbαβ) + ϱ
(1
2
gµνb

αbβRαβ − bµb
αRαν − bνb

αRαµ

)
+ Bµν , (12)

with

Bµν =
ϱ

2

[
∇α∇µ(b

αbν) +∇α∇ν(b
αbµ)−∇2(bµbν)− gµν∇α∇β(b

αbβ)
]
. (13)

The static spherically symmetric black hole metric in a 5 dimensional spacetime has the general form

ds2 = −e2ϕ(r)dt2 + e2ψ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
3, (14)

where Ω3 is a standard 3 sphere.
In the present study, we pay attention to that the Bumblebee field has a radial vacuum energy expectation because the spacetime

curvature has a strong radial variation, on the contrary, the temporal changes are very slow. So the Bumblebee field is supposed
to be spacelike(bµbµ = positive constant) as that

bµ =
(
0, beψ(r), 0, 0, · · · , 0

)
, (15)

where b is a positive constant. Then the Bumblebee field strength is

bµν = ∂µbν − ∂νbµ, (16)

whose components are all zero. And their divergences are all zero, i.e.,

∇µbµν = 0. (17)

From the equation of motion (9), we have

bµRµν = 0. (18)

The gravitational field equations (12) become

Gµν = 2αTGBµν + Bµν . (19)

For the metric (14), the nonzero components of Einstein tensor Gµν , the Gauss-Bonnet momentum tensor TGBµν and the
Bumblebee tensor Bµν are shown below [19]:

G00 =
3e2ϕ−2ψ

2r2

[
2(e2ψ − 1) + 2rψ′

]
, (20)

G11 =
3

2r2

[
2(1− e2ψ) + 2rϕ′

]
, (21)

G22 = e−2ψ
[
(1− e2ψ) + 2r(ϕ′ − ψ′) + r2(ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′)

]
, (22)

Gii = G22

i−2∏
j=1

sin2 θj , (23)

R11 =
3

r
ψ′ − (ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′), (24)

Bµν are

B00 =
ϱb2e2ϕ−2ψ

2r2

[
6− 3rψ′ − r2(ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′)

]
, (25)

B11 = −ϱb
2

2r2

[
6− 3r(ψ′ − 2ϕ′) + r2(ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′)

]
, (26)

B22 = −ϱb
2e−2ψ

2

[
2− rψ′ + 4rϕ′ + r2(ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′)

]
, (27)

Bii = B22

i−2∏
j=1

sin2 θj . (28)
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The nonzero components of the Gauss-Bonnet term TGBµν are

TGB00 = − 6

r2
e2ϕ−2ψ

[2
r
(1− e−2ψ)ψ′

]
, (29)

TGB11 =
6

r2

[
− 2

r
(1− e−2ψ)ϕ′

]
, (30)

TGB22 = 2e−2ψ
{
− 4e−2ψϕ′ψ′ − 2(1− e−2ψ)(ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′)

}
, (31)

TGBii = TGB22

i−2∏
j=1

sin2 θj . (32)

By using the motion equation (18)

R11 =
3

r
ψ′ − (ϕ′′ + ϕ′2 − ϕ′ψ′) = 0, (33)

one can obtain the following three gravitational field equations

2(e2ψ − 1) + 2rψ′ = −8α
[2
r
(1− e−2ψ)ψ′

]
+ λ

[
2− 2rψ′], (34)

2(1− e2ψ) + 2rϕ′ = 8α
[
− 2

r
(1− e−2ψ)ϕ′

]
− λ

[
2 + 2rϕ′

]
, (35)

(1− e2ψ) + rψ′ + 2rϕ′ = 4α
{
− 4e−2ψϕ′ψ′ + (1− e−2ψ)

[
− 6

r
ψ′
]}

− λ
[
1 + rψ′ + 2rϕ′)

]
, (36)

where we denote the Lorentz-violating parameter λ = ϱb2. By adding Eq. (34) to Eq. (35), we derive the result ϕ′(r)+ψ′(r) =
0, as the alternative solution 1+ 2λ+4α(1− e−2ψ)/r2 = 0 is inconsistent with the remaining field equations. If we rewrite the
function e2ψ = (1 + λ)/f(r), then Eq. (34) can be transformed into the form:

f ′(r)
(
(λ+ 1)

(
8α+ (λ+ 1)r2

)
− 8αf(r)

)
+ 2(λ+ 1)2r(f(r)− 1) = 0. (37)

The other metric function is connected with the function f(r) as

e2ϕ(r) = f(r). (38)

Solving differential equation (37), we obtain an explicit form of the function f(r) as given by,

f(r) = 1 + λ+
(λ+ 1)2r2

8α

(
1±

√
1 +

16αλ

(λ+ 1)2r2
+

32αM

(λ+ 1)2r4

)
. (39)

This is the black hole metric function, obtained in 5D. One may note that for the metric function (39) with α > 0, there exist
two branches of solutions. The first branch corresponds to the “ + ” sign, while the second corresponds to the “− ” sign. For a
similar class of black hole solution, Boulware and Deser [57] have demonstrated that the positive branch is unstable and results
in a graviton ghost. In this case also, the positive branch is unstable and hence we shall focus on the negative branch for our
investigation.

IV. SCALAR PERTURBATION AND QUASINORMAL MODES

In this analysis, we will investigate the higher-order WKB approximation method to determine the quasinormal modes associ-
ated with the massless scalar perturbation. The behavior of uncharged and massless scalar fields is governed by the Klein-Gordon
equation:

□Ψ = 0, (40)

where □ denotes the D’Alembert operator. This equation can be further rewritten as:

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂ν)Ψ = 0, (41)
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FIG. 1: Behaviour of scalar potential in units of black hole mass M . On the first panel, we have used λ = 0.1 = α, on the second panel
λ = 0.2 and l = 2 and finally on third panel α = 0.35 and l = 3.

where
√
−g in the above equation, can be expressed for our 5-dimensional metric by:

√
−g = r3

√
(1 + λ)

3∏
i=1

sin θi. (42)

To proceed further, we intend to separate the radial and angular parts in the Klein-Gordon equation. For this purpose, we
utilise the ansatz:

Ψ = e−iωtϕ(r)Ylm(Ω), (43)

where ω represents the frequency, l is the azimuthal quantum number, and m ranges from −l to l as the spherical harmonic
index. By using this assumption, we obtain the radial equation associated with the scalar field as given below,

ϕ′′ +

(
3

r
+
f ′(r)

f(r)

)
ϕ′ +

(
ω2(1 + λ)

f2(r)
− (1 + λ)(l(l + 2))

f(r)r2

)
ϕ = 0, (44)

where the prime indicates a derivative with respect to the radial coordinate, r. Through the transformation ϕ = u

r
3
2

, we can
express this equation as:

f2(r)

1 + λ
u′′ +

f(r)f ′(r)

1 + λ
u′ +

[
ω2 − 3

2

f(r)f ′(r)

1 + λ

1

r
− 3

4r2
f2(r)

1 + λ
− l(l + 2)f(r)

r2

]
u = 0. (45)

To obtain a Schrödinger-like wave equation, we further introduce the tortoise coordinate dr∗ =
√
1 + λ dr

f(r) , as shown below:

d2u

dr2∗
+
[
ω2 − Vs

]
u = 0, (46)

where the effective potential associated with the scalar potential has the following explicit form:

Vs = f(r)

[
3

4r2
f(r)

1 + λ
+

3f ′(r)

2(1 + λ)r
+
l(l + 2)

r2

]
. (47)

We have shown the variation of the potential in Fig. 1. We observe that the model parameters α and λ have significant impacts
on the behaviour of the potential. With an increase in the parameter α, the peak of the potential shifts towards the event horizon
of the black hole and the peak value of the potential also increases significantly. However, the other parameter λ impacts the
peak of the potential slightly. Since, the peak of the potential is closely associated with the behaviour of the quasinormal modes,
we can conclude that the both the model parameters might have noticeable impacts on the quasinormal mode spectrum of the
black hole.
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A. Padé averaged WKB approximation method

Here, we utilized the sixth-order Pad’e averaged Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) approximation technique to determine
the oscillation frequency ω of GWs using the following expression [58, 59]:

ω =

√√√√− i

[
(n+ 1/2) +

6∑
k=2

Λ̄k

]√
−2V ′′

0 + V0, (48)

This method has proven to be a reliable tool for calculating the oscillation frequencies of GWs in different astrophysical
contexts [58–64]. By incorporating the sixth-order WKB method, we were able to improve the accuracy of the calculations,
making them more consistent with observational data.

The variable n in Eq. (48) represents overtone numbers and takes on integer values, including 0, 1, 2, and so on. The value of
V0 is obtained by evaluating the potential function Vs at the position rmax, where the potential reaches its maximum value. At
this point, the derivative of Vs with respect to r becomes zero. The second derivative of the potential function Vs with respect to
r, evaluated at the same position rmax, is represented as V ′′

0 .
We also incorporated supplementary correction terms, identified as Λ̄k, to improve the accuracy of the calculations. These

correction terms are explicitly defined in Ref.s [60, 61, 65, 66]. They account for higher-order effects, such as mode mixing, and
are crucial in accurately predicting the oscillation frequencies of GWs in different astrophysical contexts.

It is important to note that the Padé averaging procedure, coupled with the use of correction terms, greatly improves the
accuracy of the calculations. The sixth-order WKB method is an excellent tool for calculating the oscillation frequencies of
GWs and can be used to study a wide range of astrophysical phenomena, including black hole mergers, neutron star oscillations,
and cosmic string vibrations. Overall, the combination of the sixth-order WKB method and correction terms provides a powerful
and accurate technique for predicting the oscillation frequencies of GWs in different astrophysical contexts.

TABLE I: Quasinormal modes of the black hole with n = 0, M = 1, α = 0.1 and λ = 0.15 for the massless scalar perturbation.

l Padé averaged WKB △rms ∆6

l = 1 0.73235 − 0.220539i 0.00125271 0.00220978

l = 2 1.09747 − 0.218764i 0.000353843 0.000455604

l = 3 1.46328 − 0.218223i 0.000113383 0.000130362

l = 4 1.82925 − 0.217972i 0.0000452552 0.0000890869

l = 5 2.19525 − 0.217833i 0.000021469 0.0000141825

l = 6 2.56124 − 0.217747i 0.0000113702 0.0000118111

We have shown the numerically calculated quasinormal modes using 6th order Padé averaged WKB method, in Table I.It
presents the quasinormal modes for varying multipole moments, focusing on cases where the overtone number is n = 0. The
second column of the table shows these modes, calculated using the 6th-order Padé averaged WKB approximation method. The
table includes the ∆rms value, indicating the root mean square error of this approximation, and introduces ∆6 to measure the

difference between adjacent order approximations. ∆6 is computed as ∆6 =
|ω7 − ω5|

2
, where ω7 and ω5 are the quasinormal

modes obtained using the Padé averaged 7th order and 5th order WKB approximation methods, respectively. The error associated
with the quasinormal modes decreases as the multipole moment l increases, a typical behavior of the WKB approximation
method. However, this method may not provide accurate results when the overtone number n exceeds the multipole moment l
[53, 67–72].

We have shown the variations of quasinormal modes with respect to the Lorentz violation parameter λ and Gauss-Bonnet
coupling parameter α in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 respectively. As seen from the behaviour of the potential, we observe here that the
quasinormal mode spectrum is affected more by the coupling parameter α than the Lorentz violation parameter λ. With an
increase in the parameter λ from 0 to 1, we observe an increase in the real quasinormal mode i.e. ring-down GW frequency
while in the case of damping rate, we observe a decrease. The variations are very close to linear. However, in the case of model
parameter α also, we observe a similar behaviour. But here the variations are non-linear and more significant.

Our investigation implies that both the Lorentz violation parameter and the Gauss-Bonnet coupling parameter have different
impacts on the ring-down GWs and in the near future, with GW observational data from a more sensitive detector like LISA, it
might be possible to constrain both the parameters from quasinormal modes.
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FIG. 2: Variation of quasinormal modes with respect to model parameter λ with α = 0.1, n = 0 and l = 4 for massless scalar perturbation.
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FIG. 3: Variation of quasinormal modes with respect to model parameter α with λ = 0.1, n = 0 and l = 4 for massless scalar perturbation.

B. Validity of Hod’s conjecture

In the field of black hole physics, one of the most intriguing questions is how the properties of a black hole, such as its mass,
charge, and angular momentum, manifest in the black hole’s quasinormal modes. In a seminal paper [73], Hod proposed that
in the spectrum of any black hole’s quasinormal modes there always exists a frequency ω such that the imaginary part of ω is
bounded by πTH , where TH is the Hawking temperature of the black hole, as expressed in the following equation:

|Im (ω)| ≤ πTH , (49)

where TH is the Hawking temperature. The Hawking temperature of a black hole is related to the surface gravity at the event

horizon, r+, which can be expressed in terms of the metric function f(r) as κH = 1
2
d
dr (f(r))

∣∣∣∣
r=r+

. Using the relation between

surface gravity and temperature, following equation expresses the Hawking temperature of the black hole in terms of the metric
function evaluated at the event horizon as given by

TH =
f ′(r)

4π

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r+

=
(λ+ 1)

√
M − 2α

2
√
2π(−2αλ+ 2α+ λM +M)

. (50)

Remarkably, Hod’s claim is general and applies to not only four-dimensional black holes but also to higher-dimensional black
holes and even asymptotically Anti-de Sitter (AdS) black holes [74–77].

In summary, Hod’s statement (49) provides a powerful constraint on the quasinormal modes of black holes, and it applies to
a wide range of black hole geometries. The Hawking temperature, which is related to the metric function at the event horizon,
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plays a crucial role in this constraint and determines the upper bound on the damping rate of the fundamental oscillation of the
black hole.

Hod’s conjecture has been extensively studied in the context of black hole physics [62–64], and its validity has been confirmed
for a wide range of black hole geometries. To illustrate the conjecture, we present Fig. 4, which shows three panels with
variations of the damping rate of the fundamental mode, ωI , with respect to the parameter λ for different values of α. The black
curve represents the upper bound given by Hod’s conjecture, i.e., πTH , and the red curve represents the damping rate of the
fundamental mode, ωI . In the first panel, the Hod conjecture is satisfied for all ranges of λ. In the second panel, the conjecture
is violated for small λ values. Here we observe a threshold point near λ = 0.06 corresponding to α = 0.2. In the third panel,
the intersection point of the black and red curves shifts towards higher λ values, indicating that the conjecture may be violated
for higher values of α. One may note that higher value of λ is favourable for the validation of the conjecture i.e. presence of
Lorentz violation may indicate the validity of Hod’s conjecture. To see the impacts of α, we present Fig. 5, which shows three
panels with variations of the damping rate of the fundamental mode, ωI , with respect to the parameter α for different values of
λ. For smaller values of α and λ, in all three panels of Fig. 5, the Hod conjecture is satisfied. In these panels, we see that there
is a threshold point of α beyond which the conjecture is violated. This threshold point moves towards higher values of α as λ
increases. These results suggest that the validity of Hod’s conjecture may depend on the specific black hole geometry and its
parameters, and higher values of α may lead to violations of the conjecture. In summary, we observed that both the parameters
have opposite impacts on the validity of hod’s conjecture. Higher values of Lorentz violation parameter λ favours the validity of
the Hod’s conjecture while smaller values of Gauss-Bonnet coupling parameter α favours the validity of Hod’s conjecture.
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FIG. 4: Variation of magnitude of imaginary quasinormal modes and πTH with respect to model parameter λ with n = 0 and l = 4 for
massless scalar perturbation. We have used α = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 on the first, second and third panels, respectively.
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V. OPTICAL PROPERTIES OF THE BLACK HOLE

This section delves into the fascinating and complex phenomena of black hole shadows and their associated emission rates,
shedding light on the mysterious nature of these cosmic behemoths. Black holes, characterized by their incredibly powerful
gravitational pull, create an environment where even light cannot escape once it crosses the event horizon [78–80, 82]. This
unique property gives rise to what is known as the black hole shadow, a darkened region in space-time that envelops the event
horizon. The shadow’s appearance is distinct, contrasting against the background of surrounding matter and light, making it a
key feature for astronomers to study.
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The size and configuration of the black hole shadow, along with its emission rate, provide crucial insights into the fundamental
nature of black holes and the laws of gravity. The study of these shadows has been a topic of great interest and importance in
astrophysics, as they offer a glimpse into the otherwise hidden properties of these enigmatic objects. Recent advancements in
astronomical observation and imaging technology have made it possible to capture detailed images of these elusive black hole
shadows, marking a significant milestone in our understanding of these cosmic phenomena [78, 80, 83].

The study of black hole shadows has been a focal point for researchers, as these shadows serve as a unique probe into the
spacetime geometry around black holes. By analyzing the size and shape of these shadows, one can infer valuable information
about the mass, spin, scalar hairs and other properties of the black hole. Furthermore, the emission rate of the black hole, which
is closely related to its temperature and hairs, provides insights into the structure of the black hole and the release of energy in
the form of radiation.

A. Shadow radius

In this study, we explore the relationship between the black hole shadow and the real part of quasinormal modes frequencies.
To establish this connection, we first examine the shadow of the 5D black hole discussed above using the geodesic approach.
Here the spacetime metric (14) exhibits symmetry, leading to the existence of three Killing vectors: ∂t, ∂ϕ, and ∂ψ . These
vectors give rise to conserved quantities, namely, the energy E, and the angular momenta Lϕ and Lψ in the ϕ and ψ directions,
respectively. Utilizing these conserved quantities and their relations with conjugate momenta, we derive the geodesic equations:

dt

dσ
=

E

f(r)
,

dϕ

dσ
=

Lϕ

r2 sin2 θ
,

dψ

dσ
=

Lψ
r2 cos2 θ

, (51)

where σ represents an affine parameter. Furthermore, the radial and angular geodesic equations can be obtained by employing
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

∂S

∂σ
= −1

2
gµν

∂S

∂xµ
∂S

∂xν
, (52)

where S denotes the Jacobi action which can be further written as

S =
1

2
m2

0σ − Et+ Lϕϕ+ Lψψ + Sr(r) + Sθ(θ), (53)

The parameter m0 represents the mass of the test particle, which becomes zero in the case of a photon. Substituting equation
(53) into equation (52) and performing straightforward calculations, we derive the following expressions:

r2
dr

dσ
= ±

√
R(r),

r2
dθ

dσ
= ±

√
Θ(θ), (54)

where R(r) and Θ(θ) are given by:

R(r) = (1 + λ)−1E2r4 − r2f(r)(1 + λ)−1
(
K + L2

ϕ + L2
ψ

)
,

Θ(θ) = K − L2
ϕ cot

2 θ − L2
ψ tan2 θ, (55)

where K is the Carter constant, which arises during the separation of the coefficients of r and θ in the Hamilton-Jacobi formula-
tion.

To describe the black hole shadow, we introduce celestial coordinates, which are defined for 5D black holes as [84]:

x = − lim
r0→∞

r0
pϕ̂ + pψ̂

pt̂
,

y = lim
r0→∞

r0
pθ̂

pt̂
, (56)



11

where pî represents the contravariant components of the momenta in the new coordinate basis. These contravariant components
can be computed using the orthonormal basis vectors for the local observer [84, 85], yielding:

pt̂ =
E

f(r)
, pϕ̂ =

Lϕ
r sin θ

, pψ̂ =
Lψ

r cos θ
,

pr̂ = ±
√
f(r)R(r), pθ̂ = ±

√
Θ(θ)

r
. (57)

Inserting (57) into (58) and taking the limit as r0 → ∞, we obtain:

x = − (ξϕ csc θ + ξψ sec θ) ,

y = ±
√
η − ξ2ϕ cot

2 θ − ξ2ψ tan2 θ, (58)

where we introduce the new quantities, ξϕ = Lϕ/E, ξψ = Lψ/E, and η = K/E2. These quantities are referred to as the impact
parameters. Now, let’s consider the limiting cases of (58) based on the observer’s location. If the observer is in the equatorial
plane (θ0 = π/2), then Lψ = 0, implying ξψ = 0. This results in:

x = −ξϕ, y = ±√
η. (59)

Conversely, when θ0 = 0, we have Lϕ = 0, leading to ξϕ = 0:

x = −ξψ, y = ±√
η. (60)

Equations (59) and (60) establish the connection between the celestial coordinates and the impact parameters for observers
positioned at inclination angles θ0 = π/2 and θ0 = 0, respectively [86]. These equations are fundamental for extracting
information regarding the shadows of black holes [78–81].

We further establish a connection between the impact parameters of the metric (14) by utilizing the conditions for unstable
spherical photon orbits, R = 0 and dR/dr = 0, resulting in:

r =
2f(r)

f ′(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
r=rph

, (61)

and

η + ξ2ϕ + ξ2ψ =
r2

f(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
r=rph

, (62)

where the prime (′) indicates differentiation with respect to r. In the equations above, rph denotes the photon sphere, which can

be determined by solving (61). Equation (62) reveals that
r2ph

f(rph)
= R2

s , where Rs represents the shadow radius of the black
hole. A stereographic projection of the black hole shadow can be obtained from Eqs. (58) based on this shadow radius. We have
shown the stereographic projections of the black hole shadows in Figs. 6 and 7.

In Fig. 6, we show the variation of the shadow radius for different black hole masses. In Fig. 7, we show the impacts of the
model parameters α and λ on the black hole shadow. In both cases, with an increase in the model parameters, the shadow gets
decreased. The impact of α on black hole shadows is more significant than the impact of λ.

B. Emission rate

The particle emission rate from a black hole is another optical property of the black hole. The emission rate of the black hole
can give a good measure of its stability and lifetime. It is mainly associated with two significant properties of the black hole
directly. They are the Hawking temperature and the shadow. The expression of energy emission rate reads [87–90]

d2E(ω̄)

dω̄dt
=

2π2σlim

exp
(
ω̄
TH

)
− 1

ω̄3 (63)
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FIG. 6: Stereographic projection of black hole shadow with α = 0.3 and λ = 0.5.
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FIG. 7: Stereographic projection of black hole shadow. On the first panel, we have used M = 1 and λ = 0.5, and on the second panel, we
have used M = 1 and α = 0.3.

where E(ω̄) and ω̄ stand for the energy and frequency of emission corresponding to the black hole.
The expression for σlim, which is the limiting constant value is expressed in D spacetime dimensions as [89, 90]

σlim =
π

D−2
2 RD−2

s

Γ
(
D
2

) (64)

where Rs is the radius of the shadow. In D = 5 dimensions, σlim reads

σlim ≈ 4πR3
s

3
. (65)

Finally, using σlim in (63), the energy emission rate is expressed as follows [87, 89, 90]:

d2E(ω̄)

dtdω̄
=

8π3ω̄3R3
s

3 {exp(ω̄/TH)− 1}
. (66)

We have plotted the emission rate of the black hole using (66) in Fig. 8. On the first panel of Fig. 8, we have shown the
variation of the emission rate for different values of the parameter α. One can see that with an increase in the value of α, the
emission rate of the black hole decreases resulting a decreased evaporation rate. It implies that with an increase in the parameter
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FIG. 8: Emission Behaviour of the black hole with M = 1. On the first panel, we have used λ = 0.03 and on the second panel, we have used
α = 0.3.

α, the black hole becomes more stable and its lifetime increases. On the second panel of Fig. 8, we have depicted the emission
rate for different values of the Lorentz violation parameter λ. One can see that in presence of Lorentz violation, the emission
rate of the black hole increases. It implies that Lorentz violation increases the evaporation rate of the black hole decreasing its
lifetime.

From the perspectives of black hole emission rate, we have seen that both the model parameters viz., the Gauss-Bonnet term,
α and the Lorentz violation term, λ have opposite impacts on the evaporation rate of the black hole. The presence of the Gauss-
Bonnet term increases the stability of the black hole while the presence of the Lorentz violation term decreases the stability of
the black hole.

C. Probing the Hod’s conjecture violation via optical properties of the black hole

Here we shall relate the imaginary quasinormal modes of the black hole with the optical properties discussed above. One may
note that the connection of black hole shadow with the real quasinormal modes from a black hole in the eikonal limit has been
studied earlier [91]. Here, rather than the real quasinormal modes, we shall focus on the damping rate of quasinormal modes.

For the mathematical feasibility, here we shall consider up to 3rd order expansion of quasinormal mode expression only, which
reads [91]

ω =

{
Vs +

V4
8V2

(
ν2 +

1

4

)
−
(
7 + 60ν2

288

)
V 2
3

V 2
2

+ iν
√
−2V2

[
1

2V2

[
5V 4

3 (77 + 188ν2)

6912V 4
2

−V
2
3 V4(51 + 100ν2)

384V 3
2

+
V 2
4 (67 + 68ν2)

2304V 2
2

+
V5V3(19 + 28ν2)

288V 2
2

+
V6(5 + 4ν2)

288V2

]
− 1

]}1/2

r=rph

.

(67)

In this expression, Vi represents the i-th derivative of the potential Vs and ν = n + 1
2 . Considering 3rd order formula does not

affect the results at the eikonal limit as it produces the same expansion for the first terms of the eikonal limit when compared
to the 4th to 6th order representation. The quasinormal frequency ω is calculated at r0, which is the maximum value of the
potential Vs calculated by using [78]

dVs
dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= f(r)

[
3

4r2
f(r)

1 + λ
+

3f ′(r)

2(1 + λ)r
+
l(l + 2)

r2

] ∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= 0. (68)

The latter equation renders different values of r0 depending on the physical field, theory, and black hole (expressed through g),
but to leading - and first sub-leading - order its solution at the eikonal limit is the very simple relation,

d

dr

(
f(r)

r2

) ∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= 0. (69)
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The interesting fact is that r0 and rps represent the same point, defining G = f(r)
r2 , those equations can be written in the form

d

dr
(G)

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= 0,
d

dr

(
G−1

) ∣∣∣∣∣
r=rps

= 0. (70)

As a consequence, rps = r0, as long as G−2|r=rps ̸= 0, which is the case in general.
This result states that for every spherically symmetric black hole that possesses a photon sphere, the position of the maximum

of the potential of motion equations of fields corresponds to the stability threshold for the circular null geodesic around the
structure.

Finally, by expanding the relation (67) and considering the real part only, we obtain at the eikonal regime,

ωR = R−1
s

(
ℓ+ 1 +O(ℓ−1)

)
. (71)

This relation connects the shadow and the quasinormal frequency of the black hole. By comparing the imaginary terms in the
eikonal regime,

ωI =
n+ 1√

2
R−1
s

√
2f − r2f ′′

∣∣∣∣∣
r=rps

+O(ℓ−1), (72)

We have already seen that although the black hole shadow does not have a direct correlation with the violation of Hod’s
conjecture, the emission rate shows a correspondence. The above relation shows that the additional term with Rs i.e.√
2f − r2f ′′

∣∣∣∣∣
r=rps

plays a significant role.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, quasinormal modes of a 5 dimensional black hole in the framework of Gauss-Bonnet Bumblebee theory of
gravity have been investigated by using higher order WKB approximation method. It is found that the Gauss-Bonnet coupling
parameter α affects the quasinormal mode spectrum non-linearly. On the other hand, the Lorentz violation parameter λ has a
smaller impact on the quasinormal mode spectrum in comparison to the Gauss-Bonnet coupling term α. The impact of λ on the
quasinormal mode spectrum is close to linear. In the next part, we investigated the validity of Hod’s conjecture in the Gauss-
Bonnet Bumblebee theory of gravity framework. Our investigation into Hod’s conjecture within the context of black hole physics
has provided valuable insights into the behaviour of Gauss-Bonnet Bumblebee black holes under various conditions. Through
our analysis, we have observed that Hod’s conjecture holds true for a wide range of black hole geometries, as evidenced by the
agreement between the predicted upper bound for the damping rate of the fundamental mode. However, our study also revealed
instances where Hod’s conjecture is violated, particularly for small values of the Lorentz violation parameter λ and higher values
of Gauss-Bonnet coupling parameter α.

One of the key findings of our study is the correlation between the validity of Hod’s conjecture and the values of λ and α. We
observed that higher values of λ tend to support the validity of Hod’s conjecture, while smaller values of α favour its validation.
This suggests that the specific characteristics of black hole geometries and their parameters play a crucial role in determining
the applicability of Hod’s conjecture.

We also investigated the optical properties of the black hole viz. shadow and emission rate. With an increase in both of the
model parameters λ and α, we observe a decrease in the shadow of the black hole. However, in the case of emission rate, with an
increase in the Gauss-Bonnet coupling parameter α, the emission rate decreases. The presence of Lorentz violation, on the other
hand, increases the evaporation rate of the black hole and as a result, the lifetime decreases. Although black hole shadow does
not show a clear correlation with the violation of Hod’s conjecture, in the case of emission rate, we observe a correlation with
the Hod’s conjecture. It is seen that a black hole with higher evaporation rate and smaller lifetime favours the Hod’s conjecture.
In the case of a black hole with a higher lifetime and smaller evaporation or emission rate, the Hod’s conjecture is likely to be
violated.

Overall, our research contributes to the ongoing discourse in black hole physics, highlighting the intricate relationship between
Lorentz violation, Gauss-Bonnet coupling, and the validity of Hod’s conjecture along with the optical properties of the black
hole. Further studies incorporating additional parameters and exploring different black hole geometries are warranted to gain a
more comprehensive understanding of these phenomena.
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[11] V. A. Kostelecký, A. C. Melissinos, and M. Mewes, Phys. Lett. B 761, 1 (2016) [arXiv:1608.02592].
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[24] J. Arrechea, A. Delhom and A. Jiménez-Cano, Chin. Phys. C 45 013107 (2021).
[25] R. A. Hennigar, D. Kubiznak, R. B. Mann and C. Pollack, J. High Energy Phys. 07, 027 (2020); A. Casalino, A. Colleaux, M. Rinaldi

and S. Vicentini, Phys. Dark Universe, 31, 100770 (2021); H. Lu and Y. Pang, Phys. Lett. B 809, 135717 (2020); T. Kobayashi, J. Cos.
Astro. Phys. 07, 013 (2020).

[26] P. G. S. Fernandes, Phys. Lett. B 805, 135468 (2020).
[27] Ke Yang, Bao-Min Gu, Shao-Wen Wei and Yu-Xiao Liu, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 662 (2020).
[28] Jia-Xi Feng, Bao-Min Gu and Fu-Wen Shu, Phys. Rev. D 103, 064002 (2021).
[29] A. Kumar, S. G. Ghosh, arXiv:2004.01131; A. Kumar, R. Kumar, arXiv:2003.13104.
[30] S.-W. Wei, Y.-X. Liu, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 136, 436 (2021); R. Kumar, S. G. Ghosh, JCAP 07, 053 (2020).
[31] S. G. Ghosh, R. Kumar, Class. Quant. Grav. 37, 245008 (2020); S. G. Ghosh, S. D. Maharaj, Phys. Dark Univ. 30, 100687 (2020); S. G.

Ghosh, S. D. Maharaj, Phys. Dark Univ. 31, 100793 (2021).
[32] C. Ding, C. Liu, R. Casana and A. Cavalcate, Eur. Phys. C 80, 178 (2020).
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