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1Dipartimento di Fisica, “Sapienza” Universitá di Roma & Sezione INFN Roma1, P.A. Moro 5, 00185, Roma, Italy
2Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Pisa, 56127 Pisa, Italy

Alternative theories of gravity may be put to the test by making use of gravitational wave obser-
vations. Scalar-tensor theories provide a relatively simple framework that allows for compact object
solutions with characteristics different from those of their general relativity counterparts. In shift-
symmetric theories, black hole hair may arise when a linear coupling with the Gauss-Bonnet (GB)
invariant is introduced. The effect of this coupling on the black hole quasinormal modes (QNMs)
has been shown to be small, therefore limiting the observational interest in the theory. In general,
however, one expects that additional shift-symmetric terms in the Lagrangian may be relevant, and
indeed, it has been shown that they can have a nontrivial impact on the mass and scalar charge
of the stationary solutions. In this work we explore the effect that various such terms have on the
axial and polar QNMs of the hairy black hole solutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent developments in the field of gravitational
wave astronomy [1–5] have opened a never-accessed be-
fore window onto the strong-field nature of gravitation.
The study of merging compact objects can potentially al-
low us to experimentally confront the validity of general
relativity (GR) against other candidate theories. In GR
black holes may be fully described by their mass, spin,
and electric charge [6, 7], and no additional Standard
Model parameters are expected [8, 9] to be relevant. Ob-
servational deviations from the picture predicted by GR
could indicate the presence of modifications or a break-
down of the theory. That is why current and future GW
observations will be seminal in the search of new funda-
mental physics [10–14].

A simple way to modify GR is by introducing a scalar
field in addition to the metric tensor. The Horndeski
theory provides the most general framework that in four
dimensions describes gravity through a metric tensor sup-
plemented by a scalar field [15–18]. In this framework,
many works have been presented over recent years, ex-
ploring solutions of black holes (and other compact ob-
jects) that evade no-hair theorems [19–21] and carry sec-
ondary scalar hair [22–28]. This is achieved through a
particular combination of the arbitrary functions appear-
ing in the Horndeski Lagrangian, that eventually may be
re-written as a non-trivial coupling of the scalar field with
the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) invariant. This particular cou-
pling allows for the evasion no-hair theorems postulated
for scalar-tensor gravity [29].

In general, massless or almost massless scalars are ex-
pected to be observationally favourable. Therefore, shift-
symmetric scalars are of high interest as shift symme-
try prevents the scalar field from acquiring mass. As
has been discussed in [30], the theories derived from the
Horndeski Lagrangian can be divided into three separate
classes based on the conditions under which GR can be a
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solution of the theory. The first class corresponds to the-
ories that admit GR in any background, the second class
to theories admitting GR only in the Minkowski limit,
while the third one contains all remaining cases. It was
also shown that all of the second class theories may be
expressed as a first class theory plus the shift-symmetric
coupling of the scalar field with the GB invariant. In [31]
a general shift-symmetric Lagrangian was studied were
the GB coupling was supplemented with other leading
or next-to-leading order shift-symmetric terms. It was
shown that despite the fact that the term directly respon-
sible for the existence of the scalar hair was the GB one,
the additional terms contributed to the properties and
existence conditions for the hairy black hole solutions.
Specifically, the additional terms influence the existence
conditions for hairy black holes, and consequently affect
the black hole minimum size, which however can never
be arbitrarily decreased. The additional terms can also
impact the scalar charge that the black holes carry for a
certain mass, especially for lighter black holes.
Returning to the discussion regarding the observabil-

ity of beyond GR effects, one may stress out the impor-
tance of the examination of the final stage of a black
hole merger, namely the ringdown phase, through the
study of the black hole quasinormal modes (QNMs).
The latter correspond to the exponentially dumped si-
nusoids dominating this final stage of the black hole bi-
nary, and their study may allow for an observational test
of GR in the strong-field gravitational regime. QNMs
have been studied in the context of theories beyond GR
involving a scalar field. The authors of [32, 33] have
studied them for spherically symmetric black holes in
the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet (EdGB) theory, while
more recently QNMs have been explored in theories al-
lowing for spontaneously scalarized solutions [34, 35]. In
both of these general scenarios the QNMs of the hairy so-
lutions have been shown to be very close to those of their
GR counterparts. More recently, it was demonstrated
that other terms which are not directly associated with
sourcing the scalar hair -but are important when one con-
siders issues such as the viability of the solutions [36–38]-
have a strong effect on the QNMs of the hairy solutions
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[39].

Here we explore the effects of additional shift-
symmetric terms on the QNM spectrum of the black
holes. In Sec. II we summarize the basic formulation
of Horndeski gravity, we present the theory which we
will study, and we revisit the stationary background so-
lutions. In Sec. III we introduce the metric and scalar
perturbations and we separate our analysis into the axial
and polar sector. In Sec. IV we discuss what the astro-
physical implications of the current study could be and
finally, in Sec. V we present our conclusions and provide
some future perspectives.

II. FRAMEWORK AND BACKGROUND
SOLUTIONS

A. Shift-symmetric Horndeski gravity

As metioned earlier, Horndeski’s theory is the most
general four-dimensional diffeomorphism-invariant the-
ory involving a metric tensor and a scalar field that leads
to second-order field equations upon variation [15, 16].
As we also explained, we will restrict our analysis to shift
symmetric theories. The shift-symmetric Horndeski ac-

tion is then given by:

S =
1

2k

5∑
i=2

∫
d4x

√
−gLi + SM, (1)

where each sub-Lagrangian Li is given in terms of the
arbitrary functions Gi which depend on the kinetic term
X = −∇µϕ∇µϕ/2. Specifically:

L2 =G2(X) , (2)

L3 = −G3(X)□ϕ , (3)

L4 =G4(X)R+G4X [(□ϕ)2 − (∇µ∇νϕ)
2] , (4)

L5 =G5(X)Gµν∇µ∇νϕ− G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)

3
(5)

− 3□ϕ(∇µ∇νϕ)
2 + 2(∇µ∇νϕ)

3
]
, (6)

R is the Ricci scalar, and Gµν is the Einstein tensor. We
have also defined k = 8πG/c4 with SM being the matter
action. Unless stated otherwise, we will be considering a
notation where we set the physical constants to one, i.e.
G = c = 1. Matter is assumed to only couple minimally
to the metric, that is, we are working in the so-called
Jordan frame. For the theory described by (1), there
exists a conserved Noether current associated with the
symmetry [25], namely:

Jµ = −∂µϕ
(
G2X −G3X□ϕ+G4XR+G4XX

[
(□ϕ)2 − (∇ρ∇σϕ)

2
]
+G5XGρσ∇ρ∇σϕ− G5XX

6

[
(□ϕ)3

− 3□ϕ(∇ρ∇σϕ)
2 + 2(∇ρ∇σϕ)

3
])

+ ∂νX
(
δµνG3X − 2G4XX(□ϕδµν −∇µ∇νϕ)−G5XGµ

ν (7)

+
1

2
G5XX

[
δµν (□ϕ)2 − δµν (∇ρ∇σϕ)

2 − 2□ϕ∇µ∇νϕ+ 2∇µ∇ρϕ∇ρ∇νϕ
])

+ 2G4XRµ
ρ∇ρϕ

+G5X

(
−□ϕRµ

ρ∇ρϕ+Rρν
σµ∇ρ∇σϕ∇νϕ+Rρ

σ∇ρϕ∇µ∇σϕ
)
.

By varying the shift-symmetric Lagrangian with respect
to the metric tensor and the scalar field we may derive
the Einstein and scalar field equations respectively:

Gµν = T (ϕ)
µν , ∇νϕ = Jν . (8)

For the background geometry we consider a spherically
symmetric and static spacetime described by the follow-
ing metric element:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2+B(r)−1dr2+ r2dθ2+ r2 sin θ dφ2 , (9)

where the metric functions A ,B depend only on the ra-
dial coordiate r.

Our goal in this work is to examine the effect of the
various terms appearing in the general shift-symmetric
theory (1) on the black hole QNM spectrum. In general
this is not a trivial task as one may consider arbitrar-
ily higher order shift-symmetric terms by appropriately
choosing the functions Gi. As emphasized earlier, be-
yond GR solutions are found provided that a non-trivial

coupling between the scalar field and the GB invariant is
considered. This is ensured by the proper choice of the
function G5. For the remaining functions Gi we consider
leading order contributions in addition to the Einstein-
Hilbert Lagrangian. We consider the following theory
[31]

S =
1

2k

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R

2
+X + αϕG

+ γ Gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ+ σX□ϕ+ κX2

]
.

(10)

which may be obtained from action (1) by selecting

G2(X) := X + κX2 , G3(X) := −σX ,

G4(X) := 1/2 + γX , G5(X) := −4α ln |X| .
(11)

At first glance it may not be clear how these choices
for the functions Gi result in (10) based on the def-
inition of the Horndeski Lagrangian (1). However, it
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has been shown that the Gauss-Bonnet term appears in
the Lagrangian under this specific choice of the func-
tion G5 [17, 25]. Moreover, it is straightforward to
see that

∫
d4x

√
−g (□ϕ)2 =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
(∇µ∇νϕ)

2 +

Rµν∇µϕ∇νϕ
]
+

∫
total derivative, which justifies the

choice of G4.
Henceforth, whenever a tilde is used above a symbol it

will denote normalization with respect to the black hole
horizon radius rh, e.g. α̃ = α/r2h, σ̃ = σ/r2h, κ̃ = κ/r2h.
Moreover, in a later section we will be using the letter ζ
to denote the dimensionless parameter α/M2.

B. Background solutions

The Lagrangian we introduced in (10) has been studied
in [31] under the choice for the functions given in (11),
where the nonminimal effects of the additional shift sym-
metric couplings on the properties of the solutions were
studied. As has been pointed out there, regular black
hole solutions may be found provided that the follow-
ing existence conditions hold simultaneously at the black
hole horizon:

I: r6h − 576α2γ − 24αr2h(8α+ σ) ≥ 0 , (12)

II:
√

r6h − 576α2γ − 24α(8α+ σ)r2h

×
[
24αγrh + (4α+ σ)r3h

]
+ 4α

[
r6h − 576α2γ

− 24α(8α+ σ)r2h
]
̸= 0 .

(13)

The combination of the conditions above reduces to the
one presented in [25] in the limiting case {γ, σ} → {0, 0}.
Provided that the existence conditions are satisfied,

numerical black hole solutions can be found presenting
a black hole horizon at r = rh and being asymptotically
flat with the spacetime approaching the Minkowski one
when r → ∞. Near the event horizon the metric elements
assume the following expansions:

A(r) =
∑
n=1

a(n)(r − rh)
n , (14)

B(r) =
∑
n=1

b(n)(r − rh)
n , (15)

ϕ0(r) =
∑
n=0

ϕ(n)(r − rh)
n , (16)

where the coefficients {a(n), b(n), c(n)} are obtained by
inserting the above expansions into the field equa-
tions (A1)-(A2), expanding close to the horizon radius,
and solving order by order iteratively. The couplings α
and γ contribute already at order n = 1 to the boundary
conditions, but σ and κ contribute only to higher orders.
Far from the BH, i.e. for r ≫ rh, we have

A(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

∑
n=2

A(n)

rn
, (17)

B(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

∑
n=2

B(n)

rn
, (18)

ϕ0(r) =
Q

r
+

∑
n=2

Φ(n)

rn
, (19)

where M and Q are the ADM mass and scalar charge
respectively. The above equations are consistent with
the requirement that the BH solutions are asymptoti-
cally flat. Once again, the coefficients {A(n), B(n),Φ(n)}
can be obtained by substituting A(r), B(r) and ϕ(r) into
Eqs. (A1)-(A2) and solving order by order in 1/r.
We numerically integrate the background equations

and derive hairy asymptotically flat solutions. In order
to calculate the ADM mass M and scalar charge Q we
find the 1/r coefficients in the asymptotic expansions of
the grr metric component and scalar field respectively. In
this work we take γ, σ, κ < 0 since these sign choices were
shown in [31] to have the most important effects on the
solutions. This can be indirectly inferred from the ex-
istence conditions (12)-(13). For positive couplings γ, σ
the parameter space of solutions is generally suppressed.
Since larger deviations (larger scalar charges) are found
toward the edges of the allowed parameter space, i.e.
when α/M2 is maximized, the cases γ, σ,> 0 are not ex-
pected to yield significant deviations from GR. The term
involving κ was shown in [31] to follow a similar trend,
albeit not directly entering the existence conditions.
In order to simplify our discussion, from this point on-

ward when using the term “existence line” we will be
referring to the continuous line running along the pa-
rameter space [0, αmax/M

2] which allows for hairy black
hole solutions under specific choices of the parameters
γ, σ and κ.
The results we find confirm the those of [31] and extend

them. We emphasize the following points which can be
visually confirmed by inspecting Fig. 1: first, despite not
being directly related with the sourcing of the scalar hair,
the additional shift-symmetric γ, σ terms, affect signifi-
cantly the minimum black hole mass and the amount of
scalar charge the solutions carry. Second, in the small
mass region of the parameter space (i.e. large α/M2)
for each γ, σ, one may find same-mass black holes that
carry different scalar charges. A way to interpret the
meaning of the phrase “same-mass black holes” is to first
consider a fixed value for the coupling α, in which case
moving along the horizontal axis of the plots in Fig. 1 is
equivalent to picking a different value for the black hole
mass. Then black holes of a certain mass are found by
considering the intersection of the existence line with a
vertical line corresponding to that particular mass. The
solutions we present are derived while keeping the pa-
rameters γ̃ and σ̃ close to O(1), in accordance with the
analysis done in [31]. It is clear that the effect that the γ
term has on the solutions is stronger in comparison with
the σ one, both on the minimum black hole mass and on
the maximum scalar charge.

As mentioned earlier, κ does not enter the existence
conditions which are derived at the horizon. However,
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FIG. 1. The scalar charge of the background solutions normalized with the black hole ADM mass for various O(1) negative
couplings γ̃, σ̃, κ̃. The left plot corresponds to the case σ = κ = 0, the middle one to γ = κ = 0, and the right one to γ = σ = 0.
We see that the γ-term contribution has the most dominant effect, leading to larger scalar charges, and a larger parameter
space of solutions which in turn allows for same mass black holes with different charges. The κ-term contribution has a very
small effect on the properties of the hairy solutions as is demonstrated by the inset in the third plot.

positive values of κmay be responsible for the appearance
of divergences at some distance r > rh, which reduce the
parameter space of solutions. In any case, κ does not
significantly alter the characteristics of the black holes in
the region of the parameter space where solutions can be
found, and therefore in the context of the QNMs we do
not expect it to have a large impact. We see the very
small deviations that the κ term introduces in the third
panel of Fig. 1. In the inset plot we show a zoomed
version of the tip of the curves so as to clarify the fact
that κ results in very small changes of the black hole
mass and scalar charge.

III. PERTURBATIONS

We now introduce linear perturbations around the
background solutions presented in the previous section.
The metric and scalar perturbations at the linear level
are given by:

gµν = g(0)µν + ε δhµν , (20)

ϕ = ϕ(0) + ε δϕ , (21)

where ε ≪ 1 is a bookkeeping parameter. The quantities
with superscript (0) correspond to the numerical spheri-
cally symmetric background solutions which depend only
on the radial coordinate r, while the perturbations are
not spherically symmetric but rather functions of the
spacetime coordinates (t, r, θ, φ). As is usually done, we
decompose the perturbations into the basis of spherical
harmonics Y m

ℓ (θ, φ) which allows us to decouple them
into the axial and polar sectors based on their properties
under parity transformations [40, 41]. For polar pertur-
bations the spherical harmonics transform according to
P̂Y m

ℓ (θ, φ) → (−1)ℓY m
ℓ (θ, φ), while for axial ones we

have P̂Y m
ℓ (θ, φ) → (−1)ℓ+1Y m

ℓ (θ, φ).

For the most part our analysis will be performed in
the frequency domain where we will be employing the
following decomposition of the perturbations:

δhµν(t, r, θ, φ) =

∫
dω hµν(r)Y

m
ℓ (θ, φ)e−iωt , (22)

δϕ(t, r, θ, φ) =

∫
dω

ϕ1(r)

r
Y m
ℓ (θ, φ)e−iωt . (23)

Based on the preceding discussion in Sec. II, we will
only search for the effects of negative couplings γ, σ, κ on
the QNMs of the hairy black holes, as these are expected
to have the most interesting effects on the QNM spec-
trum. Since the frequency is complex, i.e. ω = ωr+ωi i it
is important that we check whether or not the sign of the
imaginary part ωi remains the same as in GR throughout
the allowed parameter space.

A. Axial modes

If we adopt the Reggee-Wheeler gauge, we may write
the axial perturbation components as follows:

ha
µν =

 0 0 0 sin θ h0

0 0 0 sin θ h1

0 0 0 0
sin θ h0 sin θ h1 0 0

 ∂θY
lm , (24)

where (h1, h0) are functions of the radial coordinate r.
By eliminating one of the two functions appearing in the
axial sector, we may arrive at the following partial dif-
ferential equation which involves second derivatives with
respect to time and radial coordinates:

g(r)2
∂2h1

∂t2
− ∂2h1

∂r2
+ C(r)

∂h1

∂r
+ U(r)h1 = 0 . (25)
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FIG. 2. Left: Real and imaginary parts of the axial QNM frequencies for angular number ℓ = 2 when α ̸= 0, γ < 0 and
σ = κ = 0. The maximum value for ωr increases while increasing γ while the range of ωi, even though significantly different
from the case γ = 0, remains relative constant for γ < 0. The frequencies are normalized with respect to their GR counterparts.
Right: Same as the left plot but for ℓ = 3.

For the theory described by (10), we find that apart
from the linear GB interaction, only the γ coupling enters
the function g(r) directly. We may use the function g(r)
to define the tortoise coordinate r∗:

dr∗
dr

≡ g(r) =

√
1− 4αB′ϕ′ −B(8αϕ′′ + γϕ′2)

B(−4αBA′ϕ′ +ABγϕ′2 +A)
. (26)

However, it is important to stress that the background
solutions for A(r), B(r) and ϕ(r) are not only affected by
α and γ, but also by σ and κ, which means that all the ad-
ditional shift-symmetric terms affect the behaviour of the
function g(r) indirectly. By inspecting the form of (25)
we deduce that the sign of the function g(r) determines
the hyperbolic nature of the equation. In what follows
we will be examining the hyperbolicity of the equation
and the point at which it is lost. This will serve as the
upper limit for our calculations of the QNMs.

After performing the decomposition (22)-(23), we may
define the following vectors in terms of the functions ap-
pearing in the perturbations, along with the appropriate
boundary conditions for the QNMs:

Ψa ≡ (h0, h1)
⊤ , lim

r∗→r±∗

Ψa ∝ e±iωr∗ , (27)

The boundary conditions for QNMs correspond to purely
outgoing waves at infinity and purely ingoing waves at
the horizon, where r∗ is the “tortoise” coordinate. The
equations for h1 and h0 can then be written in a compact
matrix form as:

d

dr
Ψa

i + Ca
ij Ψ

a
j = 0 , (28)

whereΨa = (h0, h1)
⊤, and the coefficients Ca

ij depend on
ω and on the numerical background. We solve Eqs. (28)
trough the so called matrix method. We first impose
suitable boundary conditions:

Ψa
i (r⋆ → −∞) =

nmax∑
nmin

c
(n)
i e−iωr⋆(r − rh)

n , (29)

Ψa
i (r⋆ → +∞) =

nmax∑
nmin

c̄
(n)
i

rn
eiωr⋆ . (30)

For the numerical integration we properly fix the expan-
sion order at the horizon nmin and at asymptotic infinity
nmax, making sure that our numerical results do not im-
prove significantly for n > nmax. We then create the 2×2
matrix given by two independent solutions of Eq. (28):

Xa =
(
Ψa

(h),Ψ
a
(∞)

)
=

[
h
(h)
0 h

(∞)
0

h
(h)
1 h

(∞)
1

]
. (31)

The first solution denoted with an (h) superscript is ob-
tained by integrating the differential equations (28) from
the horizon outward with boundary condition (29), while
the second one denoted with (∞) is determined by inte-
grating from infinity inward using as boundary conditions
Eqs. (30). QNM frequencies correspond to poles of the
determinant of the fundamental matrix, i.e. they are
given by solving:

det X(ω)|rm = 0 , (32)
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FIG. 3. Left: Real and imaginary parts of the axial QNM frequencies for angular number ℓ = 2 when α ̸= 0, σ < 0 and
γ = κ = 0. The most prominent deviations occur toward the edge of the existence lines which corresponds to the small mass
limit. Right: Same as the left plot but for α ̸= 0, κ < 0 and γ = σ = 0. In this case, similarly to what happens with the
characteristics of the stationary solutions, the results are only slightly affected from the value of κ̃.

While performing the shooting method we are checking
that our results are independent of the choice for the
intermediate matching point radius rm.

1. Frequency domain analysis

We want to examine the effect of each one of the
three additional shift-symmetric terms, and therefore we
will consider their contributions to the QNMs separately.
For the most part we examine the results for angular
number ℓ = 2, as we are interested in the dominant
modes. In GR the mode for ℓ = 2 corresponds to
MωGR ≈ 0.3737 − 0.08896 i, while for ℓ = 3 the value
of the mode is MωGR ≈ 0.5994− 0.09270.
First, in Fig. 2 we show the axial mode QNM frequen-

cies normalized with respect to the GR modes, in the
scenario where γ < 0 and σ = κ = 0. The solid line in
the figures corresponds to the QNMs when only the GB
coupling is considered, and it clearly leads to very small
differences with respect to the GR case. Specifically, for
ℓ = 2, the difference in the real part of the frequency
is ∼ 3% at most, towards the edge of the existence line.
The imaginary part can differ by as much as ∼ 10% in the
respective limit of the curve. Things change significantly
however, when γ < 0 is introduced. In Fig. 2 we take
γ̃ to be as negative as −2.5, in which case ωr becomes
as large as ∼ 1.21 × ωGR

r , a result which is considerably
larger in comparison with the mere 3% increase in its ab-
sence. One more thing of particular importance relates
to the fact that now, in order to observe significant devi-

ations from GR, one needs not to look toward the edge of
the existence curve. In fact, the maximum deviations of
the oscillation frequencies are observed around the mid-
dle of the allowed parameter space. Let us also note that
the overall effect that the negative γ term has on ωr is to
increase it, while on ωi is the opposite. The results for
ℓ = 3 are similar, with the only obvious difference being
that ωi changes more moderately as one moves along the
existence line.
We then proceed with the same analysis examining

now the σ contribution instead of the γ one. The results
are presented in the left panel of Fig. 3 for ℓ = 2. The
main difference we observe with regards to the γ contri-
bution, is that significant deviations from GR are only
exhibited very close to the edge of the existence line, i.e.
in the small mass limit of each branch. In particular, we
notice that for σ̃ ≥ −1 the oscillation frequency becomes
larger than that of GR in the small mass limit, while the
opposite occurs when σ̃ ≤ −1.25. As for the imaginary
part, we notice a trend for all choices of σ̃, according
to which for larger and intermediate masses, ωi/ω

GR
i in-

creases, and it starts decreasing in the small mass limit
towards the edge of the existence line. Like in the γ case,
we deduce that in contrast with the sole α coupling sce-
nario, the σ contribution results in significant deviations
from GR (even though, as already mentioned, the large
effects are now limited to small masses).

From Fig. 1 which demonstrates that the κ term has
a small effect on the background solutions, we expect
that it will not to be as influential on the QNMs as the
γ and σ terms. Indeed, the right panel of Fig. 3 shows
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FIG. 4. Time domain profile of the axial gravitational per-
turbation signal Z(v, u) in the scenario with γ̃ = 2.50, σ =
κ = 0 and ℓ = 2 for α/M2 ≈ 0.342, 0.392, 0. As initial
condition we assume a static Gaussian pulse with parameters
A = 1, w = 5M and v0 = 25M , where M is the hairy black
hole’s mass. The real and imaginary parts of the mode are
retrieved by fitting the signal profiles with damped sinusoids.

that κ leads to only slightly faster oscillating solutions for
the most part of the parameter space. The decay rate is
also almost unaffected for the most part and only slightly
smaller in the small mass limit.

A common trait between all different scenarios is that
despite the imaginary part of the frequency decreasing
for most couplings, especially toward the ends of the ex-
istence lines, it never reaches zero. Overall the axial mode
results suggest that linear stability is a generic character-
istic of the solutions.

2. Time domain analysis

For the axial sector it is relatively simple to work in
the time domain instead of the frequency one, and solve
directly the partial differential equation (25). To that ex-
tend, it is easier to work in a set of lightcone coordinates
[42, 43] u = t − r∗ and v = t + r∗. The first step is to
re-write the perturbation equation (25) in terms of the
tortoise coordinate1:

−∂2h1

∂t2
+

∂2h1

∂r2∗
+ Va(t, r)h1 = 0 , (33)

1 Applying the frequency decomposition to this equation results in
a Schrödinger-type equation with the potential being the one of
axial perturbations.

which after substituting the lightcone coordinates be-
comes: [

4
∂2

∂u ∂v
+ Va(u, v)

]
Z(u, v) = 0 . (34)

Solving the above equation with appropriate boundary
conditions allows us to extract the QNM frequency by
appropriately fitting the resulting signal. This process is
obviously less effective than the frequency domain inte-
gration if we want to span the whole parameter space of
solutions, but may serve as a confirmation of the results
extracted from the analysis in the previous subsection.
Here we will examine an example by considering as

initial condition a static Gaussian pulse, i.e.,:

Z(0, v) = A exp

[
− (v − v0)

2

2w2

]
, Z(u, 0) = 0 . (35)

For the numerical calculations the width of the Gaussian
pulse is set to be w = 5M while v0 = 25M , where M is
the mass of the hairy black hole. Of course the results
should be independent of these choices. For convenience
we also set the amplitude to A = 1. The results of the
example are shown in Fig. 4, where we present the sig-
nal obtained at a distance of r = 25M for three separate
black hole solutions (i.e. different values of α/M2) in the
scenario with γ̃ = 2.50, σ = κ = 0 and ℓ = 2. The results
for the QNMs obtained by appropriately fitting the signal
are consistent with the results acquired by the frequency
domain integration which were presented in Fig. 2. No-
tice that the signal in the top panel for α/M2 ≈ 0.342
corresponds to the black hole solution with the larger
scalar charge (as we explained earlier going beyond a cer-
tain value of α/M2 for each γ̃ allows for two differently
charged solutions).

B. Polar modes

We may now move on to study the polar perturba-
tions. The metric perturbations in the polar sector may
be expressed as:

hp
µν =


AH0 H1 0 0
H1 H2/B 0 0
0 0 r2K 0
0 0 0 r2 sin2 θK

Y lm , (36)

where (H2, H1, H0,K, ) are spherically symmetric func-
tions. In analogy with the axial modes analysis, for the
study of the polar QNMs we take:

Ψp ≡ (K,H1, ϕ1, ϕ
′
1)

⊤ , lim
r∗→r±∗

Ψp ∝ e±iωr∗ , (37)

In the polar scenario we may in principle recover two
types of QNMs, namely the gravitational-led modes and
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Polar gravitational-led modes for ℓ = 2
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FIG. 5. Here we present the normalized real and imaginary parts of the QNM frequencies for the polar gravitational-led
modes. The left column corresponds to γ ̸= 0, the middle one to σ ̸= 0, and the right column to κ ̸= 0. The vertical and
horizontal scales have been kept consistent between the different scenarios in order to allow for a direct visual comparison. For
better legibility we also include some zoomed plots.

the scalar-led ones, since now the scalar field perturba-
tions do not decouple as in the axial scenario. By prop-
erly handling the equations we may write the polar per-
turbation problem in a compact matrix form:

d

dr
Ψp

i + Cp
ij Ψ

p
j = 0 , (38)

where Ψp = (K,H1, ϕ1, ϕ
′
1)

⊤ and the coefficients Cp
ij de-

pend on ω and the numerical background. Once again
we consider appropriate expansions for the perturbations
at the horizon and infinity:

Ψp
i (r⋆ → −∞) =

nmax∑
nmin

d
(n)
i e−iωr⋆(r − rh)

n , (39)

Ψp
i (r⋆ → +∞) =

nmax∑
nmin

d̄
(n)
i

rn
eiωr⋆ . (40)

Once again we ensure that we have considered a suffi-
ciently high order, so that the results of the integration

remain unchanged if we further increase the order of the
expansions.
We now create the following 4× 4 matrix:

Xp =
(
Ψp

(h,1),Ψ
p
(h,2),Ψ

p
(∞,1),Ψ

p
(∞,2)

)

=


K(h,1) K(h,2) K(∞,1) K(∞,2)

H
(h,1)
1 H

(h,1)
1 H

(∞,1)
1 H

(∞,2)
1

ϕ
(h,1)
1 ϕ

(h,1)
1 ϕ

(∞,1)
1 ϕ

(∞,2)
1

ϕ
′(h,1)
1 ϕ

′(h,1)
1 ϕ

′(∞,1)
1 ϕ

′(∞,2)
1

 ,
(41)

which is made of independent solutions of (38), derived
by integrations from the horizon outward and from in-
finity inward. Solving the system of differential equa-
tions is now far more computationally demanding than
in the axial case. This relates both to the larger number
of differential equations (four instead of two), and also
to the far more complicated expressions characterizing
the boundary conditions, which now correspond to three
functions (H1, K, ϕ1) instead of two (h0, h1). Perhaps
most importantly for computations, increased accuracy



9

Polar scalar-led modes for ℓ = 2
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FIG. 6. The normalized real and imaginary parts of the QNM frequencies for the polar scalar-led modes. The left column
corresponds to γ ̸= 0, the middle one to σ ̸= 0, and the right column to κ ̸= 0, where once again the vertical and horizontal
scales have been kept consistent between the different scenarios in order to allow for a direct visual comparison. We also include
some zoomed plots to make some of the results easier to read.

is required particularly in the small mass regime where
the scalar field contribution becomes especially impor-
tant, as opposed to the axial case where the scalar and
gravitational perturbations decouple.

Similarly to the axial case, we study the polar QNMs
by focusing on the contributions of the γ, σ and κ terms
separately. We group the results in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, one
for the gravitational-led modes and one for the scalar-led
ones. Once again we focus on angular number ℓ = 2.
The first and second rows of plots in each figure de-
pict the normalized real and imaginary parts of the fre-
quency respectively. Each one of the three columns in
the figures examines the effects of γ, σ and κ separately.
Let us also note that we chose the same vertical and
horizontal range for each one of the three different sce-
narios so as to allow for direct visual comparison of
the effects the different terms cause. For the plots in
these subsection, we normalize with respect to the GR
value for gravitational perturbations with angular num-
ber ℓ = 2 which was given in the subsection about the
axial modes, and for scalar perturbations with ℓ = 2,

which is MωGR ≈ 0.4836− 0.09676.

Let us first consider the effects of the additional terms
on the gravitational-led polar perturbations. From the
first column of Fig. 5 we observe that unlike in the sim-
pler model where only α ̸= 0, introducing a nonzero neg-
ative γ leads to considerably large deviations from GR.
In particular for intermediate values of α/M2 in the ac-
cording allowed range, the frequency of oscillations de-
creases and the damping rate increases with respect to
GR. Moving into the higher α/M2 region of the param-
eter space, same-mass black holes with different charges
exist. For the black holes with the smaller charge the
aforementioned trend continuous, but for the black holes
with the larger charges the behaviour can be reversed,
i.e. ωr > ωGR

r and ωi < ωGR
i . When σ < 0 it turns out

that the numerical integration requires higher accuracy
and smaller integration steps, making the computations
much more time consuming than in the γ < 0 case. Based
on our earlier results concerning the background and ax-
ial mode solutions, we do not expect the σ term to have
more prominent effects on the modes compared with γ,
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Axial modes ℓ = 2, α/M2 ≈ 0.2

(γ̃, σ̃, κ̃) Mω

(0, 0, 0) 0.3779− 0.09087 i

(−1, 0, 0) 0.3795− 0.08753 i

(0,−1, 0) 0.3786− 0.08909 i

(0, 0,−1) 0.3785− 0.09123 i

(−1,−1,−1) 0.3791− 0.08829 i

TABLE I. In this table we show the axial QNM frequencies for
hairy black holes with α/M2 ≈ 0.2 for various O(1) combina-
tions (γ̃, σ̃, κ̃). The most prominent effects of the additional
shift-symmetric terms appear towards the end of the existence
lines, and therefore despite these values being interesting in
the context of comparing same-mass black holes existing, they
do not yield very large deviations from GR.

especially in the intermediate mass range. Indeed, from
the second column of Fig. 5, we deduce that the effects
of the σ term are limited to the edge of the allowed pa-
rameter space and are far more prevalent in the decay
rate which can be significantly reduced (by as much as
∼ 60% for σ̃ ≲ −0.5). Regarding the contributions of the
κ interaction, we see that the effects are very small.

Let us now move on to the study of the scalar-led po-
lar perturbations, while once again focusing on the case
with angular number ℓ = 2. The additional terms have
a far more pronounced effect on the scalar-led modes as
can be easily seen by inspecting Fig. 6. Out of the three
different terms, the γ one produces the most dominant
contributions. For γ ≲ −0.5 the frequency of oscilla-
tions may even double for large values of α/M2, while
the imaginary part of the frequency may triple or even
quadruple with respect to GR. Overall, negative values of
γ lead to an increase on both the real and imaginary part
of the frequencies. As for the σ contribution, we discern
that negative couplings lead to an increase -albeit smaller
than the one in the case of the γ term- of the oscillation
frequency. The effects on the decay rate however, is not
consistent for all couplings σ and the behaviour of the
ratio ωi/ω

GR
i is non-monotonic. Finally, in the case of

the κ-term, the effect on the modes is yet again limited,
in alignment with the respective results for the axial and
gravitational-led polar modes.

Like in the axial modes, the imaginary part of the fre-
quency remains negative irrespective of the case we con-
sider. This time however and in contrast to the axial
scenario, there are cases when ωi reduces significantly,
especially in the end of the existence lines. By compar-
ing the decay rate of axial and polar modes we can see
that overall, axial modes may be longer lived than the
polar ones, which is in contrast to what happens in the
simpler theory where γ = σ = κ = 0.

Before closing this section, let us comment on differ-
ences on the QNMs arising in the various scenarios for

Polar modes ℓ = 2, α/M2 ≈ 0.2

(γ̃, σ̃, κ̃) grav-led Mω scalar-led Mω

(0, 0, 0) 0.3652− 0.09395 i 0.5437− 0.08619 i

(−1, 0, 0) 0.3520− 0.1008 i 0.5626− 0.1419 i

(0,−1, 0) 0.3628− 0.09162 i 0.5494− 0.1112 i

(0, 0,−1) 0.3647− 0.09482 i 0.5453− 0.09302 i

(−1,−1,−1) 0.3619− 0.09288 i 0.5443− 0.1173 i

TABLE II. Same as Tab. I but showing the polar grav-led and
axial-led modes.

same-mass black holes in different scenarios. A reason-
able question to ask is the following: among the three
additional shift-symmetric terms we considered in this
work, is there any one in particular that is expected to
yield more important contributions than the rest? As
it became clear from the analysis of both the axial and
polar spectrum, the κ-term has very limited effects on
the QNMs in comparison with γ and σ. This result was
expected based on the effect that same term has on the
scalar charge of the stationary solutions. Between γ and
σ the effects were comparable towards the edge of the
existence lines, but γ seemed to exert a stronger effect
on the QNMs for heavier black holes (i.e. for smaller
α/M2). Since larger mass black holes are particularly
interesting from an observation point of view (see Sec.
IV), the contribution of the γ term is expected to be the
most interesting in comparison with σ and κ. In Tab. I
and II we present the results for the QNMs in four dif-
ferent models characterized by the parameters (γ̃, σ̃, κ̃),
with ℓ = 2 and α/M2 = 0.2. The four different cases
are supplemented with the simplest case where all the
additional shift-symmetric couplings are ignored, which
is shown in the first row of the tables. The fourth case
we considered corresponds to an O(1) combination of all
three terms. Notice that in order to be able to compare
same-mass black holes between the different models we
have to resort to a value for α/M2 which yields hairy so-
lutions for all models simultaneously. We have fixed that
value to be 0.2. From the table we see that γ < 0 appears
to be the most influential among the four scenarios, even
considering the mixed one with (γ̃, σ̃, κ̃) = (−1,−1,−1).
This further strengthens the conclusion that γ is the most
dominant of the terms we considered.

IV. ASTROPHYSICAL IMPLICATIONS

Finally, we should mention that there have been vari-
ous works constraining the value of α in models such as
dilatonic GB gravity or GR supplemented simply by the
linear scalar-GB interaction [44–51]. With our chosen
notation these analyses yield constraints which for light
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black holes translate to O(α/M2) being one2. To be con-
sistent with the majority of the bibliography we should
convert our notation to the following:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R

2k
+ X̄ + ᾱφG

]
=

1

k

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R

2
+ kX̄ + (

√
kᾱ)(

√
kφ)G

]
,

(42)

so that the relation between the two notations is ex-
pressed through ϕ ≡

√
k φ and α ≡

√
k ᾱ. Then con-

sidering the stringest type of constraints for which
√
ā ≤√

āc ≈ 1 km, we see that in our notation the constraint

value corresponds to
√
αc ≈

√
k km. Then, the constraint

is satisfied for ζ < αcM
−2. In this context, ζ ≡ α/M2

is the usual parameter we used in the horizontal axes of
most of the plots throughout this work. This condition
yields a constraint value for ζ which after reintroducing
the physical constants is given by ζc ≈ 2.3 (M⊙/M)2.
Therefore, for light black holes of a few solar masses the
deviations in the QNMs we observed due to the addi-
tional shift-symmetric terms can appear within the ob-
servational bounds. If for example we take the lighter
mass object of GW190814 [52] with mass 2.6M⊙ to be
a black hole, we would be looking at a value ζ ≈ 0.34,
which in our analysis corresponds to a region of the pa-
rameter space where very large deviations from GR can
occur when the additional shift-symmetric terms are con-
sidered. Of course this example only serves as an extreme
one, but for

√
α ≲

√
k km even more massive black holes

can lead to values of ζ which are consistent with relatively
large deviations. As we can see from the various plots in
the previous sections differences of the order of 1-10%
may even occur for ζ < 0.1 and couplings γ̃, σ̃ ∼ O(1),
with the largest deviations noticed for the scalar-led per-
turbations.

By comparing the GR QNM spectrum to the one pre-
sented in this work, one could potentially derive addi-
tional constraints on the value of α as well as on the
other parameters of the theory, namely γ, σ and κ. De-
riving such constraints would be meaningful if one con-
siders light black holes characterized by relatively large
values of ζ. Recently, it was demonstrated that in the
small scalar charge approximation (which in our analysis
corresponds to a small α/M2 ratio), corrections to the
QNMs are suppressed for very massive black holes rele-
vant for LISA, since black holes at those mass scales are
not expected to carry significant charges [53]. This re-
sult is in agreement with the results derived in this work.
In either case, using the results for the QNM spectrum
to place constraints on the parameters of the theory or
test it against GR predictions is beyond the scope of the
current work.

2 In principle, one would need to see how the constraints are mod-
ified by the inclusion of the additional terms.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied axial and polar perturbations of hairy
black holes in shift-symmetric Horndeski gravity. The
main goal of this work was to study how QNMs are
impacted by shift-symmetric terms that appear in the
theory as an addition to the hair-sourcing scalar-GB in-
teraction. This was partly motivated by the study of
such terms and their nontrivial impact on the stationary
hairy background solutions [31]. To study the modes we
divided our analysis into axial and polar perturbations.
For the axial modes we concluded that the γ and

σ terms influence significantly both the oscillation fre-
quency and the damping rate, while the effects of the
κ interaction are very limited. Despite working almost
exclusively in the frequency domain, we examined an ex-
ample of axial modes in the time domain and found that
our results are in good agreement between the two meth-
ods.
For the polar modes the analysis presents extra com-

plexity since now two types of modes can be found,
namely gravitational-led and scalar-led ones. The
isospectrality between axial and polar modes was broken.
Similarly to the axial case we found the γ and σ terms to
be the ones that predominantly affect the modes. Espe-
cially in the scalar-led modes the effects were very impor-
tant both in the real and imaginary part of the frequency.
One interesting characteristic that we observed relates to
the fact that by including the σ and γ contributions, the
imaginary part of the frequency was in general larger in
the polar modes and not in the axial ones, which is in
contrast to the case when we only consider the ϕG inter-
action.
Overall, our analysis suggests that the γ and σ terms

have the potential to significantly alter the QNM spec-
trum both in the axial and polar sector. In all scenar-
ios the effects are larger the further away from GR one
goes (i.e. for larger α/M2). Another point worth em-
phasizing relates to possible degeneracies arising in the
different scenarios. Based on the results of this work, it
is reasonable to deduce that degeneracies may in prin-
ciple exist between same-mass black holes which either
belong in different models (e.g. in γ < 0, σ = κ = 0
and σ < 0, γ = σ = 0), or are allowed within the same
model. The latter is possible due to the existence of
same-mass black holes carrying different scalar charges
as we explained in Sec. II.
Our results showed that the frequencies and decay

rates of the modes may vary considerably depending on
the exact model. It would, therefore, be important to
examine in detail the ability of future interferometers to
access these effects. At the same time, a thorough analy-
sis of potential new constraints on the parameters of the
theory should be performed. Finally, there is a need for
an extensive analysis of the exact region of the parameter
space where a perturbative approach in accordance with
[53] is possible. This will allow us to conclusively deter-
mine whether or not results such as the ones presented in
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the current work will be relevant for LISA. These tasks
go beyond the purpose of this paper and are left for fu-
ture work. Finally, a potential continuation of the cur-
rent work could examine the grey-body factors in generic
frameworks such as the shift-symmetric one studied here.
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Appendix A: Background equations

Here we present the background and perturbation
equations. The background equations are derived upon
varying the action with respect to the metric tensor and
scalar field. The gravitational equations are given in in-
dex notation by:

Gµν −∇µϕ∇νϕ− 1

2
gµν(∇ϕ)2

+
α

g
gµ(ρgσ)νϵ

κραβϵσγλτRλταβ∇γ∇κϕ

− γ
[
2∇ν∇µϕ□ϕ−R∇µϕ∇νϕ− 2Gνρ∇µϕ∇ρϕ

− 2Gµρ∇νϕ∇ρϕ+Rµν(∇µϕ)
2 (A1)

− 2∇ρ∇νϕ∇ρ∇µϕ− gµν(□ϕ)2 +Gρσgµν∇ρϕ∇σϕ

+ gµνRρσ∇ρϕ∇σϕ− 2Rµρνσ∇ρϕ∇σϕ+ gµν(∇σ∇ρϕ)
2
]

− σ
[
∇µϕ∇νϕ □ϕ− 2∇ρ∇(µϕ∇ν)ϕ∇ρϕ

+ gµν∇ρϕ∇σ∇ρϕ∇σϕ
]
+ κ

[
gµν(∇ϕ)2(∇ϕ)2/4

− (∇ϕ)2∇µϕ∇νϕ
]
= 0 ,

while the scalar one is given by:

□ϕ+ αG + 2γGµν∇ν∇µϕ− κ
[
(∇ϕ)2□ϕ

+ 2∇µϕ∇νϕ∇µ∇νϕ
]
− σ

[
∇µϕ□∇µϕ (A2)

+ (∇µ∇νϕ)
2 −∇µ □ϕ∇µϕ− (□ϕ)2

]
= 0 .

For the metric introduced in (9) the relevant gravita-
tional and scalar background equations are the following:

(tt) : 2B(−2(8αϕ′′ + 1) +B′ϕ′(24α+ r2σϕ′2

− 6γrϕ′)− ((2γ + r2)(ϕ′)2))− 4B′(4αϕ′ (A3)

+ r) +B2(32αϕ′′ − 4ϕ′2(γ − r2σϕ′′)

+ κr2ϕ′4 − 16γrϕ′ϕ′′) + 4 = 0 ,

(rr) : 2A′B(r2σBϕ′3 + 8α(3B − 1)ϕ′ − 6γrBϕ′2

− 2r) +A(B2ϕ′2(−12γ − 3κr2ϕ′2)

+ 8rσϕ′ + 2B((2γ + r2)ϕ′2 − 2) + 4) = 0 ,

(ϕ) : 2A(ϕ′(4Br (−BγA′′ + 2ABσϕ′′ +A)
+AB′(−6Bγ + 2γ + r2)) +Bϕ′2(B(r2σA′′

− 6Aκr2ϕ′′ + 4Aσ) + 6ArσB′)

+ 2B(4α(B − 1)A′′ +Aϕ′′(−2Bγ + 2γ

+ r2))−ABκrϕ′3(3rB′ + 4B))

+AA′(B′(8α(3B − 1) + 3Br2σϕ′2

− 12Bγrϕ′) + 2B(ϕ′(−6Bγ + 2Br2σϕ′′

+ 2γ + r2)−Bκr2ϕ′3 − 4Bγrϕ′′

+ 4Brσϕ′2)) +BA′2(−8α(B − 1)

−Br2σϕ′2 + 4Bγrϕ′) = 0 .

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to the
radial coordinate r.

Appendix B: Perturbation equations

Here, we present the form of the perturbation equa-
tions in the frequency domain. These are the equations
that we integrate in our search for the QNMs. In the
following equations the functions Fi depend on the back-
ground solutions and on the frequency ω. They are rather
complicated so we avoid providing their exact form here,
but we denote the parameters of the theory upon which
they depend.

For the axial QNMs we make use of two independent
first order differential equations for the functions h0, h1.
The equations have the following form:

(rφ) : h′
0 −

2h0

r
+ F1(α, γ, σ, κ)h1 = 0 , (B1)

(θφ) : h′
1 + F2(α, γ)h1 + F3(α, γ)h0 = 0 , (B2)

It is straightforward to transform the system of the two
independent first order axial differential equations to a
single second order one and define the axial potential ac-
cordingly. For our numerical integrations it is preferable
to work with the system of the two first order differential
equations.

For the polar modes, the four independent equations
which we use are the following:

(tr) : K ′ + F4(α, γ, σ)H0 + (r−1 −A′A−1)K + F5(α, γ, σ, κ)H0 + F6(α, γ, σ, κ)ϕ1 + F7(α, γ, σ)ϕ
′
1 = 0 , (B3)

(tθ) : H ′
1 + F8(α, γ)H1 + F9(α, γ)H0 + F9(α, γ, )K + F10(α, γ)ϕ1 = 0 , (B4)
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(rθ) : H ′
0 − ωA−1H1 + F11(α, γ, σ)H0 + F12(α, γ)K

′ + F13(α, γ, σ, κ)ϕ1 + F14(α, γ, σ)ϕ
′
1 = 0 , (B5)

(ϕ1) : ϕ′′
1 + F15(α, γ, σ, κ)H1 + F16(α, γ, σ, κ)H

′
0 + F17(α, γ, σ, κ)H0 + F18(α, γ, σ, κ)K

′ (B6)

+ F19(α, γ, σ, κ)K + F20(α, γ, σ, κ)ϕ
′
1 = 0 .
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