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The quasinormal mode spectrum of black holes plays a crucial role in the modelling of post-
merger ringdown signals. However, the spectrum is extremely sensitive to small deformations of the
system and describes the linear response only in a certain (not precisely defined) timeframe after the
merger. We argue here that the greybody factors, recently shown to describe the ringdown spectral
amplitude at relatively high frequencies, are instead stable under small perturbations of the system
and free of certain ambiguities that plague the quasinormal mode spectrum. Our analysis also
unveils a nontrivial interplay: while certain ringdown quantities are dominated by the contribution
of spectrally unstable quasinormal modes, these modes conspire to produce stable observables. Thus,
we propose a complementary approach to ringdown studies, which circumvents some limitations of
the standard quasinormal mode description.

Introduction. The black hole (BH) spectroscopy pro-
gram [1–4] is a cornerstone of strong-field tests of General
Relativity (GR) [5–7] and a unique way to test the nature
of compact remnants formed after a coalescence [8]. It
aims at extracting the remnant’s vibrational spectrum,
i.e. its quasinormal modes (QNMs) [9–12], during the
ringdown stage of a binary merger. Within linear pertur-
bation theory, the signal at intermediate times after the
merger is described by a superposition of the QNMs [13]
of the remnant as the latter relaxes towards a stable end-
state. If the remnant is a BH, GR predicts that the in-
finite tower of QNMs is uniquely described by its mass
and spin, allowing for multiple null-hypothesis tests of
gravity [14, 15], the nature of the remnant [16–18], as
well as the astrophysical environment around compact
objects [19–22].

While QNMs are the gold standard to perform BH
spectroscopy, in recent years a growing amount of sub-
tleties related to them has emerged (see [23] for a recent
comprehensive account). First of all, it is well-known
that QNMs do not form a complete set since they are
the eigenvalues of a non-Hermitian system [10]. This im-
plies that a generic, small perturbation cannot be decom-
posed only in QNMs; indeed, the ringdown also displays
an early-time response that depends on the details of
the initial merger conditions, and a late-time power-law
tail [24–26] due to back-scattering off the spacetime effec-
tive potential. The exact start of the intermediate stage
governed by the QNMs is an open problem and might
not have a clear-cut answer [27–31]. This is an issue al-
ready within linear perturbation theory, leaving aside the
fact that GR is intrinsically nonlinear, even at the ring-
down stage [32–39], and understanding when the nonlin-
ear merger stage transits toward a perturbative regime
is still highly debated [40–50]. In this context, the role
of QNM overtones, nonlinearities, and ringdown starting
time are outstanding interconnected open questions [23].

Another crucial issue with QNMs is that they are
extremely sensitive to small perturbations of the sys-
tem [51–53] either in terms of deformations of the back-
ground or of the boundary conditions. This implies that
the QNM spectrum of a BH might be drastically altered

in the presence of environmental effects [19, 54–56] or of
any form of near-horizon structure deforming the bound-
ary conditions [57–60], although the prompt ringdown
phase in time domain is much less affected [56–59, 61].
While all these issues might not necessarily be an ob-

stacle for an actual realization of the BH spectroscopy
program – at least within the accuracy of current detec-
tors – they unveil that the “vanilla” extraction of QNMs
from gravitational-wave signals is much more subtle than
historically expected. Originally [1–4], BH spectroscopy
was presented as a particularly simple and clean way to
test gravity and the nature of the remnant, but the emer-
gence/reinsurance of these issues suggests at least a more
cautious view.
Here we propose a complementary approach that cir-

cumvents some of the above subtleties while elucidat-
ing the physical interpretation of the QNM spectral in-
stability [53, 62–74]. We show that the BH greybody
factors (GFs) – functions characterizing the tunneling
probability of perturbations through the BH effective po-
tential [75] – are stable under small deformations of the
background and are associated with quantities that can
be obtained by a superposition of QNMs, despite the lat-
ter being spectrally unstable. Thus, our analysis unveils
a remarkable interplay: spectrally unstable QNMs con-
spire to produce stable observables. An analogous result
was recently obtained for the scattering cross-section us-
ing (spectrally unstable) Regge poles [76]. Moreover, the
stability of wave scattering amplitudes was discussed in
analogy with the phase shift of the S-matrix in a quan-
tum system [61].
Recently, the GFs were shown to describe the spectral

amplitude of the ringdown signal at frequencies higher
than that of the fundamental QNM [77–79]. Our results,
together with [77–79], suggest a route to an alternative
study of the BH ringdown using the GFs; quantities that
form stable ringdown observables and evade a variety of
thorny aspects that QNMs exhibit. Henceforth we use
G = c = 1 units.
Stability of BH GFs. For clarity, we consider per-

turbations of a spherically symmetric BH in the Regge-
Wheeler-Zerilli formalism [80, 81], although our analysis
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can be straightforwardly extended to rotating spacetimes
using Teukolsky’s formalism [82, 83].

Within linear perturbation theory, the BH response
to an external perturbation in the frequency domain is
described by a one-dimensional radial equation [81, 84][

d2

dr2∗
+ ω2 − Vl(r)

]
Xlmω = Slmω(r) (1)

where r∗ is the standard tortoise coordinate, ω is the
frequency, and (l,m) are the spherical-harmonic indices1.
The effective potential Vl and the source Slmω (the latter
being related either to the stress-energy tensor of the
perturbation [81] or to the initial data of Xlmω [13]) are
different for axial (odd-parity) and polar (even-parity)
perturbations.

For the moment we can ignore the source and consider
the homogeneous equation. The BH GF is the transmis-
sion coefficient of a scattering problem identified by the
boundary conditions

Xlmω =

{
e−ıωr∗ r∗ → −∞
Ain

lmωe
−ıωr∗ +Aout

lmωe
+ıωr∗ r∗ → +∞

. (2)

In turn, QNMs are the complex frequencies satisfying
the above conditions with Ain

lmω = 0. Due to scattering
off the potential barrier, we can define the reflectivity
and transmissivity of the background spacetime as (see,
e.g., [85]):

Rlm(ω) =

∣∣∣∣∣Aout
lmω

Ain
lmω

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, Γlm(ω) =

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

Ain
lmω

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (3)

where Γlm is precisely the GF and energy conservation
enforces Rlm+Γlm = 1. As later discussed, this quantity
plays a pivotal role in the linear response of a BH, being
associated with the BH absorption cross section, the rate
of Hawking evaporation [75], and the ringdown spectral
amplitude. For a Kerr BH, the GF for a given (l,m) is a
function of ω that, just like QNMs, depends only on the
mass and spin.

To study the stability of GFs against small perturba-
tions of the system, we consider an infinitesimal Pöschl-
Teller bump added to the original (say, odd parity) po-
tential [55]

V ϵ
l =

(
1− 2M

r

)(
l(l + 1)

r2
− 6M

r3

)
+

ϵ

M2
sech

[
r∗ − c

M

]2
,

(4)
where c and ϵ ≪ 1 parameterize the location and ampli-
tude of the bump, respectively (see Fig. 1 for an exam-
ple). When c ≫ M (with M being the BH mass), the

1 For a spherically symmetric background, the azimuthal number
m is degenerate and can be set to zero without loss of general-
ity. We will keep it in the equations since our formalism can be
straighforwardly extended to the spinning case.
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Figure 1. Perturbed effective potential, Eq. (4), for l = 2,
ϵ = 5 × 10−4, and two representative choices for the small
bump location, c = −25M (left inset) and c = 50M (right
inset).

bump parameterizes distant perturbations and is a toy
model for environmental effects [54, 55]. When c < 0
but |c| ≫ M , the bump parameterizes near-horizon per-
turbations and is a toy model for near-horizon struc-
ture as those expected in certain quantum-gravity mod-
els [59, 86] or dark-matter overdensities accumulated near
the horizon. In the following we will consider c as a free
parameter, showing that the phenomenology is similar
whenever |c| ≫ M .
In Fig. 2 we compare the spectral instability of the

fundamental QNM [53–55] (left panel) with the stability
of the GFs (right panel) for varying c/M and perturba-
tion scale ϵ. For the QNMs, we show the relative dif-
ference ∆ωϵ

R,I/ω
0
R,I = |ωϵ

R,I(c)/ω
0
R,I − 1|, where ωϵ

R,I(c)

and ω0
R,I are the (real and imaginary part of the) QNMs

of the perturbed and unperturbed system, respectively.
These were computed using both direct integration [87]
and continued fractions adapted similarly to [88, 89] (to
allow for a potential that is not polynomial in M/r),
finding perfect agreement. Since the GF is a function of
the frequency, on the right panel we plot the integrated
quantity

Glm =

∫∞
0

∣∣∣Γϵ
lm(ω, c)− Γlm(ω)

∣∣∣dω∫∞
0

Γlm(ω)dω
, (5)

where the unperturbed GFs, Γlm(ω), and perturbed ones,
Γϵ
lm(ω, c), have been computed through direct integra-

tion using analytical high-order series expansions to reach
high precision [85, 87]. The above dimensionless quan-
tity Glm is positive definite and quantifies how the GF
(for a fixed value of l) behaves under the perturbation in
Eq. (4) for any frequency.
As it is clear from Fig. 2, the QNM deviation from

the unperturbed system grows (exponentially, until it
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Figure 2. Comparison between the spectral instability of the fundamental QNM (left panel) and the stability of the (integrated)
GF (right panel) of a Schwarzschild BH under a small perturbation centered at r∗ = c with amplitude ϵ ≪ 1 (see Eq. (4)).
While the QNM deviations from the unperturbed case are ≫ ϵ (where ϵ is shown with a horizontal dashed black line) as
|c| → ∞ [53–55, 74], those of the GF are bounded and remain O(ϵ). On the left we fix ϵ = 5 × 10−5 while on the right we
consider three values of ϵ denoted by dashed horizontal lines. The value of Glm is maximized when c corresponds to the peak
of the unperturbed potential, whose value is indicated by a vertical solid line.

saturates polynomially) with |c|, so that eventually
∆ωϵ/ω0 ≫ ϵ, in agreement with previous results [53–
55, 74] and as expected for a spectrally unstable quan-
tity [53, 55]. However, the GFs display a completely dif-
ferent behavior: they are bounded and remain O(ϵ), as
expected for a quantity that is stable under small pertur-
bations. In fact, at variance with the QNM case, the sta-
bility of the GF improves when |c| increases, and Glm < ϵ
as |c| → ∞. Interestingly, Glm has a maximum when
c corresponds to the peak of the unperturbed potential
(c ≈ 2.39M , for the l = 2 odd-parity case), denoted by a
vertical solid line.

We find this behavior for both the integrated GF in
Eq. (5) and also for Γlm(ω) at any frequency, see left
panel of Fig. 3. This result is consistent with the analy-
sis in [61], where it was shown that the main effect of the
bump appears in the phase shift of the scattered wave
rather than in its amplitude. The left panel of Fig. 3
shows also another remarkable feature. In the unper-
turbed case, the GF interpolates between Γlm ∼ 0 at low
frequencies and Γlm ∼ 1 at large frequencies with the
smooth transition occurring at the fundamental QNM
frequency (see [90] for an analytical expression of the GF
at any frequency). The GF of the perturbed system dis-
plays exactly the same behavior, despite the fact that the
QNMs of the perturbed system acquire O(1) corrections.
This is consistent with the fact that the GF is more sen-
sitive to local features of the effective potential near the
maximum, so the transition occurs approximately at the
frequency of the light ring of the background, which in

the perturbed case does not correspond to that of the
QNM [57, 91]. We further find this behavior for any val-
ues of l and for both axial and polar perturbations.
We also expect that the GF can display sharp Breit-

Wigner resonances [92, 93] at the frequency of long-lived
modes (|ωϵ

I | ≪ ωϵ
R), although we did not find any reso-

nance for this perturbed potential, probably because the
quality factor of the perturbed QNMs remains moderate.
For example, when c = 100M and ϵ = 10−2, the unper-
turbed fundamental mode ω0M ≈ 0.37 − i0.09 migrates
to ωϵM ≈ 0.052 − i0.009 in the odd-parity case, but
the GF does not display any special feature at ω = ωϵ

R.
In any case, these resonances can possibly appear only
at low frequencies [91] and would not contaminate the
large-frequency behavior of the GF. As discussed below
and in [78, 79], the latter is directly connected to the
ringdown amplitude.
GFs, QNMs, & ringdown. Although we found that

the GF is stable for any frequency, it was recently argued
that the spectral amplitude, |hlm(ω)| ∝ |Xlmω| (see Ap-
pendix for the exact definition), is well described by the

reflectivity
√

1− Γlm(ω) at frequencies larger than the
fundamental QNM frequency [78, 79]. To further shed
light on this connection, here we study the signal emit-
ted by a point-particle orbiting the BH. The signal is
described by Eq. (1), where the source depends on the
specific energy E and angular momentum L of the par-
ticle [81, 84, 94]. This equation can be solved with stan-
dard Green function methods. The l = m = 2 spectral
amplitude is shown in the right panel of Fig. 3 for a radial
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Figure 3. Left: difference between the perturbed and unperturbed GF as a function of the frequency for some representative
value of ϵ and c. The difference is always O(ϵ) or smaller and peaks at the frequency of the unperturbed fundamental QNM
frequency. Right: Gravitational-wave amplitude in frequency domain for a point particle with mass µ in radial infall from rest
(E = 1, L = 0, see Appendix for other cases). We compare the signal with an analytical model, |h22| ∝

√
1− Γ22. Being stable

observables, the difference between h22 or Γ22 in the perturbed/unperturbed case cannot be appreciated on the scale of the
plot. In both panels the vertical green (yellow) lines denote the frequency of the (un)perturbed fundamental QNM frequency.

infall (E = 1, L = 0; see Appendix for further cases). We
show the perturbed case for c = 100M and ϵ = 5× 10−5,
that perfectly overlaps with the unperturbed case. As
discussed in [78, 79], the frequency-domain gravitational-

wave signal is |hlm(ω)| ∝
√
1− Γlm(ω) at frequencies

larger than the fundamental QNM. Interestingly, this
applies to the ringdown both in the extreme mass-ratio
limit [78] and in numerical relativity simulations of com-
parable mass binaries [79]. We find the same behav-
ior for the perturbed system, and also in this case the
cross-over happens at the frequency of the unperturbed
QNM. This shows that the ringdown spectral amplitude
at ω ≳ Re[ωlm0] is a stable observable quantity. Remark-
ably, this result relies on the fact that |hlm(ω)| depends
only on the absolute value of the signal, whereas individ-
ually its real and imaginary parts are more sensitive to
perturbations (see [61] and Appendix).

Finally, it is instructive to compute the inverse Fourier
transform of the amplitude ratio that gives the re-
flectivity and GF through Eq. (3), namely Rlm(t) =
1
2π

∫ +∞
−∞ dω

Aout
lmω

Ain
lmω

e−ıωt. We can compute this either fully

numerically or by performing a contour integral in the
complex plane [13]. In the latter case the main contri-
bution comes from the simple poles at the QNMs corre-
sponding to the complex roots, Ain

lmω ∼ γlmn(ω − ωlmn),
where n is the overtone number. This can be computed

through the residue theorem as

Rlm(t) ≈ −2Re

[
ı

nmax∑
n=0

Aout
lmω|ω=ωlmn

γlmn
e−ıωlmnt

]
, (6)

where the factor 2 accounts for the QNMs with oppo-
site real part [13], and the terms of the series are di-
rectly related to the BH excitation factors [95–99], which
are source-independent. In Fig. 4, we compare the full
result for Rlm(t) at intermediate times (where the per-
turbed and unperturbed cases are indistinguishable [56–
59]) with that obtained by summing over a certain num-
ber of QNMs, i.e., using Eq. (6) for different values of
nmax, both in the unperturbed and in the perturbed case.
Remarkably, even if overtones display O(1) deviations in
the perturbed case (see Appendix for more details), their
inclusion improves the recovery of the stable observable
quantity at early times compared to the case of a single
fundamental QNM, and in fact even with respect to the
nmax = 7 unperturbed case. To the best of our knowl-
edge this is the first time that the (stable) time-domain
signal is shown to be obtained as a superposition of the
(spectrally unstable) QNMs.
Discussion. Despite the spectral instability of the

BH QNMs, it is reassuring that other relevant quanti-
ties related to BH perturbation theory, such as the GFs
and the reflectivities, are actually stable under small per-
turbations of the system. In addition, we find that the
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lmnω, compared to its QNM decomposition in terms

of excitation factors adding up to nmax modes (see Eq. (6)),
for c = 15M and ϵ = 10−3. The time-domain signal is sta-
ble under small perturbations and can be recovered by a su-
perposition of either unperturbed or perturbed QNMs, de-
spite the spectral instability of the latter: in this example,
ω0
RM ≈ (0.374, 0.347, 0.301), ω0

IM ≈ −(0.089, 0.274, 0.478),
ωϵ
RM ≈ (0.374, 0.335, 0.489), ωϵ

IM ≈ −(0.092, 0.182, 0.266),
for n = (0, 1, 2), respectively.

stability of the ringdown spectral amplitude, |hlm(ω)|,
extends to other observable quantities, such as the emit-
ted energy (see Appendix).

The connection between the (stable) GF and the ring-
down unveils a number of interesting features in what
concerns tests of gravity. Since the GF describes the ring-
down amplitude at relatively high frequencies, we expect
it to be more sensitive to short-lengthscale modifications
in the strong-field region compared to usual BH QNMs.
This might be an advantage to test high-curvature cor-
rections to GR as those generically predicted within ef-
fective field theories [6, 100, 101], and is generically com-
plementary to ordinary BH QNM tests. In this respect,
one might devise a null-hypothesis test of the Kerr met-
ric using GFs with different (l,m)’s, along the lines of
standard BH spectroscopy. In particular, Γ22(ω) can be
extracted from |h22| and can be used to infer the mass
and spin of the remnant [78, 79]. Then, any other mul-
tipole of |hlm| can be used to extract Γlm(ω), which is
uniquely determined by the mass and spin if the remnant
is a Kerr BH. Thus, measuring (say) Γ22(ω) and Γ33(ω)
would provide a null test. At variance with the same test
using QNMs, the one based on the GFs is not contami-
nated by spectral instabilities, nor by overtones (since the
GFs depend only on (l,m)); it also contains more infor-
mation, since a successful test should fit the entire func-
tions Γlm(ω) and not only numbers. In the Appendix,
we show that for a Schwarzschild BH in GR the expo-
nential behavior of the reflectivity Rlm(ω) = 1− Γlm(ω)
at large frequencies is universal and independent of l (in

agreement with [102]), but this property might be differ-
ent for a Kerr BH, in modified theories of gravity, or for
alternative compact objects. We plan to perform a de-
tailed examination of tests of gravity based on the GFs in
future work, such as ringdown analyses with QNM filters
constructed with the transmissivity (namely, the GFs)
of BH remnants [103–105] that have been proven to de-
vise stable data-analysis pipelines for current and future
gravitational-wave events.
Besides its direct connection to the ringdown, the GF is

also associated to the absorption cross-section of a plane
wave [106–109]

σ(ω) =
π

ω2

∑
l,m

(2l + 1)Γlm(ω) . (7)

Our results automatically imply that this quantity is also
stable, in agreement with what found in [76].
Finally, at the semiclassical level, the GFs are linked

to the emission rate of Hawking radiation [75]

d2N

dωdt
(ω) =

1

2π

∑
l,m

Γlm(ω)

eω/TH ± 1
. (8)

The BH temperature TH is a local quantity related to
the surface gravity at the horizon [110], so it is stable
under small perturbations of the system. The stability
of Γlm then ensures that the Hawking emission rate is
also a stable quantity.
Acknowledgements. We are indebted to Koutarou
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comments on the draft. We acknowledge partial support
by the MUR PRIN Grant 2020KR4KN2 “String Theory
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CUP: B84I20000100001).

Appendix A: Supplemental material

In this Appendix we collect some further results that
extend those presented in the main text.

1. Stability of the GFs

Figure 5 shows the reflectivity Rlm(ω) = 1 − Γlm(ω)
of a Schwarzschild BH for l = 2, 3, 4, 5. In all these cases
we found that the GFs are stable and the transition from
Γlm(ω) ∼ 0 to Γlm(ω) ∼ 1 occurs at the frequency of the
unperturbed fundamental QNM frequency. In addition,
as shown in Fig. 5 the behavior at large frequencies is
exponential, with the same slope, for all l.
Note that, despite Γlm being stable, i.e. ∆Γlm/Γ0

lm =
O(ϵ), the fact that the reflectivity is defined asRlm = 1−
Γlm implies that ∆Rlm

R0
lm

=
Γ0
lm

1−Γ0
lm

O(ϵ), so that the relative

difference of the reflectivity grows in the large-frequency
regime as Γ0

lm → 1 exponentially. This is simply due to
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Figure 5. ReflectivityRlm(ω) = 1−Γlm(ω) of a Schwarzschild
BH as a function of the frequency ω for different values of
l = 2, 3, 4, 5. The GFs are stable so the difference between
unperturbed and perturbed case is irrelevant if ϵ ≪ 1. In
particular, the exponential fall-off starts at frequencies cor-
responding to the unperturbed fundamental QNM frequency
and is universal for any l.

the fact that Rlm is exponentially suppressed at large
frequencies, so O(ϵ) corrections are relatively big, while
in that regime they are negligible for Γlm ∼ 1. Indeed,
as shown in Fig. 6, this only occurs when Rlm is already
exponentially suppressed, while the reflectivity is stable
at smaller frequencies.
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Figure 6. Reflectivity and GF for a perturbed Schwarzschild
BH with c = 100M and ϵ = 5× 10−4 compared to the unper-
turbed case. The two curves for Γ22 are indistinguishable.

This behavior is also reflected on the Fourier trans-
forms of Rlm(ω) and Γlm(ω), which is given in Fig. 7,
that compares the perturbed case with the unperturbed
one. While the Fourier transform of Γlm is insensitive
to small perturbations, that of Rlm displays small varia-

Figure 7. Fourier transform of Γ22 (top panel) and R22 (bot-
tom panel). We compare the unperturbed case with the per-
turbed one with c = 100M and ϵ = 5 × 10−4. While the
Fourier transform of Γ22 is stable against perturbations at all
times, that of R22 acquires late-time corrections of O(ϵ) that
are reminiscent of echoes [57–59].

tions at late-time which are reminiscent of echoes [57–59].
While the latter remain of O(ϵ), they slightly differ from
the unperturbed case since the Fourier transform of Rlm

vanishes at late times.
The stability ofRlm and Γlm is actually highly nontriv-

ial. Indeed, considering the (complex) amplitudes of the
incident and reflected wave, Ain

lmω and Aout
lmω, we can sep-

arately study the stability of the real and imaginary part
of the ratio Aout

lmω/A
in
lmω. While Rlm = |Aout

lmω/A
in
lmω|2

is stable at small frequencies, Fig. 8 shows that sepa-
rately the real and imaginary parts are unstable and ac-
quire percent corrections at low frequencies even when
ϵ = 5 × 10−4. These corrections compensate each other
in the absolute value, yielding a stable reflectivity at low
frequency. The same occurs for the real and imaginary
parts of 1/Ain

lmω, which are separately unstable at small
frequencies but their absolute value (yielding the GF)
remains stable. The latter result is in agreement with
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the analysis of [61], which showed that the bump mostly
destabilizes the phase shift of the reflected waves, rather
than their amplitude.
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with c = 100M and ϵ = 5 × 10−4. The bottom panel shows
the difference between the perturbed and unperturbed case
for the absolute value of real and imaginary parts of the previ-
ous ratio. This highlights that these quantities are unstable at
small frequencies, however their individual instabilities com-
pensate each other such that the absolute value |Aout

22ω/A
in
22ω|

remains stable at low frequencies.

2. Ringdown reconstruction and QNM spectral
instability

In the main text we showed how the time-domain sig-
nal at intermediate times (which is stable against small
perturbations of the system) can be reconstructed by a
superposition of either unperturbed or perturbed QNMs.
This is highly nontrivial given that the QNMs are spec-
trally unstable, as show in Fig. 9 for the specific example
of Fig. 4, namely c = 15M and ϵ = 10−3. As can be seen
from the top panel of Fig. 9, the fundamental (n = 0)
QNM is approximately stable for this choice of c and ϵ,
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22
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Figure 9. Comparison of perturbed and unperturbed
Schwarzschild QNMs ωlmn (top panel) and their correspond-
ing excitation factors appearing in Eq. (6) (bottom panel) and
used in the QNM decomposition of the time-domain signal
shown in Fig. 4. The perturbed case corresponds the effective
axial potential in Eq. (4) with c = 15M and ϵ = 10−3.

whereas the overtones (n = 1, 2) are unstable: when the
effective potential is perturbed they acquire O(1) correc-
tions. This is also reflected in the QNM excitation factors
needed to reconstruct the time-domain signal. As shown
in the bottom panel of Fig. 9, the excitation factors for
n = 1, 2 in the perturbed case are significantly different
than those in the unperturbed case, even for ϵ = 10−3.
It is therefore remarkable that, in both cases, the time-
domain signal is recovered by the QNM decomposition
(see Eq. (6)).

3. GFs and ringdown spectral amplitudes

In Fig. 10 we show a collection of results for the spec-
tral amplitude |h22| and |h33| for a point-particle with
different values of E and L, showing the universality of
the behavior |hlm| ∼

√
1− Γlm at large frequencies. The
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Figure 10. The spectral amplitudes for l = 2, 3 modes emitted by a point particle with mass µ and geodesic parameters E
and L (see legends in each panels). Left panels refer to |h22| while right panels refer to |h33|. For comparison, we also show a
single-parameter model ∝

√
1− Γlm/ωp for different values of p.

spectral amplitude is computed as

hlm(ω) = Hlm(ω)−2Ylm(θ, ϕ) , (A1)

where −2Ylm are the spin-weighted spherical harmonics
(here and in the main text we assume θ = π/2 and m = 0
without loss of generality), and the amplitude is com-

puted through the Green’s function as

Hlm(ω) =
1

16ıωAin
lmω

∫ +∞

−∞
dr∗X

hom
lmωSlmω , (A2)

where Xhom
lmω is the solution of the homogeneous equation

associated with Eq. (1) with ingoing boundary conditions
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Figure 11. Relative difference of the total emitted energy in
l = 2 modes by a point particle plunging into a Schwarzschild
BH with E = 1 and L = 0 as a function of the bump location
c for ϵ = 10−3 and ϵ = 10−4. Different values of E and L
show the same stability behavior.

at the horizon. The source term can be found in [111]
and, for l = m modes, it excites the even-parity sector.
The two polarizations of the time domain signal

read [111]

h+ + ıh× =
1

r

∑
lm

∫ ∞

−∞
dωeıω(r∗−t)Hlm(ω)−2Ylm(θ, ϕ) .

(A3)

Numerical computations have been performed using the
methods outlined in [99] in order to improve the conver-
gence of the integral in Eq. (A2).

In Fig. 10, we also compare the spectral amplitude with
a model ∝

√
1− Γlm/ωp for different values of p. It is

remarkable that the spectral amplitude is very well mod-
elled for any frequency by a single parameter function
where the value of p depends on E, L, and l. It would
be intriguing if a similar universality occurs also beyond
the point-particle regime [79]. We expect that, in gen-
eral, |hlm(ω)| ∝

√
1− Γlmf(ω), with f(ω) interpolating

between unity at large frequency and a source-dependent
(but possibly easy to model) behavior at low frequency.
We postpone a more detailed analysis on this aspect to
future work.

Finally, in Fig. 11 we show the stability of the total
energy for a given (l,m) mode,

Elm =

∫ +∞

0

dω
dElm

dω
=

1

4

∫ +∞

0

dω ω2
∣∣∣Hlmω

∣∣∣2 . (A4)

Note that, at least at large frequency, also the energy flux
displays a universal behavior depending only on the GF,
dElm/dω ∼ 1 − Γlm, since this quantity is proportional
to |hlm|2.
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