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Recently, it has been proposed that the black hole greybody factors can be important to model
ringdown spectral amplitudes. We study the stability of greybody factors against a small-bump
correction in the perturbation equation. We find (I) that the greybody factor is stable in the
frequency region relevant to ringdown and (II) that it is destabilized at higher frequencies, especially
for a sharper bump correction. This behavior is similar to the case of higher overtones, which is also
very sensitive to a small correction. We clarify this (in)stability with the WKB analysis. As the
greybody factor is stable at the frequency region relevant to the main part of ringdown, we conclude
that the greybody factor is suitable to model ringdown amplitude. In order to investigate a bump
correction in a self-consistent manner, we consider the small-bump correction that can be realized
in the general framework of effective field theory of black hole perturbations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The black hole ringdown is an important probe to test gravity. A ringdown waveform can be represented by a
superposition of the quasinormal modes (QNMs) of a black hole. As the QNM frequencies are uniquely determined
by the mass and spin of the black hole in general relativity, the black hole spectroscopy [1, 2] is a promising way to
perform the test of gravity in a strong field regime. However, there are some issues in modeling ringdown with QNMs.
For example, the QNM model involves many fitting parameters, as one has to assign two fitting parameters for each
QNM, i.e., the amplitude and phase. This may lead to an overfitting problem [3], which becomes crucial when we
model the ringdown waveform around the strain peak. Another issue is the instability of QNM frequencies, which
is caused when we add a small correction in the wave equation governing black hole perturbations [4–7], though the
prompt ringdown signal relevant to the time-domain observations is actually stable as shown in Refs. [8, 9].

Recently, one of the authors proposed that another universal quantity, the black hole greybody factors, denoted by
Γℓm, would be useful to model ringdown amplitude [10–12], where ℓ and m refer to angular modes. The greybody
factors characterize the transmissivity through the effective potential barrier around a black hole and are uniquely
determined only by the mass and spin of the black hole like QNM frequencies. With the greybody factor, one of the
authors proposed that the ringdown spectral amplitude |h̃ℓm(ω)| can be modeled by

|h̃ℓm(ω)| ≃ C
√

1− Γℓm(ω)/ωp, (1)

where C is an overall amplitude and the power p depends on the source of gravitational waves, e.g., a point particle
plunging into a spinning black hole [11] or a binary black hole leading to a spinning remnant black hole [12]. Compared
to the QNM fitting analysis, the greybody-factor model requires only a small number of fitting parameters and has
been confirmed to be useful to infer the mass and spin of a remnant black hole [11, 12] as the greybody factor can
be extracted from the ringdown spectral amplitude for merger events of both extreme and comparable mass-ratio
binaries. Also, the strong decay at higher frequencies in the ringdown spectral amplitude, originating from greybody
factors, can be reproduced by a destructive interference among multiple overtones [10]. One may wonder how stable
the greybody factor is if the higher overtones are destabilized by a small correction. We here consider the instability
issue in the greybody-factor model by adding a small-bump (or dip) correction in the perturbation equation around
a spherical black hole. We establish not only the stability of greybody factors in the frequency domain relevant to
ringdown but also the instability of greybody factors at higher frequencies.

It has been expected that modified gravity or matter effect can be a source of the small bump in the effective poten-
tial, but no concrete model has been proposed so far. Along this line of thought, in the present paper, we demonstrate
that such a setup can be realized in the so-called effective field theory (EFT) of black hole perturbations [13–16].
The EFT was developed as an extension of the EFT of ghost condensation [17] and the EFT of inflation/dark en-
ergy [18, 19], and it provides a model-independent framework to study perturbations on a black hole (or any other)
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background in scalar-tensor theories. Indeed, the EFT in principle accommodates any scalar-tensor theories, e.g.,
Horndeski [20–22], degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor (DHOST) [23–27], U-DHOST theories [28–30] (or even more
general theories proposed recently in Refs. [31–34]), and more. The essential assumption of the EFT is the existence
of a scalar field with a timelike profile, which spontaneously breaks the time diffeomorphism invariance. (See also
Ref. [35] for an EFT of black hole perturbations with a spacelike scalar profile.) The idea is that the dynamics of
perturbations is described by the action that respects the residual symmetry, i.e., the spatial diffeomorphism invari-
ance. Once the background metric is specified, it is straightforward to expand the EFT action up to given orders in
perturbations and derivatives acting on them, and the expansion coefficients tell us how the perturbations evolve.

For simplicity, we study odd-parity perturbations on a static and spherically symmetric background, for which
the master equation, i.e., the generalized Regge-Wheeler (RW) equation, was derived in Ref. [14]. Our input is the
background metric, which determines the profile of the effective potential. We present a concrete form of the metric
that leads to a small bump (or dip) in the effective potential and study the dynamics of the perturbations based
on the model. The metric resembles the Schwarzschild metric but with a varying mass parameter: It takes distinct
constant values at the horizon and at the infinity, and these two values are smoothly interpolated by a hyperbolic
tangent function. The position, height, and width of the bump in the effective potential can be easily controlled by
the parameters of the metric (see §II B for details). Thus, the EFT framework allows us to study the effect of a
small-bump correction in a self-consistent manner.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In §II, we introduce the master equation of the perturbation, i.e.,
the generalized RW equation, and describe our setup. A brief review of the EFT of black hole perturbations is given
in Appendix A. In §III, we investigate the (in)stability of QNMs and greybody factors in the presence of EFT-bump
correction. Finally, we draw our conclusions in §IV.

II. SETUP

A. Generalized Regge-Wheeler equation

We study odd-parity perturbations about a static and spherically symmetric background based on the EFT de-
veloped in Refs. [13, 14]. In this section, we present the generalized RW equation that governs the dynamics of the
perturbations. For a brief review of the EFT on an arbitrary background, its application to a spherically symmetric
background, and the derivation of the generalized RW equation, see Appendix A.

Let us consider the background metric of the form

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −A(r)dt2 + dr2

A(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (2)

where A(r) is a function of r. Here, for simplicity, we have assumed grr = −1/gtt. Then, the generalized RW equation
can be written as

∂2Ψℓ

∂r2∗
− ∂2Ψℓ

∂t̃2
− Veff,ℓ(r)Ψℓ = 0, (3)

where Ψℓ represents the master variable for an angular mode ℓ, and we have defined

r∗ :=

∫
dr

F
, t̃ := t+

∫ √
1−A

A

αT

A+ αT
dr, (4)

with

F (r) :=
A+ αT√
1 + αT

, αT (r) :=
α(r)

M2
⋆ − α(r)

, α(r) =M2
⋆ +

3λ

r(2− 2A+ rA′)
. (5)

Here, the parameterM2
⋆ amounts to the bare Planck mass squared involved in the EFT action. The function α(r) is one

of the EFT coefficients in front of tadpole terms and it has been determined by solving one of the tadpole cancellation
conditions, which yields the integration constant λ. It should be noted that the position of the horizon associated
with the odd-mode effective metric is determined by F (r) = 0. Note also that the function αT (r) corresponds to the
relative difference between the squared sound speed of the odd mode and that of light. The effective potential is given
by

Veff,ℓ(r) =
√
1 + αT F

{
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

r2
+

r

(1 + αT )3/4

[
F

(
(1 + αT )

1/4

r

)′ ]′}
, (6)
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where a prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. Once we fix the functional form of A as well as the constant λ,
the generalized RW equation (3) can be used to investigate the dynamics of the odd-parity perturbations. In the
following, we omit the subscript ℓ unless otherwise stated.
A caveat should be mentioned here. When one performs a time-domain analysis based on the generalized RW

equation (3) with a matter source, a constant-t̃ hypersurface, which is spacelike with respect to the effective met-
ric −dt̃2+dr2∗, is not necessarily a good choice of the initial surface. Actually, the effective metric for the perturbations
is different from the background metric to which matter fields minimally couple, and hence a portion of a constant-t̃
hypersurface can be timelike with respect to the background metric. The radius at which a constant-t̃ hypersurface
becomes timelike is defined by

ḡµν∂µt̃ ∂ν t̃ = −A+ αT (2 + αT )

(A+ αT )2
= 0. (7)

Therefore, in the presence of the matter source, one should choose another initial surface that is spacelike with respect
to both the effective metric and the background metric. (See Refs. [36, 37] for more detailed discussions.)

B. Effective potential with a small bump

It is well known that a small correction in a potential barrier that appears in the wave equation in a black hole
background may lead to a significantly disturbed QNM distribution [4–7], though the prompt ringdown signal relevant
to the time-domain observations is actually stable as shown in Refs. [8, 9]. Such a correction has been modeled by
adding a bump correction term in the wave equation by hand. On the other hand, in the EFT framework introduced
in §IIA, such an effective potential with a bump correction can be realized by choosing, e.g.,

A(r) = 1− r0(1 + δ)

r
, δ(r) :=

ϵ

2

[
1 + tanh

(
r − µ

σ

)]
, (8)

where r0, ϵ, µ, and σ are constants. In what follows, we assume that r0, µ, and σ are positive. The function δ(r)
corresponds to the correction to the Misner-Sharp mass due to the nontrivial profile of the scalar field, whose magnitude
is controlled by ϵ. In the limit of r → ∞, the metric takes the Schwarzschild form with the horizon radius rs := r0(1+ϵ).
Note that the horizon radius for the effective metric, which satisfies F (r) = 0, is different from either r0 or rs in general.
In this case, the parameter αT behaves as

αT (r) ≃
M2

⋆ rs
λ

− 1, (9)

for large r. Therefore, if we choose λ = M2
⋆ rs, we have αT ≃ 0 for large r and hence the LIGO/Virgo bound [38–40]

can be satisfied. (Recall that the parameter αT corresponds to the relative difference between the squared sound
speed of gravitational waves and that of light.) Then, the effective potential is given by

Veff(r) ≃
r0(1 + δ)

rs

(
1− rs

r

)[ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
− 3rs

r3

]
−
[
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

3r
+

4r2 − 11r0r + r20
6r3

]
δ′

+
(r − r0)(5r − 2r0)

12r2
δ′′ − (r − r0)

2

12r
δ′′′, (10)

up to the leading order in ϵ. The standard RW potential can be recovered in the limit of ϵ → 0. For a small
nonvanishing value of ϵ, the effective potential has a small bump (or dip, depending on the sign of ϵ) at around r = µ,
whose height and width are controlled by the parameters ϵ and σ, respectively. It should be noted that, for ϵ > 0,
a portion of a constant-t̃ hypersurface can be timelike with respect to the background metric. While this is not a
problem in the present setup without matter fields, one needs to be careful in choosing proper Cauchy surfaces if
matter is added to the system. On the other hand, for ϵ < 0, one can confirm that a constant-t̃ hypersurface is
spacelike with respect to the background metric everywhere outside the horizon for the effective metric, and the above
mentioned issue of Cauchy surfaces is absent with or without matter fields.

III. GREYBODY FACTOR

In this section, we study the effect of EFT corrections to the perturbation of black holes. The pseudospectrum of
QNMs has been actively studied so far (see, e.g., Refs. [4–7]) as an implication of instability of QNMs against a small
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correction to the angular momentum potential. We here study how another universal quantity, i.e., the greybody
factor, is sensitive to the small correction by using the EFT model of black hole perturbation introduced in the
previous section. One of the authors recently proposed that the greybody factor is indeed important to model the
spectral amplitude of ringdown with small numbers of fitting parameters [10–12]. As such, it is important to see how
(in)sensitive greybody factors are against such a small correction.

A. Black hole ringdown, quasinormal modes and greybody factors

We numerically solve the generalized RW equation (3) with the effective potential (10) in the frequency domain.
To this end, let us define the Laplace transform of Ψ(t̃, r∗) as

ψ(ω, r∗) =

∫ ∞

t̃0

dt̃ eiωt̃Ψ(t̃, r∗), (11)

where t̃0 is the start time of ringdown. Then, the generalized RW equation reduces to[
∂2

∂r2∗
+ ω2 − Veff(r)

]
ψ(ω, r∗) = T (ω, r∗), (12)

where the function T (ω, r∗) is determined by the initial data at t̃ = t̃0:

T (ω, r∗) := iωΨ(t̃0, r∗)−
∂

∂t̃
Ψ(t̃0, r∗). (13)

Using the Green’s function G(r, r′) to obtain a solution satisfying the following boundary condition:

ψ ∼

{
e−iωr∗ for r∗ → −∞,

eiωr∗ for r∗ → ∞,
(14)

we find that the solution is given by

ψ(ω, r∗) = ψout(ω, r∗)

∫ r∗

−∞
dr′∗

ψin(ω, r
′
∗)T (ω, r

′
∗)

2iωAin
+ ψin(ω, r∗)

∫ ∞

r∗

dr′∗
ψout(ω, r

′
∗)T (ω, r

′
∗)

2iωAin
, (15)

where ψin and ψout satisfy the following conditions:

ψin =

{
e−iωr∗ for r∗ → −∞,

Aout(ω)e
iωr∗ +Ain(ω)e

−iωr∗ for r∗ → ∞,
(16)

ψout =

{
Bout(ω)e

iωr∗ +Bin(ω)e
−iωr∗ for r∗ → −∞,

eiωr∗ for r∗ → ∞.
(17)

In most cases, we are interested in signals at a distant region (r∗ → ∞), for which the solution can be approximated
as

ψ(ω, r∗) = eiωr∗ × Aout(ω)

2iωAin(ω)
× S(ω), (18)

S(ω) =
∫ ∞

−∞
dr′∗

ψin(ω, r
′
∗)T (ω, r

′
∗)

Aout(ω)
. (19)

The greybody factor Γ(ω) is defined as the transmissivity of a mode of ω:

Γ(ω) =

∣∣∣∣ 1

Ain(ω)

∣∣∣∣2 . (20)

Using the Wronskian relation of ψin and its complex conjugate ψ∗
in, we obtain the relation between the greybody

factor Γ and the reflectivity R:

R(ω) :=

∣∣∣∣Aout

Ain

∣∣∣∣2 = 1− Γ(ω). (21)
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FIG. 1. The Wronskian W (ω) is shown in the complex frequency plane for ℓ = 2 and r0 = 1. As a benchmark test, we show
the result for the RW equation. The frequencies at which the Wronskian W (ω) is zero are QNM frequencies. The original
fundamental QNM frequency for the quadrupole mode r0ω0 = 0.7473− i0.1779 is indicated by “+” in the plot.

The time-domain waveform, Ψ(t̃, r∗), is given by the inverse Laplace transform of Eq. (11):

Ψ(t̃, r∗) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω e−iωt̃ψ(ω, r∗). (22)

The function Aout(ω)/Ain(ω) has poles at ω = ωn ∈ C in the half lower plane of ω, which are nothing but QNMs. We
then obtain the damped oscillation of Ψ(t̃, r∗) as

Ψ ∼
∑
n

Cne
−iωn(t̃−r∗), (23)

by using the residue theorem with a contour surrounding the poles and avoiding the brunch cut on the negative-
imaginary axis in the complex ω plane. The excitation coefficient Cn is given by the product of Sn := S(ωn) and the
residue of Aout/(2iωAin) at ω = ωn, i.e., the excitation factor En:

Cn = En × Sn. (24)

The excitation factor is a universal quantity that depends only on the unique parameters of the black hole as well
as the parameters of the underlying gravitational theory [41], and is independent of the initial data and the source
of perturbations. Therefore, the excitation factor En is regarded as an important quantity to estimate the universal
excitability of each QNM.

Similarly, the spectral amplitude of ringdown |ψ(ω, r∗)| can be also decomposed into two parts, i.e., the universal
part Aout/(2iωAin) and the source-dependent one S(ω):*1

|ψ(ω, r∗)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
√

R(ω)

2iω

∣∣∣∣∣× |S(ω)| . (25)

As R(ω) = 1 − Γ(ω), the universal part in the above decomposition is determined only by the greybody factor.
Recently, one of the authors has proposed that the greybody factor is another important quantity to model the
spectral amplitude of ringdown and can be useful to estimate the mass and spin of a remnant black hole by fitting the
greybody factor to gravitational-wave data [11, 12]. In the following sections, we investigate the stability not only of
QNMs but also of the greybody factor against a small bump correction that can be modeled by the framework of the
EFT. The effect of an EFT correction on the QNMs and greybody factor was recently investigated in Refs. [16, 42].
On the other hand, we focus on how a bump correction affects the two important quantities in the following.

*1 As shown in Eq. (18), for large r∗, the r∗-dependent part of ψ(ω, r∗) affects only the phase, and hence |ψ(ω, r∗)| is a function only of ω.
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FIG. 2. (a) The Wronskian W (ω) is shown in the complex frequency plane. We set r0 = 1, ℓ = 2, σ = 0.5, µ = 15, and
ϵ = −0.01. The frequencies at which the Wronskian W (ω) is zero correspond to QNM frequencies. The original fundamental
QNM frequency is indicated by “+” in the plot. (b) The effective potential V (r) is shown for the same parameter set as in (a).

B. Instability of QNMs: pseudospectrum

We here numerically investigate the instability of QNMs in our model (10) and (12) with ϵ < 0 for which the constant-
t̃ hypersurface is timelike everywhere outside the horizon of the effective metric. We numerically solve Eq. (12) with
T (ω, r∗) = 0 to obtain the homogeneous solution. We search for specific values of ω at which the homogeneous
solution satisfies the ingoing and outgoing boundary conditions at the horizon and far region, respectively. To this
end, we apply the shooting method introduced by Chandrasekhar and Detweiler in Ref. [43]. We then compute the
Wronskian of the ingoing and outgoing homogeneous solutions W [ψin, ψout] over the complex plane of ω, where

W [ψin, ψout] :=
dψin

dr∗
ψout −

dψout

dr∗
ψin. (26)

A specific complex value of ω at which the Wronskian is zero is nothing but a QNM frequency. Our computation is
precisely consistent with the value of the fundamental QNM frequency ω = ω0 for the quadrupole moment perturbation
of the Schwarzschild black hole as is shown in Figure 1. Turning on the small EFT correction in the potential barrier,
we find that the QNM spectrum is destabilized, and many long-lived overtones appear as shown in Figure 2. As
recognized in the literature [4–7], the distribution of QNMs is quite sensitive to the bump correction, which is caused
by the resonance between the two potential peaks, i.e., the peak of the original potential barrier in the RW equation
and the other peak of the bump correction. Due to this instability of QNMs, it is often questioned whether QNMs are
really proper quantities to model ringdown waveforms. In the next section, we investigate the stability of the greybody
factor against a small bump correction. The greybody factor is another important quantity to model ringdown as
described in §IIIA.

C. Stability of greybody factors

We here compute the greybody factor with a small-bump and dip corrections in the generalized Regge-Wheeler
equation. For a bump correction ϵ > 0 in our EFT, the constant-t̃ hypersurface can be spacelike near the horizon of
the effective metric. As such, imposing the proper boundary condition at the horizon is a nontrivial problem. We
then solve the scattering problem by solving the partial differential equation (PDE) numerically:

A(r)
(
F +

r0
r

)
∂2τ̃Ψ+ ∂2xΨ−

√
B(r)2
4

+
A(r)r0
r

∂τ̃∂xΨ+ [F(r)C(r)− ∂xK(r)]∂xΨ+ F(r)V(r)Ψ = 0, (27)

where the explicit definition of the coordinate τ̃(t̃, r), x(r), and the functions A, B, C, K, F , and V are given
in Appendix B. We impose an initial data in which an ingoing Gaussian wave packet is initially located at a far
region and eventually scattered at the angular momentum barrier F(r)V(r) near the black hole. The initial data for
Ψ = Ψ(0, x) is given by

Ψ(0, x) = cos(Ωx) exp
[
−(x− xs)

2/s2
]
, (28)

∂τ̃Ψ(0, x) =
[
−2s−2(x− xs) cos(Ωx)− Ωsin(Ωx)

]
exp

[
−(x− xs)

2/s2
]
, (29)
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FIG. 3. Left: The reflectivity R = 1 − Γ for ℓ = 2, ϵ = 0.01, µ = 15, and σ = 0.5 (red solid). The blue dot-dashed line
indicates the exponential tail (30) whose exponent κbum is determined by the curvature and height of the top of the bump
correction. In our parameter choice, the exponent is κbum ≃ 1.97 based on Eq. (31). An overall constant c is set to 0.014.
The reflectivity for ϵ = 0, i.e., for the Regge-Wheeler equation, is also plotted as a reference (black dashed). Right: The
time-domain waveform Ψ(τ, x = 60) (red thick solid). The thin black solid shows the damped sinusoid with the fundamental
QNM frequency.

where Ω, xs, and s are arbitrary parameters. We set the parameters as r0 = 1, Ω = 1, xs = 80, and s = 2 throughout
the manuscript. We then obtain the time-domain waveform, Ψ(τ̃ , x = 60), and compute the reflectivity R from
the waveform based on the methodology used in [44, 45]. The result is shown in Figure 3. One can see that the
reflectivity R for ω̃ ≲ ω0 is insensitive to the bump correction, where ω̃ is a frequency conjugate to τ̃ . On the other
hand, the exponential tail of the reflectivity at higher frequencies, ω̃ ≳ ω0, is sensitive to the small correction as it
exhibits a broader exponential tail at higher frequencies (left panel in Figure 3). This is consistent with the WKB
analysis of the reflectivity of the bump at higher frequencies [46]

R ∼ e−κbumω̃, (30)

where, at the leading order, the exponent factor is given by

κbum =
2π
√

2Veff(r∗bum)√
− ∂2r∗Veff(r∗bum)

. (31)

Even if the height of the potential is small, it may destabilize the greybody factor at higher frequencies if the curvature
at the top of the bump is larger than or comparable to that of the potential barrier as it leads to the smaller value
of κbum and the tail becomes broader. Therefore, as a result of the correction, the reflectivity R may have a broader
exponential tail at higher frequencies with R ∼ e−κbumω̃. Also, the oscillation in the reflectivity R(ω̃) is caused by
the resonance in the cavity between the potential barrier and the small bump. For a bump that makes a cavity with
the length of µ, the resonance appears with the resonant frequency of ∼ π/µ. The resonance can be seen in the
time-domain data as well (right panel of Figure 3). In both the greybody factors and the time-domain waveform, the
effect of the small correction appears at the same order ∼ 10−3. It implies that the level of the stability of greybody
factor would be comparable with that of the time-domain waveform.

Let us see the stability of the greybody factor in the same situation shown in Figure 2, where the QNM distribution
is significantly disturbed by the small correction with the negative small value of ϵ. To compute the greybody factor for
a dip correction ϵ < 0, we numerically obtain the homogeneous solution to the differential equation (12) by imposing
the ingoing boundary condition near the horizon. This is justified as the constant-t̃ surface is timelike everywhere
outside the horizon. We then read off the asymptotic amplitudes Ain and Aout by using the Wronskian and obtain
the greybody factor (20). Figure 4 shows the reflectivity, R = 1 − Γ, with respect to frequency ω. The stability
and instability of the greybody factor is found to be similar to the case of ϵ > 0. Also, We obtain the time-domain
data by performing the inverse Laplace transform of (18) with S(ω) = 1. This corresponds to the computation of
ringdown in which each QNM is excited with the amplitude of the excitation factor. We then find that the effect of
the small correction appears at the same order in both the greybody factor and the time-domain waveform ≲ 10−2.
Nevertheless, the QNM distribution is significantly disturbed and the original fundamental mode is absent as is shown
in Figure 2 with the same parameter choice.
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FIG. 4. Left: The reflectivity R (red solid) numerically obtained for ℓ = 2, ϵ = −0.01, µ = 15, and σ = 0.5 which is the same
as the parameters in Figure 2. Right: The time-domain waveform for the same parameters in the left panel. The time-domain
data for the Regge-Wheeler equation (ϵ = 0) is also plotted as a reference.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the stability of the greybody factors against a small bump correction. We have found (I) that
the greybody factor is stable in the frequency region relevant to ringdown and (II) that it is destabilized at higher
frequencies, especially for a sharper bump correction (see Figures 3 and 4). We have confirmed that the destabilized
part, i.e., an exponential tail of the greybody factor, is consistent with the WKB analysis. However, we have confirmed
that such a destabilization occurs at higher frequencies. We then conclude that the greybody factors would be useful
to model ringdown waveform as was proposed by one of the authors in Refs. [10–12]. For the QNM spectrum,
higher overtones are very unstable against a small bump correction. We would argue that it may be relevant to the
destabilization of the greybody factors at higher frequencies that we have discovered in this paper. The exponential
decay of the ringdown spectral amplitude at high frequencies, originating from greybody factors, can be reconstructed
by superposed multiple higher overtones as was demonstrated in Ref. [10]. As such, destabilized overtones may cause
the destabilization of the greybody factor at higher frequencies. In this sense, if overtones are indeed destabilized, it
might be possible to prove it by observing ringdown spectral amplitude at higher frequencies and it may exhibit a
broader exponential decay in the spectral amplitude, though it would need a high-precision observation of gravitational
waves.

Moreover, we have formulated how a small bump correction could appear in the framework of effective field theory
of black hole perturbations with a timelike profile developed in Refs. [13, 14]. We have confirmed the (in)stability of
the greybody factors and QNMs in the framework leading to a small bump correction in a self-consistent manner. Our
results would hold qualitatively for any situation where the wave equation is subjected to a small-bump correction.

Note added: While we were finalizing this project, we noticed the paper [47] by Romeo Felice Rosato, Kyriakos
Destounis, and Paolo Pani on a similar subject. Their results are qualitatively consistent with ours.
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Appendix A: Review of the EFT

1. EFT action

Let us briefly review the EFT of perturbations on an arbitrary background with a timelike scalar profile developed
in Refs. [13, 14, 16]. The main idea of the EFT is that the scalar field Φ has a timelike profile at the background,
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which spontaneously breaks the time diffeomorphism invariance and defines a preferred slicing of spacetime given by
Φ = const, similarly to the EFT of ghost condensation [17] and the EFT of inflation/dark energy [18, 19]. The unit
normal vector associated with a constant-Φ hypersurface is defined as

nµ := − ∂µΦ√
−X

→ −
δτµ√
−gττ

, (A1)

with X := gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ being the kinetic term of the scalar field, so that nµn
µ = −1. Here, the expression to the

right of the arrow is the one in the unitary gauge where Φ is spatially uniform, and τ is the time coordinate. In the
unitary gauge, the residual symmetry of the EFT is only the spatial diffeomorphism invariance, and therefore the
EFT action is written in terms of not only objects with spacetime covariance but also spatially covariant objects. For
instance, the time coordinate τ and gττ behave as scalars under spatial diffeomorphisms, and hence are included in
the building blocks of the EFT. Also, the extrinsic curvature defined by

Kµν := hρµ∇ρnν , (A2)

with hµν := gµν + nµnν being the induced metric on a constant-τ hypersurface, is also one of the building blocks.

On top of these, either of the spacetime Riemann tensor R̃µναβ and the spatial Riemann tensor (3)Rµναβ can be

included in the EFT action.*2 It should be noted that R̃µναβ and (3)Rµναβ are related to each other via the Gauss-
Codazzi-Ricci equations, and we choose the latter as an independent building block. Note also that one can always
rewrite (3)Rµναβ in terms of the spatial Ricci tensor (3)Rµν thanks to the fact that the Weyl tensor vanishes in three
dimensions. Therefore, the action under the unitary gauge can be written in the form

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g F (gττ ,Kµ

ν ,
(3)Rµ

ν ,∇µ, τ), (A3)

where F is a scalar function constructed out of its arguments. Note that we have not specified the background metric,
and hence the action (A3) can be applied to arbitrary background geometries. Having said that, in practice, we impose
some symmetries on the background (e.g., spherical symmetry) and expand the action (A3) up to the necessary order
in perturbations and derivatives.

Let us now define the perturbations about an inhomogeneous background as follows:

δgττ := gττ − ḡττ (τ, xi), δKµ
ν := Kµ

ν − K̄µ
ν (τ, x

i), δ(3)Rµ
ν := (3)Rµ

ν − (3)R̄µ
ν (τ, x

i), (A4)

where a bar denotes the background value. The EFT action is written as a polynomial of these perturbation variables
as well as their derivatives. We note that each EFT coefficient can depend on xi due to the inhomogeneity of the
background, which apparently breaks the spatial diffeomorphism invariance of the EFT action. However, the EFT
action as a whole should be invariant under spatial diffeomorphisms since we are just Taylor-expanding the action (A3)
that is manifestly spatial diffeomorphism invariant. This suggests that the EFT coefficients are related to each other
via some particular relations, i.e., the consistency relations [13], to maintain the spatial diffeomorphism invariance.
The consistency relations can be obtained by applying the chain rule to the spatial derivative of the Taylor coefficients.
For example, one obtains

∂

∂xi
F̄ =

d

dxi
F (gττ ,Kµ

ν ,
(3)Rµ

ν ,∇µ, τ)

∣∣∣∣
BG

= F̄gττ

∂ḡττ

∂xi
+ F̄Kµ

ν

∂K̄µ
ν

∂xi
+ F̄(3)Rµ

ν

∂(3)R̄µ
ν

∂xi
+ · · · , (A5)

where the notation F̄Q := ∂F/∂Q|BG refers to the Taylor coefficient evaluated on the background and we have omitted
terms of higher order in derivatives. This equation puts a constraint on the Taylor coefficients F̄ , F̄gττ , F̄Kµ

ν
, and

F̄(3)Rµ
ν
(as well as those associated with higher-derivative terms if they exist). In general, one obtains infinitely many

such consistency relations by applying the chain rule to the spatial derivative of other Taylor coefficients. Note that
the chain rule with respect to the τ -derivative does not lead to a nontrivial constraint because the action depends
explicitly on τ in general. However, if we restrict ourselves to shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories, then the τ -
dependence of the action is prohibited and the chain rule with respect to the τ -derivative results in an additional set

*2 We put a tilde on the spacetime curvature tensor so that the notation matches with that in [13, 14]. Similarly, the spacetime curvature
scalar will be denoted by R̃.
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of infinitely many consistency relations on the EFT coefficients [15] (see also Ref. [48] for a similar constraint in the
case of shift-symmetric EFT of inflation).*3

Now we are ready to write down the EFT action. For simplicity, following Ref. [14], we consider a minimal EFT
action that accommodates the shift-symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories. Then, the EFT action
can be written in the form*4

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
M2

⋆

2
R− Λ(y)− c(y)gττ − β̃(y)K − α(y)K̄µ

νK
ν
µ − ζ(y)nµ∂µg

ττ

+
1

2
m4

2(y)(δg
ττ )2 +

1

2
M̃3

1 (y)δg
ττδK +

1

2
M2

2 (y)δK
2 +

1

2
M2

3 (y)δK
µ
ν δK

ν
µ

+
1

2
µ2
1(y)δg

ττδ(3)R+
1

2
λ1(y)

µ
ν δg

ττδKν
µ +

1

2
M2

1(y)(n̄
µ∂µδg

ττ )2

+
1

2
M2

2(y)δK(n̄µ∂µδg
ττ ) +

1

2
M2

3(y)h̄
µν∂µδg

ττ∂νδg
ττ + · · ·

]
, (A6)

where y = (τ, xi) and we have defined

R := (3)R+KµνK
µν −K2 = R̃− 2∇µ(Kn

µ − nν∇νn
µ), (A7)

with R̃ being the spacetime Ricci scalar. Here, we work in a frame where the coefficient in front of R is a constant,
which we denote by M2

⋆/2. The explicit expression of the consistency relations mentioned above as well as the
dictionary with concrete theories (e.g., Horndeski theories) can be found in Refs. [13, 14]. To reiterate, so far we have
not assumed any specific forms of Φ̄(τ) and ḡµν , and hence the action (A6) applies to an arbitrary background with
a timelike scalar profile.

2. Static and spherically symmetric background

Let us consider the following static and spherically symmetric background metric:

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −A(r)dt2 + dr2

B(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (A8)

where A(r) and B(r) are functions of r. The metric can be equivalently written in terms of the so-called Lemâıtre
coordinates [52, 53] as

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −dτ2 + [1−A(r)]dρ2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (A9)

where the coordinates τ and ρ are respectively related to t and r via

dτ = dt+

√
1−A

AB
dr, dρ = dt+

dr√
AB(1−A)

. (A10)

Note that r depends on τ and ρ only through the combination ρ− τ and

∂ρr = −ṙ =
√
B(1−A)

A
, (A11)

where a dot denotes the derivative with respect to τ .
We now assume that the EFT respects the shift symmetry of the scalar field, which prohibits the explicit τ -

dependence in Eq. (A3). Then, thanks to the static and spherically symmetric background, the EFT coefficients in

*3 By gauging the shift symmetry [49], one obtains EFT of vector-tensor theories [50, 51]. In this case, the action is invariant under a
combined U(1) and time diffeomorphism, and therefore one has to impose a set of consistency relations associated with it.

*4 We put a tilde on β and M1 so that the notation matches with that in [13].
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the action (A6) are functions of r only. Written explicitly, we consider the following EFT action:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
M2

⋆

2
R− Λ(r)− c(r)gττ − β̃(r)K − α(r)K̄µ

νK
ν
µ − ζ(r)n̄µ∂µg

ττ

+
1

2
m4

2(r)(δg
ττ )2 +

1

2
M̃3

1 (r)δg
ττδK +

1

2
M2

2 (r)δK
2 +

1

2
M2

3 (r)δK
µ
ν δK

ν
µ

+
1

2
µ2
1(r)δg

ττδ(3)R+
1

2
λ1(r)

µ
ν δg

ττδKν
µ +

1

2
M2

1(r)(n̄
µ∂µδg

ττ )2

+
1

2
M2

2(r)δK(n̄µ∂µδg
ττ ) +

1

2
M2

3(r)h̄
µν∂µδg

ττ∂νδg
ττ + · · ·

]
. (A12)

Note that only the terms in the first line are relevant for the tadpole cancellation conditions (or the background
equations of motion) for the metric. The nontrivial components read

Λ− c =M2
⋆ (Ḡ

τ
ρ − Ḡρ

ρ),

Λ + c+
2

r2

√
B

A

(
r2
√
1−Aζ

)′
= −M2

⋆ Ḡ
τ
τ ,[

∂ρK̄ +
1−A

r

(
B

A

)′
]
α+

A′B

2A
α′ +

√
B(1−A)

A
β̃′ = −M2

⋆ Ḡ
τ
ρ,

1

2r2

√
B

A

[
r4
√
B

A

(
1−A

r2

)′

α

]′
=M2

⋆ (Ḡ
ρ
ρ − Ḡθ

θ),

(A13)

with the relevant components of the background Einstein tensor given by

Ḡτ
τ = − [r(1−B)]′

r2
+

1−A

r

(
B

A

)′

, Ḡτ
ρ = −1−A

r

(
B

A

)′

,

Ḡρ
ρ = − [r(1−B)]′

r2
− 1

r

(
B

A

)′

, Ḡθ
θ =

B(r2A′)′

2r2A
+

(r2A)′

4r2

(
B

A

)′

,

(A14)

where a prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. Note that, when A(r) = B(r), the fourth equation can be
integrated to yield

α =M2
⋆ +

3λ

r(2− 2A+ rA′)
, (A15)

with λ being a constant. The above equations provide relations among the EFT coefficients through given func-
tions A(r) and B(r).

3. Odd-parity perturbations

Let us first define the perturbation variables associated with the odd-parity (or axial) perturbations. Thanks to
the spherical symmetry of the background metric (A8), it is convenient to decompose the perturbations in terms of
the spherical harmonics. The odd-parity perturbations δgµν := gµν − ḡµν can be expressed as follows:

δgττ = δgτρ = δgρρ = 0,

δgτa =
∑
ℓ,m

r2h0,ℓm(τ, ρ)E b
a ∇̄bYℓm(θ, ϕ),

δgρa =
∑
ℓ,m

r2h1,ℓm(τ, ρ)E b
a ∇̄bYℓm(θ, ϕ),

δgab =
∑
ℓ,m

r2h2,ℓm(τ, ρ)E c
(a| ∇̄c∇̄|b)Yℓm(θ, ϕ),

(A16)

where Yℓm is the spherical harmonics, Eab is the completely anti-symmetric rank-2 tensor defined on a 2-sphere, ∇̄a

is the covariant derivative with respect to the unit 2-sphere metric, and a, b, · · · ∈ {θ, ϕ}. We note that the odd-parity
perturbations are nontrivial for ℓ ≥ 1, and the function h2 is absent for ℓ = 1.
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Let us now consider the EFT action which is relevant for the odd-parity perturbations. Since parity-even operators
like δgττ and δK are at least quadratic in the odd-parity perturbations, the EFT action for the odd sector is written
as

Sodd =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
M2

⋆

2
R− Λ(r)− c(r)gττ − β̃(r)K − α(r)K̄µ

νK
ν
µ − ζ(r)n̄µ∂µg

ττ +
1

2
M2

3 (r)δK
µ
ν δK

ν
µ

]
, (A17)

up to the second order in the perturbations. We shall use this action to derive the quadratic action for the odd-parity
perturbations. In doing so, one usually performs a gauge fixing to remove a redundant degree of freedom. Let us
consider an infinitesimal coordinate transformation xµ → xµ + ϵµ with

ϵτ = ϵρ = 0, ϵa =
∑
ℓ,m

Ξℓm(τ, ρ)Eab∇̄bYℓm(θ, ϕ), (A18)

the perturbations h0, h1, and h2 are transformed as

h0 → h0 − Ξ̇, h1 → h1 − ∂ρΞ, h2 → h2 − 2Ξ. (A19)

Namely, the function Ξ corresponds to the gauge degree of freedom in the odd-parity sector. We are mostly interested in
modes with ℓ ≥ 2, where we expect to have one dynamical degree of freedom corresponding to one of the polarizations
of gravitational waves.*5 In this case, we see that the condition h2 = 0 completely fixes the gauge degree of freedom,
and hence this condition can be imposed at the level of Lagrangian [60]. Then, from Eq. (A17), one obtains a quadratic

action for h0 and h1, which can be recast in terms of a single master variable χ := ḣ1 − ∂ρh0. The master equation
(i.e., the generalized RW equation) can be written in the form of a wave equation [16],

∂2Ψ

∂r2∗
− ∂2Ψ

∂t̃2
− Veff(r)Ψ = 0, (A20)

where we have defined

r∗ :=

∫
dr

F
, t̃ := t+

∫ √
1−A

AB

αT

A+ αT
dr, Ψ :=

r3χ√
1−A (1 + αT )3/4

, (A21)

with

F (r) :=

√
B

A

A+ αT√
1 + αT

, αT (r) := − M2
3 (r)

M2
⋆ +M2

3 (r)
. (A22)

The effective potential is given by

Veff(r) =
√
1 + αT F

{√
A

B

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

r2
+

r

(1 + αT )3/4

[
F

(
(1 + αT )

1/4

r

)′ ]′}
. (A23)

Here, the r-dependent parameter αT characterizes the relative difference between the squared sound speed of gravi-
tational waves and that of light. With A = B, the generalized RW equation presented here reduces to that in §II A.
The condition for the absence of ghost/gradient instabilities can be written as [14]

M2
∗ > 0, 1 + αT (r) > 0. (A24)

It should be noted that we have assumed α+M2
3 = 0 in deriving the above master equation, as otherwise the theory

does not admit a slowly rotating black hole solution or the radial sound speed diverges at spatial infinity [14]. Actually,
this condition is automatically satisfied in shift-symmetric higher-order scalar-tensor theories [14, 54, 61].

*5 Note that an Ostrogradsky mode associated with the higher derivatives of the scalar field shows up only in the even sector, and therefore
it is irrelevant in the odd-mode analysis [54]. Similarly, in theories where the scalar field is nondynamical (e.g., the cuscuton model [55]
and its extension [56, 57], or a related theory of minimally modified gravity [58, 59]), the missing degree of freedom cannot be seen in
the odd sector. As for the dipole odd-parity perturbations (ℓ = 1), they are nondynamical and related to the slow rotation of black
holes [14].
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Appendix B: The explicit form of Eq. (27)

Starting with the wave equation (3), we obtain the following PDE:

F(r)A(r)∂2t̃Ψ+ B(r)∂t̃∂r̄Ψ+ F(r)C(r)∂t̃Ψ+ ∂2r̄Ψ+ F(r)V(r)Ψ = 0, (B1)

where

A(r) := −1− ϵ

4
− rϵ

12σ
sech2

(
r − µ

σ

)
+
ϵ

4
tanh

(
r − µ

σ

)
, (B2)

B(r) :=
√
r0
r

[
(2 + ϵ) +

rϵ

6σ
sech2

(
r − µ

σ

)]
, (B3)

C(r) := −
√
r0

24r3/2

{
6(2 + ϵ) +

rϵ

σ
sech2

(
r − µ

σ

)[
−1 +

4r

σ
tanh

(
r − µ

σ

)]}
, (B4)

V(r) := 1

12r2

{
r2(−r + r0)ϵ

σ3
sech4

(
r − µ

σ

)
+ 3

[
(−4 + ϵ)ℓ(1 + ℓ) +

3r0(4 + 3ϵ)

r
−
(
ℓ(1 + ℓ)− 3r0

r

)
ϵ tanh

(
r − µ

σ

)]
+
rϵ

σ
sech2

(
r − µ

σ

)[(
(4 + ℓ+ ℓ2)− 4r0

r

)
+

5r − 2r0
σ

tanh

(
r − µ

σ

)
+

2r(r − r0)

σ2
tanh2

(
r − µ

σ

)]}
, (B5)

F(r) := −
(r + r0)ϵ sech

2
(
r−µ
σ

)
12σ

−
r(−4 + ϵ) + r0(4 + 3ϵ) + (−r + r0)ϵ tanh

(
r−µ
σ

)
4r

, (B6)

and we have defined the tortoise coordinate so that dr̄ = dr/F(r). Note that the first term in Eq. (B1) becomes
zero at the effective horizon where F = 0. As such, the PDE does not satisfy the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL)
condition near the horizon. To satisfy the condition, we perform the following coordinate transformation:

dr̄ → dx, dt̃→ dτ̃ +

(
B
2
+

√
B2

4
+

Ar0
r

)
dx. (B7)

We then obtain the following PDE:

A(r)
(
F +

r0
r

)
∂2τ̃Ψ+ ∂2xΨ−

√
B(r)2
4

+
A(r)r0
r

∂τ̃∂xΨ+ [F(r)C(r)− ∂xK]∂xΨ+ F(r)V(r)Ψ = 0, (B8)

where K := B(r)/4 +
√

B2(r)/4 +A(r)r0/r.
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