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The ringdown phase following a binary black hole coalescence is a powerful tool for measuring
properties of the remnant black hole. Future gravitational wave detectors will increase the precision
of these measurements and may be sensitive to the environment surrounding the black hole. This
work examines how environments affect the ringdown from a binary coalescence. Our analysis
shows that for astrophysical parameters and sensitivity of planned detectors, the ringdown signal is
indistinguishable from its vacuum counterpart, suggesting that ringdown-only analyses can reliably
extract the (redshifted) mass and spin of the remnant black hole. These conclusions include models
with spectral instabilities, suggesting that these are not relevant from an observational viewpoint.
Deviations from inspiral-only estimates could then enhance the characterisation of environmental
effects present during the coalescence.

Introduction. Albeit modeling of gravitational-wave
(GW) signals from black hole (BH) mergers is most often
carried out in vacuum, the Universe is permeated with
various forms of matter, such as dark matter or inter-
stellar dust. In the vicinity of BHs, matter can accu-
mulate, leading to the formation of “environments” like
dark matter halos or accretion disks. The impact of these
structures on the GW emission from BH binaries, and the
potential to reveal properties of the constituent matter
through GWs is an active area of research [1–17].

In the last stages of a binary BH coalescence, the pro-
genitors merge and form a dynamical remnant BH, which
then relaxes to a quasi-stationary state [18, 19]. Past an
initial transient phase, the GW signal during relaxation
is well-described by a superposition of exponentially-
damped sinusoids whose frequencies correspond to the
characteristic “quasi-normal modes” (QNMs) of the final
BH [20–22]. The simplicity of the signal provides insights
into the properties of the remnant, sparking the develop-
ment of the “BH spectroscopy program” (see e.g. [23]
and references therein). In vacuum, the identification of
a single QNM frequency allows to determine the mass
and spin of the remnant BH, while measurement of more
than one QNM enables consistency tests of General Rel-
ativity [23–25]. But what exactly is the impact of as-
trophysical environments on BH spectroscopy? Do they
affect the detectability of a signal? Can we distinguish
them from the pure-vacuum case?

Astrophysical toy models with charged BHs have re-
cently shown that the fundamental QNM frequency can
shift significantly [26], a departure observed even in time-
domain evolutions. A comprehensive set of works have
established that QNMs are in general “spectrally unsta-
ble” against small perturbations in the underlying space-
time [2, 6, 27–38], which might correspond to the one
caused by astrophysical environments. However, time-

domain analyses in these same geometries showed that
the prompt, early-time ringdown signal is not affected
by spectral instabilities, questioning its relevance for GW
astronomy [36, 37, 39]. Nonetheless, from a data anal-
ysis point of view, no quantification of the effect of re-
alistic environments in BH spectroscopy has ever been
attempted.1

In this work, we investigate whether the ringdown sig-
nal in presence of a realistic BH environment can be dis-
tinguished from its vacuum counterpart. We focus on
highly asymmetric binaries, for which the environment is
expected to survive the inspiral phase. This is a conserva-
tive assumption, since environments of comparable mass
binaries are significantly more depleted [42]. We consider
the heavier binary component as a BH at the center of a
galaxy, surrounded by a halo (of dark or baryonic mat-
ter). This class of sources is a prime target for future
space-based GW detectors, such as LISA [43, 44]. Our
procedure intends to be agnostic regarding the nature
of a possible instability, using only the well-understood
vacuum waveform as a ruler to measure how well we can
differentiate environmental effects in the ringdown.
Dirty black holes. As a proxy for the galactic envi-
ronment, we consider a BH at the center of some “halo”
matter distribution. For simplicity, we take the space-
time to be spherically-symmetric with line element

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
dr2

1− 2m(r)/r
+ r2dΩ2 , (1)

1This statement concerns the dominant mode and especially
higher overtones, which are generically afflicted by stronger insta-
bilities [36]. While data-analysis oriented studies exist [40, 41], they
focus on ad hoc scalar-field profiles, or accreting Vaidya spacetimes,
less relevant from an astrophysical viewpoint.
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where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin θ2dφ2 is the line element of the
2–sphere and m(r) is the mass function of the system. A
systematic approach to construct stationary solutions for
these systems is via the “Einstein cluster” [45, 46]. This
procedure takes the configuration to be composed of a
collection of particles in all possible circular geodesics.
The effective energy-momentum tensor is equivalent to
an anisotropic fluid with vanishing radial pressure, and
only tangential pressure pt,

Tµ
ν = diag(−ρ, 0, pt, pt) . (2)

This method was used to study the evolution of binaries
in the presence of an environment with the particular
mass function [6, 47]

m(r) = MBH +
MHr

2

(aH + r)
2

(
1− 2MBH

r

)2

, (3)

where MH, aH are, respectively, the mass and character-
istic length of the halo. This profile is dominated by the
BH gravity at r ≪ aH and at large distances recovers
the mass profile of the Hernquist model, which describes
elliptical galaxies and galactic bulges [48, 49]. We also
define the compactness and density of the halo as

C =
MH

aH
and ρ ∼ C3

M2
H

, (4)

respectively. Both quantities affect the GW-response of
the system. Halos are expected to be much more mas-
sive than the central BH they host, i.e., MBH ≪ MH,
and have low compactness (C ≲ 10−4). Other astro-
physical environments, such as boson clouds composed
by ultralight fields, can have much higher compactness
(and density) [50]. The Hernquist profile is one of many
possible choices, and it is straightforward to repeat the
same procedure to find generic stationary spacetimes de-
scribing BHs dressed by matter [51, 52]. Yet, all of these
exhibit the same qualitative behavior and therefore we
focus on the mass function in Eq. (3), treat both MH

and aH as free parameters, and take it as a proxy for
generic distributions of matter around a BH.

We consider a barotropic equation of state, for which
changes in pressure, δpt,r (tangential and radial), and
density δρ, are related by the speed of sound:

δpt,r = c2st,rδρ , with cs,r =

(
2MBH + aH

r + aH

)4

. (5)

Small sound speeds lead to problems regarding the well-
posedness of the system [53], making it challenging to
solve numerically. Following [6], we choose the ad hoc
profile in Eq. (5), and from previous works we do not
expect major qualitative changes for other profiles.
Methods. We perturb the spacetime (1) by plunging
a particle into the BH [6, 13, 47, 54–59]. Without loss
of generality, the plunge is along the radial ẑ–direction,
exciting only axially symmetric polar modes. The corre-
sponding waveform is computed using recently developed

techniques of BH perturbation theory in non-vacuum
(spherically-symmetric) spacetimes [6, 13, 47, 57, 58].
Further details are found in Appendix E.1. After the
plunge, the GW signal is well-described by a superposi-
tion of exponentially damped sinusoids:2

h+=
MBH

r
Re

[ ∞∑
n=0

∞∑
ℓ=2

Aℓ0n×e−i(ωℓ0nt−ϕℓ0n)−2Yℓ0(θ, φ)

]
,

(6)
where h+ = h+(t, r, θ, φ), −2Yℓ0(θ, φ) are spin-weighted
spherical harmonics and ωℓ0n = ωR,ℓ0n + iωI,ℓ0n are the
QNM frequencies. For radial plunges and our choice of
axis, m = 0 in Eq. (6). This signal corresponds to light-
ring relaxation [31]. In vacuum, it eventually gives way,
at late times, to power-law tails from curvature back-
scattering, either when considering vacuum perturba-
tions [60–63] or infalling particles [64–68], but the struc-
ture in the presence of surrounding matter is richer, as
we will see below.

In astrophysical contexts there is a hierarchy of scales
MBH ≪ MH ≪ aH, which poses a numerically challenge
due to the required grid size compared to the BH size.
Additionally, due to the slow (polynomial) decay of the
mass density (3), the signal needs to be extracted far out-
side the halo. We thus conservatively study a range of
compactnesses that exceeds typical astrophysical values,
while the halo mass is lower than astrophysically realis-
tic. In particular, we take MH = [0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 1, 10]MBH,
while varying aH, ensuring the GW signal is always ex-
tracted outside the halo, rex ≫ aH. To avoid errors asso-
ciated with finite extraction radii, we extract the wave at
different finite radii and extrapolate the signal to infinity,
by fitting a polynomial rh(t) = h∞ + a1/r+ a2/r

2 + · · · ,
where h∞ is the waveform at I+. In all our simulations,
the particle starts the plunge at rp(t = 0) = 100MBH,
and we extract the signal at rex = [20, 40, 80, 100] aH. As
the trajectory of the particle depends on the “halo den-
sity” it encounters, i.e., dt/dτ ∝ 1/

√
A(r) (see Eq. (1),

where τ is the proper time), the strain amplitude and
instant at which the waveform peaks do depend on the
choice of compactness. Since searches will only have ac-
cess to the redshifted BH mass, we allow waveforms to be
stretched (accounting for the redshift) and shifted when
comparing signals from different configurations, in order
to maximize the faithfulness (cf. Eq. (7)), following realis-
tic GW searches. Details are provided in Appendix E.2.
We find significant evidence that GWs are indeed red-
shifted as they propagate outwards.

To understand if the ringdown of a BH surrounded by
an astrophysical environment can be distinguished from
its vacuum counterpart, we compute the faithfulness be-

2As the polarization axes are oriented along the θ and φ–
direction, the cross-polarization (h×) is zero and the GW radiation
is purely captured by h+.
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tween two waveforms h1 and h2, defined as

F ≡ max
tc,ϕc

(h1|h2)√
(h1|h1)(h2|h2)

, (7)

where tc and ϕc are, respectively, time and phase of the
signal at the coalescence. The inner product (h1|h2) is

(h1|h2) = 4Re

∫ ∞

0

h̃1(f)h̃
∗
2(f)

Sn(f)
df , (8)

where tildes indicate a Fourier transform and Sn(f) is
the one-sided power spectral density, which depends on
the specific detector. For reference, we consider the LISA
sensitivity curve [69]. We maximize over time and phase,
with phase maximization done by taking the absolute
value instead of the real part in Eq. (7) [70]. We always
take h2 to be the vacuum waveform, which serves as the
fiducial signal to compare against. Finally, we define the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) as

SNR2 = 4

∫ ∞

0

h̃∗(f)h̃(f)
Sn(f)

df . (9)

If two waveforms fulfill the criterion:

1−F <
D

2 SNR2 , (10)

for a certain choice of Sn(f) and respective SNR, they are
classified as indistinguishable [71–75] in the sense that the
deviation between two waveforms δh satisfies ⟨δh|δh⟩ < 1
(see Eqs. (8.1)–(8.2)–(8.13) in [71]). Here, D denotes the
dimension of the parameter space one considers. Note
that this criterion formally holds in the limit of high SNR
which, with increased sensitivity of future detectors, is a
well-justified assumption.
The GW signal. Consider a binary of mass ratio
q = mp/MBH, where mp is the mass of the smaller body.
We excite the ringdown with a simple head-on collision.
Figure 1 shows the time evolution of the GW strain when
a particle collides with a BH in the presence of a halo with
different compactnesses. The main features are: (i) the
early-time, dominant component is a prompt ringdown
stage corresponding to light-ring excitation and trapping.
This stage is very similar for different halo compact-
nesses, but is affected by the environment (for C = 0.1 the
signal is noticeably different). By lowering compactness,
the signal tends towards the vacuum one (black line); (ii)
after the prompt ringdown, halo modes set in (on scales
set by aH) and dominate the late-time signal. This con-
tribution is “fluid-driven” (seen before in [6]) and origi-
nates from the coupling between the matter and gravity
sector. The amplitude and frequency of halo-modes de-
pend on the compactness. We find that they oscillate
with period T ∼ aH/cs,r [6] for all setups studied. For
C = 0.1,MH = 10MBH for example, it corresponds to
aH = 100MBH, T ∼ 1500MBH, even when evolving the
system for longer timescales than shown in Fig. 1. We
expect a power-law tail on yet larger timescales, which
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FIG. 1. GW signal h+ when a pointlike particle collides with
a BH “dressed” by a halo of varying compactness and mass
MH = 10MBH. Particle begins from rest at rp = 100MBH and
the signal is extracted at rex = 3000MBH. Vacuum signal
is shown in black. All waveforms are aligned in time and
amplitude such that peak strain is at t = 0. Red dashed line
indicates presence of a “fluid-driven” tail, imprinted on the
GW signal. Inset shows zoom-in of the prompt ringdown.

our current numerical infrastructure cannot probe; (iii)
keeping halo compactness fixed while varying halo mass
and size, we find that compactness is the dominant factor
determining changes in the ringdown signal with respect
to vacuum, at least for the parameter space probed.

Faithfulness of vacuum templates. Figure 2 shows
the faithfulness (7) for varying halo mass and compact-
ness. Faithfulness approaches unity in the limit of zero
compactness, even if the total halo mass is large: the
signal is simply redshifted to lower frequencies and a
vacuum template will bias the BH mass. Indeed, for
e.g. M = MBH, aH = 58MBH, our best match is achieved
for a redshift α = 0.978, compared to the “expected” red-
shift ∼ 1 −MH/aH = 0.982. For small C, the mismatch
1−F decreases as a power-law. Counter-intuitively, lower
halo masses thus allow to probe a larger range of com-
pactness. This can be explained from Eq. (4): for fixed
compactness, lower halo masses actually increase the den-
sity of the halo close to the BH, making the impact on
the ringdown more severe. However, for low enough halo
masses the rise of the plateau (displayed by the curves at
high compactness) will prevent the environment discrim-
ination, as intuitively expected. For large compactnesses,
the results showcase a complex behavior: as we allow the
template to redshift, the result displays nontrivial fea-
tures at large densities and compactnesses.

To understand whether the ringdown signal can be
distinguished from vacuum, the faithfulness should be
compared against the expected SNR from astrophysi-
cal events (10). Taking LISA as an example, using
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FIG. 2. SNR required to distinguish the ringdown signal from
vacuum for different compactnesses and a given value of halo
mass, using the criterion (10) and D = 10. For a given SNR
(determining an horizontal line) and halo mass curve, only
the region of compactness right of the intersection between
the horizontal line and the curve is distinguishable from vac-
uum. The black horizontal line represents a putative signal
from SgrA∗ with q = 10−5 (11). Given its SNR, the signal
can be distinguished from vacuum for high compactness: the
blue (red) diagonal-line region for MH = 0.1MBH (MBH). The
right axis shows the corresponding mismatch value (without
assuming a value for D). Coloured dash-dotted lines are a
power-law fit through the last few points. The error in the
shaded regions comes from extrapolating the waveform keep-
ing 1/r and up to 1/r3 terms.

Eq. (3.12b) in [24] and Eq. (4.12) in [19], we find

SNR = 2.9× 104
( q

10−5

)(
MBH

4.8× 106M⊙

)3/2

×
(
8.3 kpc

DL

)(
3.8× 10−40 Hz−1

Sn(f)

)1/2

,

(11)

where we consider the fundamental mode MBH ω200 =
0.374, typical values for the LISA sensitivity curve [69],
and we take SgrA∗ as reference, with mass MSgrA∗ =
4.8 × 106M⊙ and located at DL = 8.3 kpc [76–78].3 Us-
ing Eq. (10) with D = 10, we find that when 1 − F <
5.9 × 10−9 the signal cannot be distinguished from vac-
uum for the benchmark parameters in (11). From Fig. 2,
we see that, for e.g. MH = 0.1MBH, any halo with
C ≲ O(10−3) is indistinguishable using ringdown, even
in the overly optimistic scenario of a signal from SgrA∗.
Note that mergers of supermassive BHs are predicted to
be exceptionally loud but also more distant, resulting
in similar or lower SNR [79]. As part of the surround-
ing environment could be depleted in such mergers, the

3Eq. (11) agrees with Eq. (3.21) in [24] for equal-mass binaries
and their (outdated) LISA noise curve. Note however, that the
dependence on mass ratio in (11) is q/(1 + q)2, which becomes
relevant only for equal masses.
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FIG. 3. Mismatch for various values of ϵ, which quantifies the
modification to the potential (12). 1 − F goes down exactly
as ϵ2, showcasing that mode instabilities do not affect obser-
vations to any significant degree. Blue line uses “polynomial
initial data” from [30, 32, 84], while orange line has Gaussian
initial data with a width MBH. The inset shows the effective
potential experienced by GWs, with ϵ = 0.1 (12).

scenario we consider is expected to be conservative, sug-
gesting our conclusions hold even in this case.
There are two interesting applications of our results in

the context of the Milky Way. The GRAVITY collabora-
tion constrained the mass within the orbit of the S2 star
(highly eccentric, we take it to have radius ∼ 104M)
to be ≲ 10−3M , using a Plummer profile or one ap-
propriate for bosonic bound states [78, 80]. From the
MH scaling of our results, we find that for a collision
at the center of our galaxy to discriminate an environ-
ment via ringdown, then aH ≲ 102MBH. In addition, at
larger scales, the Milky Way bulge stellar mass is of order
(2.0 ± 0.3) × 1010M⊙ with a redshift of order 10−6 [81].
Figure 2 leaves little room for doubt: BH spectroscopy
will not be able to inform us on physics at these scales.
Sources farther away will have a SNR too low to dis-

tinguish any value of the compactness from the vac-
uum waveform. Since realistic galactic halos have C ≲
10−4 [82, 83], we conclude that environments cannot be
distinguished with ringdown, using currently planned de-
tectors.
Spectral instability. The QNM spectrum of BHs is
unstable under small perturbations or couplings to mat-
ter [27, 36]. Our case study contains instabilities for
the fundamental mode, and we concluded for their non-
observability. We now show that high-frequency, spec-
trally unstable perturbations are stable insofar as obser-
vations go. Resorting to the toy model of Ref. [30, 32],
the effective potential for GW propagation gets deformed
by

δV =

(
1− 2MBH

r

)
ϵ

r2
sin

(
2πk

2MBH

r

)
, (12)

where we fix k = 10. Despite the presence of spectral
instability (in high overtones) [30, 32], the faithfulness
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decreases with ϵ2 as shown in Fig. 3: it is “spectrally
stable”. There will be no impact on observations.

Discussion. BH spectroscopy is an indispensable tool
for studying astrophysical and fundamental properties of
BHs. With the increased sensitivity of future GW de-
tectors, it will become possible to probe ringdown more
accurately, and in different frequency ranges. This opens
the interesting possibility of using BH ringdown to probe
environments, a prospect made even more exciting with
the discovery that the BH spectrum is unstable [2, 6, 27–
38]. In this work, we studied this question, using a model
that resembles dark matter densities in typical galactic
environments. For realistic values of environment pa-
rameters, we find that the leading-order effect is simply
a redshift of the fundamental frequency. This may be
thought of as a propagation effect, as the GW climbs
out of the gravitational potential of matter. We stud-
ied only non-spinning BHs, possibly a conservative ap-
proach, since spin may add one more degeneracy knob
on the search.

At leading order and large SNR, the error on the mea-
surement of the BH mass yields [24]

σMBH

MBH
≈ 2

SNR
, (13)

suggesting that, even if the BH mass is known a priori,
e.g. from inspiral-only analysis or electromagnetic coun-
terparts, SNR ∼ aH/MH is required to distinguish an
event from vacuum. For galactic environments, this re-
quires unreasonably loud events [25, 85]. The take-home
message is that BH quality factors are too small for en-
vironments to significantly impact spectroscopy.

Atomic and molecular spectroscopy in environments
is well-understood. Among others, the Stark effect con-
tributes to a distortion of spectral Balmer lines in plas-
mas [86–88]. Environments can in principle also affect
BH spectroscopy, but for the foreseeable future they will
not. Nevertheless, if used in conjunction with measure-
ments of the inspiral, one may use this to our advan-
tage to e.g. remove redshift degeneracies or obtain in-
formation on environmental properties through pre/post
merger consistency tests. As seen in Fig. 1, environments
do affect the very late time behavior of coalescences, pos-
sibly amplifying tail amplitudes [64–67], a topic which
deserves further scrutiny.
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END MATTER

E.1. Numerical setup: a plunging particle

We study the response from the BH surrounded by
the environment with BH perturbation theory for non-
vacuum spacetimes [6, 13, 47, 57, 58], where both the
metric and the anisotropic fluid characterizing the halo
are perturbed at linear order in the small mass ratio
q = mp/MBH. Due to the spherical symmetry of the
background, perturbations can be divided in two decou-
pled classes, axial and polar, depending on how they be-
have under parity transformations [54–56]. In this work,
we are concerned with the polar sector as it is here that
the matter and gravity perturbations are coupled.

Details on the derivations of the equations of motion
governing the evolution of the perturbations can be found
in [6]. Schematically, they are given by a set of 3 wave-
like equations

L̂ϕ = Âϕ,r∗ + Âϕ+ Sp , (14)

where ϕ = (S,K, δρ), S andK are functions representing
perturbations of the metric and δρ is the perturbation of
the matter density profile. Lv = v2∂2/∂r2∗ − ∂2/∂t2 is

a wave operator and L̂ϕ =
(
L1ϕ1,L1ϕ2,Lcsr

ϕ3

)
. The

coefficient matrices of the homogeneous part Â and B̂
are the same as in [6], with the difference in the setup
being the source term Sp, representing the radial plunge
of the small body.

The latter is represented by a point-particle with
world-line xµ

p(τ), four-velocity uµ
p = dxµ

p/dτ and stress-
energy tensor:

Tµν
p = mp

∫
uµ
pu

ν
p

δ(4)
(
xµ − xµ

p(τ)
)

√−g
dτ , (15)

where τ is the proper time related to coordinate time via

dt

dτ
=

Ep√
A(rp)

. (16)

Here, Ep is the energy of the point particle [6] and A(r)
the gtt component of the metric, see Eq. (1). We do not
consider backreaction on the orbit due to GW emission,
i.e., we assume the particle follows geodesic radial mo-
tion, determined by

drp
dt

= −
√

A(rp)B(rp)

√
1− A(rp)

E2
p

, (17)

where B(r) = 1− 2m(r)/r. Since we take the plunge to
be along the radial ẑ–direction, such that θp = φp = 0,
only m = 0 modes are excited.

Following the same procedure as [6], we find Sp =

q (Sp
1 , S

p
2 , S

p
3 ) with coefficients:

Sp
1 = −8

√
π

Ep

√
2ℓ+ 1

A

r3
(
E2

p −A
)√

AB δr ,

Sp
2 = −4

√
π

Ep

√
2ℓ+ 1

A

r2

√
AB δr ,

Sp
3 = −2

√
π

Ep

√
2ℓ+ 1

ρ+ 2pt
r2

(
2E2

p −A
)√

AB δr ,

δr ≡ δ(r − rp(t)) ,

(18)

where we suppressed dependencies on r. Numerically,
the Dirac delta representing the point particle is approx-
imated by a smoothed Gaussian-like distribution.

δ(x− xp(t)) =
exp

[
−(x− xp(t))

2/2λ2
p

]
√
2πλp

, (19)

where λp is sufficiently small to ensure numerical conver-
gence as λp → 0. Typically, we take λp ≈ 4dx, where dx
is the grid discretization step.
The time-domain code follows earlier work [6, 26] and

has a uniformly spaced grid in tortoise coordinates r∗

dr∗
dr

=
1√
AB

. (20)

To avoid boundary effects spoiling the numerical evolu-
tion, we place the inner and outer boundary sufficiently
far away such that they cannot affect the system at the
extraction radius. The evolution equations (14) are then
integrated with a two-step Lax-Wendroff algorithm that
uses second-order finite differences [59]. Due to diver-
gences at the horizon, we cut off the matter distribu-
tion and the sound speed at some radius rcut. We use
rcut = 2.1MBH, but we checked the qualitative results
are independent of this. For initial data, we set all per-
turbations to 0, and apply a window function to Sp to
start the particle smoothly, and reduce the initial junk
radiation.
From the evolved variables ϕ (14), we can construct

the Zerilli-Moncrief [55] function in the near-vacuum re-
gion as

Zℓm =
r

n+ 1

[
K(r) +

A(r)

n+ 3(MBH +MH)/r

×
(
H2(r)− r

∂K

∂r

)]
,

(21)

where n = ℓ(ℓ + 1)/2 − 1 and H2(r) can be found in
Eq. (47) in [6]. This function controls the radiative de-
grees of freedom of the gravitational field and is related
to the GWs polarizations by

(h+ − ih×)ℓm =
1

r

√
(ℓ+ 2)!

(ℓ− 2)!
Zℓm −2Yℓm(θ, φ)+O

(
1

r2

)
,

(22)
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where −2Yℓm(θ, φ) are the spin-weighted spherical har-
monics with s = 2. For radial plunges, the cross-
polarization h× is zero and the GW radiation is fully
determined by h+.

E.2. Waveform alignment and extrapolation

Due to the slow polynomial decay of the halo mass (see
Eq. (3)), it is important to extract the signal far outside
the halo, i.e., rex ≫ aH. In addition, to mitigate any
systematic error arising from extracting at a finite radius,
the signal is extrapolated to infinity. This procedure is
outlined below.

Each GW signal is extracted at 4 different radii,
namely rex = [20, 40, 80, 100]aH. At each radius, we lo-
cate the peak of the strain h+ and we truncate the wave-
form roughly ∼ 10MBH before the peak until the tail
sets in. Subsequently, the waveforms are “rescaled” rel-
ative to the waveform extracted at the largest radius. In
particular, labelling the latter as as h1, we allow the (to-
be-shifted) waveform h2 to undergo a stretching α and a

time shift t0 according to

ĥ2 =

∫
dt eiω(t−t0)h(αt) = e−iω̂αt0 h̃2(ω̂) , (23)

where a tilde denotes the Fourier transform and t = t̂/α
and ω̂ = ωα. The parameters α and t0 are then de-

termined by maximizing the faithfulness F(ĥ2, h1) (7),
i.e., maxα,t0 F . Since the waveforms are extracted at
varying radii but correspond to the same halo config-
uration, the deviations in α and t0 are minimal: typ-
ically α ∼ 1 and t0 ∼ 0. The waveform is then ex-
trapolated to infinity by fitting a Chebyshev polynomial
rh(t) = h∞ + a1(1/r) + a2(1/r

2) + · · · , where h∞ repre-
sents the waveform at future null infinity. In our fit, we
include the first two orders, yet an error estimate coming
from the first and third order are included in Fig. 2.
With the waveforms extrapolated to infinity, we can

now compare the ringdown signal from different halo con-
figurations. Conform to realistic GW searches, we again
apply the transformation from Eq. (23), taking the refer-
ence waveform h1 to be the vacuum one. In this context,
α acquires a clear physical meaning: it represents the
overall redshift induced by the presence of the halo.
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