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This study delves into the existence of dark matter around supermassive black holes in galactic
cores using a novel gravitational model. By analyzing gravitational waves emitted during the ring-
down phase of black holes under different field perturbations, we explore the potential for detecting
dark matter. The model hypothesizes that the dark matter distribution around black hole is driven
by a mechanism where dark energy endows gravitons with mass, thereby forming a new spacetime
structure. Results reveal that as relevant parameters increase, the quasinormal modes (QNMs)
exhibit a gradual reduction in real parts, with negative imaginary parts whose absolute values also
decrease. Moreover, compared to gravitational wave signals from Schwarzschild black hole without
dark matter, this system demonstrates significant differences in oscillation modes and frequencies.
This achievement not only validates the self-consistency of the new gravitational model but also
lays a theoretical foundation for subsequent gravitational wave detection within dark matter. Si-
multaneously, it provides new theoretical support for understanding the mechanism of dark energy
in large-scale cosmic structures and broadens the research perspective on the relationships between
black hole physics, dark matter, and dark energy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the LIGO and Virgo successfully detected the
gravitational wave signals generated by the merger of bi-
nary black holes in 2016 [1–3], the existence of gravita-
tional waves has been confirmed. This significant discov-
ery has sparked a new upsurge in observing gravitational
waves [4–6] and has promoted significant progress in the
field of astronomy. During the coalescence process of bi-
nary black holes, the system usually undergoes the initial
inspiral, merger, and ringdown stages [7]. The ringdown
stage can be characterized by the superposition of com-
plex frequency damped exponentials and is defined as
QNMs [8–11]. Specifically, the real part represents the os-
cillation frequency of the gravitational wave (i.e., the vi-
bration period), while the imaginary part represents the
damping rate of the vibration, reflecting the rate at which
the vibration weakens over time [12, 13]. In the context of
black holes, QNMs can describe the process of emitting
gravitational waves after being perturbed. It is worth
noting that these frequencies depend only on the param-
eters identifying the black holes. Therefore, QNMs can
serve as a crucial tool for us to explore black holes [14–
16]. Through the analysis of these QNMs, researchers
can obtain detailed information about the structure of
black holes, such as the mass and spin of black holes,
and may even reveal the extreme material environment
surrounding black holes [17–19].
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Dark matter, as an important component in the uni-
verse, has a significant impact on the astronomical en-
vironment around black holes [20–22]. Research shows
that the contribution rate of dark matter to the total
mass of galaxies can be as high as 90%. Meanwhile, as-
tronomical observations and theoretical predictions indi-
cate that supermassive black holes exist at the centers of
most galaxies. The powerful gravitational fields of these
black holes will significantly affect the distribution pat-
terns of the surrounding dark matter, causing the dark
matter to exhibit specific structures in the regions close
to the black holes [23–25]. Gondolo et al. adopted the
Newtonian approximation method and derived for the
first time the density distribution of dark matter around
the black hole at the center of the Milky Way [26], and
pointed out that under the accretion of the black hole,
dark matter will form a spike structure. Xu et al. com-
bined the NFW profile of the dark matter halo with the
spike structure and further derived the space-time geom-
etry of black holes immersed in dark matter [27]. Liu
et al. utilized the mass model of M87* and the Einasto
profile in the cold dark matter model to describe the
structure of the dark matter halo [28]. However, to date,
researchers have primarily employed numerical simula-
tion methods to investigate the effects of dark matter,
while its existence is inferred from observations of grav-
itational effects on galaxies and other large-scale cosmic
structures [25, 29–35]. Presently, the nature of this enig-
matic substance remains elusive [36]. On the other hand,
with the continuous deepening of astronomical observa-
tions, especially the precise measurements of supernova
explosions and cosmic microwave background radiation,
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the results show that the universe is in a stage of acceler-
ated expansion, and this phenomenon reveals the possi-
bility of the existence of dark energy [37–41]. The prop-
erties of dark energy are usually considered to be related
to the quantum vacuum energy and may eventually lead
the universe into a de Sitter state of permanent expan-
sion [42, 43]. However, if dark energy is the cause of the
quantum vacuum energy, the huge difference between the
theoretically calculated vacuum energy density and the
observed value has sparked disputes about the nature of
dark energy. Recently, Nader Inan et al., inspired by the
Higgs mechanism that gives photons mass in supercon-
ductors, proposed that dark energy may give gravitons
mass [44]. This causes the classical Newtonian gravita-
tional potential to be corrected into a form similar to the
Yukawa potential [44]. Using the Yukawa potential, the
dark matter model in cosmology can be effectively ob-
tained [45]. Moreover, it can connect baryonic matter,
emergent dark matter and dark energy [36, 46].

Black holes serve as a large laboratory for testing grav-
itational theories. When this model is combined with
black holes, a unique spacetime geometry is formed [47].
Against this backdrop, it has become an interesting topic
to conduct in-depth research on the behavior of the quasi-
normal modes of this spacetime geometry under the per-
turbations of various fields. By calculating and analyz-
ing the quasi-normal modes under this specific spacetime
geometry, we can not only test the validity of this emerg-
ing dark matter model, but also are expected to reveal
the potential interaction mechanism between dark mat-
ter and black holes, thus providing new clues for an in-
depth understanding of the nature of dark energy and
the behavior of gravity in strong gravitational fields.

The structure of this paper is arranged as follows: In
Section II, we introduce the black hole metric of dark
matter formed by dark energy [47], and constrain the
ranges of the parameters λG and η by simulating the
M87∗ galaxy. The equations of motion under the per-
turbations of the matter field and gravitational pertur-
bations are derived. In Section III, we introduce two nu-
merical calculation methods commonly used in the study
of the quasinormal mode problem, namely the WKB ap-
proximation method and the time-domain method. In
Section IV, the ringing waveform is obtained by solving
in the time domain, and the variation of the quasinormal
mode frequencies of black holes is explored. The last sec-
tion is our summary. In this paper, we mainly use the
units of (c = G = 1).

II. PERTURBATIONS OF THE BLACK - HOLE
MODEL FIELD OF THE DARK - MATTER

UNDER THE DOMINATION OF DARK ENERGY

In this section, we study the black hole model of dark
matter dominated by dark energy, which adopts the
spherically symmetric metric derived from the literature.
The specific form is as follows [47]:

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + 1

f(r)
dr2 + r2dΩ2 (1)

where, dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2, representing the angular
element metric of the spherically symmetric space. f(r)
is the metric function that describes the spacetime out-
side the black hole and is given by:

f(r) = e−
2η
r e

− r
λG − 2M

r
(2)

In this metric, λG represents a Newtonian gravitational
shielding length parameter with a superconducting-like
property arising from the existence of dark energy. This
parameter describes the shielding effect that gravity may
experience on a large scale, that is, the gravitational in-
teraction may be weakened or shielded after exceeding a
specific length scale λG. Specifically, λG is defined as:
λG = 1√

2Λ
, where Λ is a cosmological constant that is

closely related to the properties of dark energy. Another
parameter η characterizes the distribution of dark mat-
ter and is related to the mass distribution of baryons.
When η = 0, the above metric degenerates into the clas-
sic Schwarzschild Black Hole metric.

Herein, it is of great significance to determine the pa-
rameter ranges. Our aim is to delimit the value ranges
of the parameters η and λG at the 3σ (99.7%) con-
fidence level. The symbol σ represents the probabil-
ity that the true parameter values are contained within
this interval at the preset confidence level. Consider-
ing the supermassive black hole in the M87* galaxy,
at the 3σ confidence level, as reported in the literature
[47], the range of the black hole shadow radius Rsh is
2.546M ≤ Rsh ≤ 7.846M . We re-analyze the variation of
the shadow radius with respect to the parameters λG and
η under the condition that the massM of the M87* black
hole is 1

2 . The results are shown in Figure 1. It can be ob-
served that as λG and η increase, the black hole shadow
radius Rsh shows an obvious trend of change. Specifi-
cally, when λG increases from a relatively small value,
the shadow radius Rsh also increases accordingly, which
indicates that the gravitational shielding effect becomes
more pronounced as λG increases. Similarly, an increase
in η also leads to an increase in the shadow radius, re-
flecting the impact of the distribution of dark matter on
the black hole shadow region. The red dashed line in the
figure represents the 3σ confidence interval.

Inspired by Figure 1 and literature [47], we can finally
constrain the ranges of the parameters η and λG as shown
in Table I.
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FIG. 1: Constraints on η using the actual data of the
Event Horizon Telescope (EHT). The red dashed line is
the 3σ confidence interval of M87∗. The labeled value is
the upper limit of η, and when η = 0, it represents the
situation of a Schwarzschild black hole without being
surrounded by dark matter.

BHs Observatory Fixed parameter Range

M87* EHT
η = 0.4 0.09978 ≤ λG ≤ 6.113
λG = 2 0 ≤ η ≤ 0.94

TABLE I: Upon the fixation of the values of parame-
ters η and λG, the observational data pertaining to the
black hole shadow of M87*, as procured by the EHT, is
harnessed to delimit the value range of an alternative pa-
rameter within the precincts of the 3σ range.

A. Perturbations of the Scalar Field and
Electromagnetic Field

In this section, we discuss the evolution equations of
the massless scalar field and the electromagnetic field in
the background of the spherically symmetric metric. The
evolution equations of these fields are described in the

generally covariant form as follows:

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂νΦ) = 0, (3)

1√
−g

∂µ(Fρσg
ρνgσν

√
−g) = 0. (4)

Here, g is the determinant of the metric tensor, gµν is the
contravariant form of the metric, Φ is the wave function
Φ(t, r, θ, ϕ) of the scalar field, Fρσ = ∂ρA

σ − ∂σA
ρ, and

Aν is the electromagnetic four-vector. Moreover, due to
the spherical symmetry of the metric, we assume that the
evolution of the fields is independent of rotation. There-
fore, we can neglect the complex evolutions of the angular
variables θ and ϕ, and decompose the wave function as
follows:

Φ(t, r, θ, ϕ) =
e−iωt

r
Ψ(r)Y m

l (θ, ϕ), (5)

Here, ω corresponds to the frequency of the wave func-
tion, Ψ is the radial wave function, l is the multipole
angular quantum number with l = 0, 1, 2, · · · , m cor-
responds to the magnetic quantum number, and in our
discussion, m takes the value of 0. Y m

l is the spherical
harmonic function of Hamilton. The transverse equation
of equation (3) is expressed as follows:

1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θ∂θPlm)− m2

sin2 θ
Plm = −l(l + 1)Plm, (6)

To simplify equations (3) and (4), we introduce the tor-
toise coordinate (r∗), which is defined as:

r∗ =

∫
dr

f(r)
. (7)

The introduction of the tortoise coordinate enables the
evolution equations of the scalar field and the electro-
magnetic field to be transformed into a form similar to
the Schrödinger equation:

d2ψs

dr2∗
+ (ω2 − V (r))ψs = 0. (8)

V (r) =

(
e−

2η
r e

− r
λG − 2M

r

)
(
l(l + 1)

r2
+

(1− s)

(
2M
r2 + e−

2η
r e

− r
λG

(
2ηe

− r
λG

1
r2 + 2ηe

− r
λG

rλG

))
r

). (9)

Here, l is the multipole angular quantum number,
which is restricted by the spin parameter s: l ≥ s. When
s = 0, it is the effective potential of the scalar field, and
when s = 1, it corresponds to the effective potential of
the electromagnetic field.

B. Axial Gravitational Perturbations of the Black
Hole Model of Dark Matter under the Dominance of

Dark Energy

Perturbations of the gravitational field are important
means for studying the structure of black holes, as they
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can reveal information about the geometry of space-
time [48]. In the case of studying the excitation of the
spin field, gravitational perturbations are also known as
metric perturbations. It consists of the following two
parts: Background metric: It describes the static space-
time where the black hole is located.Linear perturbation:
It describes the impact of small perturbations (such as
waves, falling particles or celestial bodies) on the back-
ground metric. In this case, the metric tensor can be
approximately expressed as:

gµν = (0)gµν + hµν . (10)

Among them, the background metric of the black hole in
the dark matter can be expressed as

(0)gµν = diag(−f(r), 1

f(r)
, r2, r2 sin2 θ). (11)

Here, f(r) describes the geometric structure of the black
hole in the dark matter. hµν is a linear small perturba-
tion with hµν ≪ (0)gµν . It can be further divided into
axial perturbations and polar perturbations;

hµν = haxialµν + hpolarµν . (12)

In this paper, we only consider the axial gravitational
perturbations, which simplifies the calculations.For ax-
ial gravitational perturbations, the Regge-Wheeler (RW)
gauge can be adopted. Under this gauge, the metric of
the axial gravitational perturbations [49] can be written
as:

haxialµν =

 0 0 0 h0
0 0 0 h1
0 0 0 0
h0 h1 0 0

 sin θ∂θPl(cos θ). (13)

Pl(cos θ) is the Legendre polynomial of order l, which
describes the angular dependence. For a static and spher-
ically symmetric black hole, the magnetic quantum num-
ber m = 0, and ho and h1 are functions of t and r.
The perturbed Christoffel symbols can be expressed as

Γµ
νλ = (0)Γµ

νλ + δΓµ
νλ. (14)

δΓµ
vλ is a small correction caused by the perturbation and

is given by

δΓµ
vλ =

1

2
(0)gµρ(hρλ;v + hρv;λ − hvλ;ρ). (15)

The perturbation of the Ricci tensor is then expressed as

Rµν = (0)Rµν + δRµν , (16)

Here, we neglect the influence of dark matter on the
perturbation, because compared with the modified back-
ground geometry, such a perturbation is negligible [50].
Therefore, the master equation for the axial gravitational
perturbation can be expressed as

δRµν = 0. (17)

Substituting equations (10) and (13) into the master
equation (17) for the axial gravitational perturbation, the
non-zero components δR24 and δR34 of the gravitational
perturbation equation can be expanded as

∂2h1
∂t2

− ∂

∂r

(
∂

∂t
h0

)
+

2

r

∂

∂t
h0 −

(ff ′ + 2r − f [2l(l + 1)− 2rf ′ − 4f ])

2r2
h1 = 0 (18)

and

− 1

f

∂

∂t
h0 + f

∂

∂r
h1 + f ′h1 = 0. (19)

The symbols ′ and ′′ correspond to the first-order
derivative and the second-order derivative respectively.
Solve for ∂

∂th0 in (19) and substitute it into (18).
After simple algebraic operations and the introduction

of new variables.

h1 =
r

f(r)
ψ, (20)

and

dr∗ =
dr

f(r)
. (21)

After that, the wave equation for the axial gravitational
perturbation of the black hole in dark matter can be ob-
tained from equation (18).

∂2

∂t2
ψ(t, r)− ∂2

∂r2∗
ψ(t, r) + V (r)ψ(t, r) = 0, (22)

,
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V (r) =

(
e−

2η
r e

− r
λG − 2M

r

) −6M + l(l + 1)r − 6e
− (2ηe

− r
λG )

r
− r

λG η(r+λG)
λG

r3
. (23)

We briefly discuss the relevant characteristics of the ef-
fective potential surrounding the black hole based on the
dark matter. The analysis of the effective potential plays
a crucial role in studying the quasinormal modes, oscil-
lation frequencies and damping rates of black holes. By
analyzing the potential changes caused by various param-
eters, we can further study the dependence of the QNMs
under different parameters.

As shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3, the potential en-
ergy curves reveal the changing trends under different
gravitational field perturbations. With the increase of
the parameter η, the potential barrier shows a decreasing
trend compared with that of the Schwarzschild black hole
(η = 0), which means that the black hole has stronger
resistance to perturbations when the value of η is lower.
Specifically, a higher potential barrier usually makes it
more difficult for perturbations to penetrate, thus result-
ing in enhanced resistance of the black hole to perturba-
tions. In addition, when studying the dynamics of com-
plex systems, the influence of the spin parameter on the
dynamic behavior of the system cannot be ignored. In
Figure 2 and Figure 3, the left, middle and right fig-
ures respectively represent the effective potential energy
change curves of the scalar field (s = 0), the electromag-
netic field (s = 1) and the axial gravitational pertur-
bation (s = 2). The analysis of the dependence of the
potential barrier on the spin parameter s shows that as
s increases, the height of the potential barrier decreases
significantly.

In the face of a higher potential barrier, the perturba-
tion waves will encounter greater resistance and the en-
ergy consumption speed will also accelerate, which leads
to a more rapid change in the spacetime structure near
the black hole. Therefore, it is particularly important
to study the response degree of perturbations to the dy-
namic characteristics of black holes, and these changes
directly affect the QNMs spectrum of black holes.

III. NUMERICAL METHODS FOR
QUASINORMAL MODES

The ringdown phase of gravitational wave oscillations
is a complex nonlinear physical process, and its under-
lying mechanism can be analyzed in depth through the
theory of quasinormal modes [8]. When the spacetime
structure of a black hole is perturbed, a series of dis-
crete vibration modes will be excited, and these modes
represent the inherent frequencies and damping charac-
teristics of the black hole [10, 51]. In this section, we will
use the WKB (Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin) method and
the time-domain method to study the characteristics of

these vibration modes.

A. WKB Method

Over the present period of time, researchers use var-
ious methods to study quasinormal modes, and dif-
ferent methods have their own advantages and limi-
tations. Among them, a particularly elegant method
is the WKB (Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin) approximation
method. This method is initially proposed by Schutz
and Will [52] in the context of black hole scattering the-
ory and is subsequently extended by Iyer, Will, Kono-
plya [50, 53, 54] and others. When applying the WKB
approximation method, we usually focus on the radial
part ψ(r) of the perturbation field. This perturba-
tion field has already separated the time dependence
through Fourier transformation and the angular depen-
dence through scalar, vector or tensor spherical harmon-
ics suitable for specific problems. Equations (8) and (22)
can be reformulated as:

d2ψ

dr2∗
+

(
ω2 − Veff

)
ψ = 0 (24)

Here, r∗ is the ”tortoise coordinate”, which is defined
in such a way that as the black hole horizon is approached
(r → rp), r∗ → −∞, and when approaching spatial infin-
ity (r → ∞), r∗ → ∞. The underlying potential energy
function Veff(r∗) tends to constant values at the two lim-
its where r∗ → ±∞, although these two constants can
be different. In particular, Veff(r∗) reaches its maximum
value near r∗ = 0. The asymptotically flat form of the
perturbation field can be described as:

ψ ∼ e−iωr∗ , r∗ → −∞, (25)

ψ ∼ eiωr∗ , r∗ → +∞. (26)

The boundary conditions of the black hole event imply
that there are only incoming waves at the event hori-
zon of the black hole (since no waves can escape), while
at spatial infinity there are only outgoing waves and no
waves enter. The numerical method using the sixth-order
WKB formula is employed to determine the QNMs. This
method relies on performing WKB expansions on the
wave function both at the event horizon and in the far
spatial region, and then matching them after the Tay-
lor expansion of the effective potential at the peak point
of the potential barrier. This potential has two extreme
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FIG. 2: It shows how the effective potential energies of the scalar field, electromagnetic field and gravitational field
of the black hole surrounded by the dark matter dominated by dark energy vary with the tortoise coordinate under
specific parameter settings. Here, we set M = 1/2, l = 2, and λG = 2, and analyze the changes in the effective
potential energy under different values of η.
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FIG. 3: It shows how the effective potential energies of the scalar field, electromagnetic field and gravitational field
of the black hole surrounded by the dark matter dominated by dark energy vary with the tortoise coordinate. Here,
we set M = 1/2, l = 2, and η = 0.4, and analyze the changes in the effective potential energy under different values
of λG.

points and exhibits the characteristic of monotonic decay.
Therefore, the following equation needs to be solved:

i(ω2 − V0)√
−2V ′′

0

∣∣∣∣
r=r∗

−
6∑

i=2

Λ̃i = n+
1

2
. (27)

Among them, V0 represents the maximum value of the
effective potential, and V ′′

0 is the second-order deriva-
tive with respect to the tortoise coordinate. Λj(n) is
the correction term of the j-th order WKB method [55],
and r = r∗ is the tortoise coordinate at the maximum
potential energy of the QNMs. Similarly, in this work,
we mainly calculate the frequencies of the fundamental
quasinormal modes, that is, the case where n = 0.

B. Time-domain Method

In order to obtain the dynamic evolution in the space-
time under the gravitational perturbation of the black
hole in the M87* galaxy, we adopted the time-domain
method. Firstly, the gravitational perturbation wave
equation (24) was reformulated in the form of using the
light-cone coordinates u = t − r∗ and v = t + r∗. Un-
der this transformation, this axial gravitational perturba-
tion equation can be reformulated under the time-domain
method as follows:

4
∂2ψ

∂u∂v
+ V (r)ψ = 0 (28)

Equation (28) is directly related to the effective poten-
tial of the effective dark matter black hole. By utilizing
the difference formula, we can discretize this equation,
and the relationship between adjacent elements is:

ψ(N) = ψ(W ) + ψ(E)− ψ(S)−∆2 (V (W )ψ(W ) + V (E)ψ(E))

8
+ o(∆4) (29)
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Among them, the marking methods for each point are
as follows: N = (u + ∆, v + ∆), W = (u + ∆, v), E =
(u, v+∆), S = (u, v). If we know the values of ψ at points
W , E and S, we can obtain the value of ψ at point N
through the difference equation (29).

ψ(u = u0, v) = e−
(v−vc)

2

2σ2 , ψ(u, v = v0) = 0 (30)

The initial data are set to satisfy equation (30) on the
null surfaces u = u0 and v = v0. Here, vc is a parameter
of the Gaussian wave packet.

In order to extract the frequencies of the quasinor-
mal modes from the obtained time-domain profiles, we
adopted the Prony method, which fits the signal by rep-
resenting it as a sum of damped exponential functions:

ψ(t) ≈
p∑

i=1

Cie
−iωit (31)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS OF
QUASINORMAL MODES OF BLACK HOLES IN

THE DARK MATTER OF M87*

In the previous section, we preliminarily explore the
calculation methods for quasinormal modes, with a par-
ticular focus on the time-domain method and the WKB
approximation. By solving equation (28), we obtain the
ringing waveforms for different values of the parameters
λG and η. The evolution of the Gaussian pulse is shown
in Figure 4 and Figure 5.
The left, middle and right figures respectively corre-

spond to the quasinormal mode curves of the scalar field,
electromagnetic field and axial gravitational field pertur-
bations. In Figure 4, we display the time evolution of
the quasinormal modes of the black hole at the center of
the M87* galaxy in the dark matter and in the vacuum
case (i.e., η = 0). In the case of η = 0, the system is
simplified to the classic Schwarzschild black hole model,
and the attenuation characteristics of the wave packet
are consistent with the predictions of the classical grav-
itational field theory. It can be seen that as the param-
eter η increases, the influence of η on the perturbation
waveform is not obvious in the initial stage of oscillation.
However, when the system enters the quasinormal mode
stage, the increase in the parameter causes the oscilla-
tion waveform to become flatter compared to the case of
the Schwarzschild black hole, and the attenuation time
of the wave packet also increases significantly. This indi-
cates that the damping effect of the system is weakened,
meaning that the system has a more persistent response
to external excitations.

We used the Prony method to extract the first-order
(n = 0) quasinormal mode frequencies from Figure 4
and Figure 5. This method fits N data points by se-
lecting the required number of pure damped exponential

functions. When calculating the quasinormal mode of
scalar perturbations for the Schwarzschild case (l = 2),
the result we obtained was 0.967771 − 0.192623i. This
result shows a good agreement compared with the result
0.967284− 0.193532i obtained by the 6-th WKB method
and the result 0.967284 − 0.193532i obtained by apply-
ing the continued fraction method in [56]. This indicates
that the effectiveness of the Prony method in extracting
quasinormal mode frequencies has been verified.

Parameter η WKB Prony
0 0.967284 - 0.193532i 0.967771 - 0.192623i
0.2 0.836324 - 0.174832i 0.835016 - 0.175113i
0.4 0.758817 - 0.162572i 0.757311 - 0.169861i
0.6 0.705404 - 0.153791i 0.702935 - 0.155294i
0.8 0.665469 - 0.147111i 0.672412 - 0.144323i

TABLE II: Shows the scalar field quasinormal pertur-
bation frequencies of the black hole model measured by
the time-domain method and the sixth-order WKB ap-
proximation method respectively, under the fixed angular
quantum number l = 2 and λG = 2.

Parameter λG WKB Prony
1 0.852855 - 0.188302i 0.851145 - 0.187735i
2 0.758817 - 0.162572i 0.755927 - 0.167602i
3 0.711526 - 0.148718i 0.713881 - 0.147522i
4 0.683449 - 0.140516i 0.682364 - 0.145589i
5 0.664891 - 0.135151i 0.664113 - 0.139778i

TABLE III: Shows the scalar field quasinormal pertur-
bation frequencies of the black hole model measured by
the time-domain method and the sixth-order WKB ap-
proximation method respectively, under the fixed angular
quantum number l = 2 and η = 0.4.

Parameter η WKB Prony
0 0.915187 - 0.190022i 0.917509 - 0.188484i
0.2 0.788183 - 0.171141i 0.784779 - 0.177274i
0.4 0.713348 - 0.158782i 0.710422 - 0.159327i
0.6 0.661887 - 0.149924i 0.669817 - 0.130178i
0.8 0.623464 - 0.143176i 0.621413 - 0.142861i

TABLE IV: Shows the electromagnetic field quasinor-
mal perturbation frequencies of the black hole model
measured by the time-domain method and the sixth-
order WKB approximation method respectively, under
the fixed angular quantum number l = 2 and λG = 2.

Tables II to VII demonstrate the influence of parame-
ters η and λG on the quasinormal mode frequencies of the
black hole at the center of the M87* galaxy under differ-
ent gravitational fields. These frequencies are calculated
by the Prony and WKB methods.
Specifically, in Tables II, IV, and VI, the variations of

the quasinormal mode frequencies under vacuum condi-
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FIG. 4: It shows the comparison of the perturbation time-domain profiles (for the massless scalar field,
electromagnetic field and gravitational field) under different values of η with the fixed parameters M = 1/2, l = 2,
and λG = 2.
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FIG. 5: It shows the comparison diagrams of the time-domain profiles (for the massless scalar field, electromagnetic
field and gravitational field) under different values of λG with the fixed parameters M = 1/2, l = 2, and η = 0.4.

Parameter λG WKB Prony
1 0.801481 - 0.183617i 0.799729 - 0.192438i
2 0.713348 - 0.158782i 0.710426 - 0.159329i
3 0.669761 - 0.145518i 0.668737 - 0.145744i
4 0.644038 - 0.137667i 0.643586 - 0.138019i
5 0.627088 - 0.132511i 0.627706 - 0.131945i

TABLE V: Shows the electromagnetic field quasinormal
perturbation frequencies of the black hole model mea-
sured by the time-domain method and the sixth-order
WKB approximation method respectively, under the
fixed angular quantum number l = 2 and η = 0.4.

tions (η = 0) and under the influence of the dark mat-
ter are shown respectively. The results indicate that
the real part of the quasinormal mode frequency de-
creases as the parameter η increases, while the imagi-
nary part is negative and its absolute value decreases
significantly, which is clearly different from the perfor-
mance of the Schwarzschild black hole. The previous
analyses of the effective potential and the quasinormal
mode curves provide preliminary evidence for this con-
clusion.In Table II, when η = 0.2, the quasinormal fre-
quency is 0.836324 − 0.174832i. In contrast, for the
Schwarzschild black hole (η = 0) with a quasinormal
frequency of 0.967284 − 0.193532i, the real part of the
frequency is reduced by around 13.5%, and the absolute
value of the imaginary part is decreased by about 9.7%.

Parameter η WKB Prony
0 0.747239 - 0.177782i 0.743269 - 0.178926i
0.2 0.633375 - 0.158329i 0.637437 - 0.158333i
0.4 0.567531 - 0.145531i 0.567244 - 0.148855i
0.6 0.522754 - 0.136383i 0.522974 - 0.139747i
0.8 0.489537 - 0.129549i 0.494138 - 0.134863i

TABLE VI: Shows the axial gravitational field quasinor-
mal perturbation frequencies of the black hole model
measured by the time-domain method and the sixth-
order WKB approximation method respectively, under
the fixed angular quantum number l = 2 and λG = 2.

This shows that there are distinct oscillation and damp-
ing characteristics.
Then, Tables III, V, and VII also present the quasi-

normal mode frequencies of the black hole at the center
of the M87* galaxy in the dark matter under the differ-
ent field perturbations. It can be observed that as λG
increases, the effect of gravity is constrained on a large
scale. This phenomenon is reflected in the decreasing ab-
solute values of both the real and imaginary parts of the
QNMs frequencies, indicating a significant weakening of
the oscillatory characteristics of the system, manifested
as the prolongation of the oscillation period and the re-
duction of the response speed, accompanied by the de-
crease in the damping rate, resulting in the persistence
of the oscillation state.
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Parameter λG WKB Prony
1 0.638092 - 0.169684i 0.636274 - 0.171786i
2 0.567531 - 0.145531i 0.572076 - 0.148765i
3 0.534968 - 0.133727i 0.533639 - 0.138337i
4 0.516443 - 0.126949i 0.518367 - 0.129734i
5 0.504505 - 0.122549i 0.517701 - 0.122213i

TABLE VII: Shows the axial gravitational field
quasinormal perturbation frequencies of the black hole
model measured by the time-domain method and the
sixth-order WKB approximation method respectively,
under the fixed angular quantum number l = 2 and
η = 0.4.

V. SUMMARY

In this study, we explore the spacetime characteris-
tics of black holes by studying the quasinormal modes in
the dark matter induced by dark energy. Employing the
Prony method and the WKB approximation, our results
show that the dark matter parameter η and the Newto-
nian gravitational shielding parameter λG have a signifi-
cant impact on the quasinormal mode frequencies within
the considered parameter range. Specifically, as η and λG
increase, the real part of the quasinormal mode frequen-
cies gradually decreases, and the absolute value of the
imaginary part also shows a decreasing trend. This indi-

cates that the existence of dark matter and the Newto-
nian gravitational shielding effect will lead to a reduction
in the oscillation frequencies of the black hole spacetime
and a slowdown in the energy decay rate. Without loss
of generality, we take λG = 2 as an example, when the
dark matter parameter η increases from 0 to 0.2, the real
part of the quasinormal mode frequencies decreases by
approximately 13.5%, and the absolute value of the imag-
inary part decreases by approximately 9.7% (see Table
II). These results clearly demonstrate that the influence
of dark matter on the oscillation and energy decay of the
black hole spacetime cannot be ignored. Compared with
black holes in a vacuum, the existence of the dark matter
significantly changes the quasinormal mode frequencies
of black holes. Further analysis shows that within the
studied parameter space (λG and η), the imaginary part
of the quasinormal mode frequencies is negative under
all perturbation modes, indicating that the considered
black hole model maintains linear dynamical stability in
this dark matter environment.
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[18] Y. Yang, D. Liu, A. Övgün, Z.-W. Long, and Z. Xu,
Phys. Rev. D 107, 064042 (2023), arXiv:2203.11551 [gr-
qc].

[19] D. Liu, Y. Yang, and Z.-W. Long, Eur. Phys. J. C 84,
731 (2024), arXiv:2401.09182 [gr-qc].

[20] F. Ferrer, A. M. da Rosa, and C. M. Will, Phys. Rev. D
96, 083014 (2017), arXiv:1707.06302 [astro-ph.CO].

[21] S. Nampalliwar, S. Kumar, K. Jusufi, Q. Wu,
M. Jamil, and P. Salucci, Astrophys. J. 916, 116 (2021),
arXiv:2103.12439 [astro-ph.HE].

[22] Z. Xu, J. Wang, and M. Tang, JCAP 09, 007 (2021),
arXiv:2104.13158 [gr-qc].

[23] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), Astrophys.
J. Lett. 875, L1 (2019), arXiv:1906.11238 [astro-ph.GA].

[24] K. Akiyama et al. (Event Horizon Telescope), Astrophys.
J. Lett. 875, L6 (2019), arXiv:1906.11243 [astro-ph.GA].

[25] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White, Astro-
phys. J. 462, 563 (1996), arXiv:astro-ph/9508025.

[26] P. Gondolo and J. Silk, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1719 (1999),
arXiv:astro-ph/9906391.

[27] Z. Xu, X. Gong, and S.-N. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 101,
024029 (2020).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.04855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05832
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/acdc9f
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03676
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03676
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac082e
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac082e
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15163
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043015
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.08342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.141101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.141101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-94-009-6469-3_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.793
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.4014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/227936a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrr-1999-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrr-1999-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9909058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41114-019-0020-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.05363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.044045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.044045
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00074
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11739-w
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13255-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13255-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.07074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.104042
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.04332
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.04332
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064042
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.11551
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.11551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13096-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13096-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.09182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.083014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.083014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/1538-4357/ac05cc
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12439
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2021/09/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13158
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11238
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab1141
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab1141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177173
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9508025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1719
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9906391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.024029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.024029


10

[28] D. Liu, Y. Yang, Z. Xu, and Z.-W. Long, Eur. Phys. J.
C 84, 136 (2024), arXiv:2307.13553 [gr-qc].

[29] W. J. G. de Blok, Adv. Astron. 2010, 789293 (2010),
arXiv:0910.3538 [astro-ph.CO].

[30] M.-H. Li and K.-C. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 86, 123015
(2012), arXiv:1204.3178 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] S. Haroon, M. Jamil, K. Jusufi, K. Lin, and R. B. Mann,
Phys. Rev. D 99, 044015 (2019), arXiv:1810.04103 [gr-
qc].

[32] R. A. Konoplya, Phys. Lett. B 795, 1 (2019),
arXiv:1905.00064 [gr-qc].

[33] K. Jusufi, M. Jamil, P. Salucci, T. Zhu, and S. Ha-
roon, Phys. Rev. D 100, 044012 (2019), arXiv:1905.11803
[physics.gen-ph].

[34] B. Narzilloev, J. Rayimbaev, S. Shaymatov, A. Abdujab-
barov, B. Ahmedov, and C. Bambi, Phys. Rev. D 102,
104062 (2020), arXiv:2011.06148 [gr-qc].

[35] A. Caputo, S. J. Witte, A. A. Philippov, and
T. Jacobson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133, 161001 (2024),
arXiv:2311.14795 [hep-ph].
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