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Probing time-dependent scalar wigs with extreme mass ratio inspirals
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We investigate the gravitational wave emission from extreme mass ratio inspirals, key targets for
the upcoming space-based detector LISA, considering the scenario where the lighter black hole in
the binary is endowed by a long-lived, time-dependent scalar field configuration, known as a scalar
wig. We develop a formalism to compute scalar perturbations for extreme mass ratio inspirals on
circular orbits around Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes, and apply this framework to compute
additional fluxes induced by the scalar wig as well as their dependence on the scalar field properties.
Our computation provides strong indications that in this scenario the presence of the scalar field
does not significantly affect the orbital motion and the gravitational waveform.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave (GW) astronomy is a mature field
of research. With over one hundred events observed to
date, the merging of black holes (BHs) and neutron stars
is now routinely detected by the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA
(LVK) collaboration [1-4]. This wide range of signals
enables us to investigate binary coalescences in highly
dynamic and strong-field gravitational regimes.

The sensitivity of current GW interferometers, how-
ever, restricts observations mostly to systems with nearly
symmetric mass components, with the most asymmetric
system detected so far having a mass ratio of ¢ ~ 1/10
[5, 6]. The range of mass ratios detectable by GW detec-
tors will significantly expand with the next generation of
facilities, whether deployed on ground [7, 8], in space as
satellites [9, 10], or on the Moon as permanent observato-
ries[11, 12]. Among the variety of science cases targeted
by such detectors, fundamental physics studies stand out
as primary goals [13-16].

The Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA), in
particular, will target signals peaking in the milli-Hz
range, where binaries with significant mass asymmetry
will evolve over timescales much longer than those ex-
pected for systems with comparable masses.

Among such sources, Extreme Mass-Ratio Inspirals
(EMRIs), assembled by a stellar mass compact object
(the secondary) orbiting around a massive companion
BH (the primary), are expected to have mass ratios
g~ 107* —10~%. EMRIs can stay in the LISA band for
months to years, accumulating O(¢~!) cycles on highly-
relativistic trajectories before the plunge [17]. The rich
harmonic content of the signal emitted allows for mea-
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surement of the source parameters with exquisite preci-
sion. This makes EMRIs valuable multi-purpose labora-
tories to probe fundamental physics [17-63].

Recently, Ref. [49] introduced a novel approach to ex-
plore EMRIS’ potential in constraining the existence of
new fundamental fields predicted by extensions of GR
and of the Standard Model. This framework exploits the
separation of scales provided by the EMRI mass asym-
metry to simplify the description of their dynamics in
theories involving scalar fields non-minimally coupled to
gravity. As aresult, Ref. [49] showed that deviations from
the Kerr metric in the primary can be neglected at first
order in the mass ratio ¢, and that changes in the binary
evolution are uniquely controlled by the scalar charge of
the secondary.

This approach, which was recently incorporated into
a rigorous self-force framework for computing waveform
models accurate at post-adiabatic order [64], has been ap-
plied to study deviations in GW fluxes emitted by EMRIs
in the presence of massless[50, 52] and massive scalar
fields [53]. Moreover, analyses based on Fisher matrix
techniques [51, 65-67] and fully Bayesian methods [68]
have explored LISA’s capability to constrain the scalar
charge.

Studies conducted so far have focused on GR exten-
sions. Within GR, no-hair theorems prohibit the ex-
istence of stationary scalar hair [69, 70]. However BHs
can support time-dependent, long-lived scalar field con-
figurations, often referred to as scalar wigs or gravita-
tional atoms[71-73]. These ultralight scalar configura-
tions have gained significant interest, as potential dark
matter candidates [74-76].

Different formation mechanisms can lead to scalar wigs
around BHs, from accretion of the scalar field in the
galactic environment [74-77] to superradiance (see |78,
79] and reference therein). Their length-scale is con-
trolled by the mass of the scalar field. Indeed, a BH
can support a scalar cloud as long as the Compton wave-
length of the scalar field is larger than the horizon scale.
We shall use geometric (G = ¢ = 1) units and denote the
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scalar field mass as ugh; therefore, its Compton wave-
length is 1/u, and the condition for the formation of the
scalar wig around a BH with mass M is Mpus < 1. We
can express the mass of the scalar field in eV in terms of
the dimensionless parameter uM as follows [78]:

usleV] ~ psM (6{/?) 107V, (1)

with Mg solar mass.

In recent years, EMRIs have attracted considerable at-
tention as probes of scalar field clouds around the pri-
mary (e.g. [59, 60]), with masses M ~ (10° — 10°) M.
In this case, the scalar field mass can be as small as
s ~ (10712 —10722) eV, probing the so-called fuzzy dark
matter scenario [80].

In this article, we consider a different scenario, in which
the scalar field has a larger mass, with a Compton wave-
length of the order of - or a few orders of magnitude larger
than - the scale of the secondary body of an EMRI, with
mass myp ~ (10 — 100) M. Such a scalar field would not
form a long-lived configuration around the primary BH,
but could form it around the secondary, possibly affecting
the EMRI waveform.

We shall consider scalar fields such that

1 1
- i 2
M SR (2)

This corresponds, for M ~ 10% M and mp ~ 10 Mg, to
scalar field masses in the range 10716 eV < pg < 10711
eV. As we are going to discuss in Sec. IIT A, we shall focus
on scalar field masses satisfying Eq. (2), and such that
the life-time of the scalar cloud is large enough to use
the adiabatic approximation - i.e. much larger than the
orbital period.

In order to describe the EMRI, we extend the frame-
work developed in [49]-[53]. The main difference are that
(i) while in those papers the scalar field configuration
was assumed to be stationary, in this case it is time-
dependent; and (ii) at variance with [53], here the mass
of the scalar field is much larger than 1/M.

We shall show that this process can be described
in terms of a rapidly oscillating scalar charge orbiting
around the primary body, and that - despite the large fre-
quency of the source - the scalar field emission is strongly
suppressed. Our results provide strong indications that a
scalar wig coupled with the secondary body does not sig-
nificantly affect the EMRI orbital motion, and therefore
its GW emission.

We organize this work as follows. In Sec. II we present
the theoretical framework we use to describe the sec-
ondary body endowed with a scalar wig. In Sec. III we
describe the EMRI inspiral, estimating the energy loss
due to the scalar field during the EMRI, in the case of
a spherical symmetric scalar wig orbiting around a non-
rotating primary BH. In Sec. IV we draw our conclusions.
Finally, in App. A we generalise our derivation to the
case of a rotating primary BH, and in App. B we discuss

the solution of the wave equation in the large-frequency
regime.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this Section we introduce the theoretical framework
to describe an EMRI in which the secondary body is
endowed with a scalar wig, i.e. a long-lived configuration
of an oscillating scalar field.

A. Action and field equations

We consider a minimally coupled, massive, complex
scalar field ¢, described by the following action:

Slg, 0, %] = Solg, ] + Sm g ¢, ¥] , (3)

where

S() = /d4.’E

Sn is the action of the matter fields ¥, R is the Ricci
scalar, /=g is the determinant of the metric tensor g,
and s is the mass of the scalar field.

The mass asymmetry in an EMRI naturally establishes
a separation of scales between the primary mass, M,
defining the external spacetime, and the secondary mass,
my. The secondary can be effectively treated as a point
particle, replacing Sy, in Eq. (3) with the “skeletonized
action” [81]

Sp:*/m(@

where m(yp) is a scalar function which depends on ¢ at
the location of the particle, and y£ () is the particle’s
worldline, parametrized by the proper time .

Varying the action (3) with respect to the metric tensor
and scalar field yields the field equations
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G = 8rT5 + 87TF, | (6)
S

O— p2)p = 16m—2

(O = p3)p = 167 5o (7)

where Ti‘,’j"l is the scalar-field stress-energy tensor and
TF, is the stress-energy tensor for S,. Eqns. (6)-(7)
can be solved perturbatively, using the mass ratio ¢ =
myp/M < 1 as an expansion parameter. At the leading
order, the secondary acts as a perturbation of the back-
ground spacetime, and evolves on a sequence of geodesics
until the plunge.

As discussed in the Introduction, we focus on ultra-
light fields with usm, < 1, such that the secondary is en-
dowed by a scalar cloud, formed through some physical
process such as accretion or superradiance (even though



in the case of superradiance, the scalar cloud is not spher-
ical [78], and our results should be considered as approxi-
mate). Conversely, since usM > 1 the primary does not
support any significant scalar field configuration [78], and
is then adequately described by the Kerr metric, with the
background field fixed at a constant value .

The scalar field can then be expanded as ¢ = ¢g + ¢1,
where ¢ is the perturbation induced by the particle. At
the leading order, ijf‘l = O(p?) can be neglected and
Egs. (6)-(7) reduce to:

B
v 6z — ay(N)) doy def
G 87r/m N D d)\ (8)
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The functions m(p), m’(¢) have to be evaluated at
= g. Indeed, while on the “microscopic” length-scale
of the secondary body, ¢¢ is the value of the scalar field
in the buffer region around the particle, on the “macro-
scopic” length-scale of Egs. (8), (9), ¢o is the scalar field
at the location of the particle. We remark that on the
length-scale of the secondary body, the tensor Tj‘;al con-
tributes to the scalar wig around the secondary, and the
mass myp takes into account the contribution of the scalar
cloud. We shall consider, however, scalar wigs in which

the main contribution to the total mass comes from the
BH.

B. Matching procedure for an oscillating scalar
field

In order to find the values of m(pg) and m/(pg), we
match the solution of Egs. (8)-(9) with the value of the
metric and of the scalar field in a buffer region inside the
world-tube of the secondary. This region has to be close
enough to the body to be in the domain of its local frame
{z*} and, at the same time, far enough to be outside its
strong-field region:

my L7 LT, (10)

where r 2 M is the separation among the two bodies of
the EMRI. In this frame

Guv = N + O {(”:f’)z] +O (:) NGE))

The scalar field forming a scalar wig around the sec-
ondary oscillates with a combination of proper frequen-
cies {wy, fn=o0,... [72, 76]. In this case, the solution of the
Klein-Gordon equation in the local frame reads:

0+Z
+O {(7}’)2] +O (:) . (12)
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where ¢ = ¥ is the proper time of the particle, k, =
Vw2 — p2, and d,, is the scalar charge associated with
the n-th mode. Remarkably, for a scalar wig the real
part of the frequency is always smaller than ug, and the
imaginary part is negative. Therefore, the factor e*»"
in Eq. (12) decreases exponentially at large distances,
and the cloud dissipates (by absorption from the BH) for
t — o0.

Applying the matching procedure to Einstein’s equa-
tions (8) yields, as in the static case, m(po) = mp. More-
over, from the Klein-Gordon’s equation (9) expressed in
the local frame we have

(W - - uf) o(&,t) = —4mp(Z,1) ,  (13)

where

=1 o) x—%u»
V=g

As discussed above, the function m/(¢) has to be evalu-
ated at the particle’s location, which yields:

p(&, 1) = —4m/(p0)6® (). (15)

Then, matching the solution of Eq. (13) with the expres-
sion of the scalar field in the local frame, Eq. (12), we
obtain

dr. (14)

1 o
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Note that for time-independent charges studied in [49]-
[53], the matching procedure leads to m/'(yg)/m, =
—d/4, for both massless and massive scalars, with d being
the secondary constant charge. In the case of scalar wigs,
the latter is replaced by a time varying charge, which os-
cillates with the proper frequencies of the wig.

Finally, by replacing Eq. (16) into Eqns. (8)-(9) we find

@ (2 — dag daf
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which describe the standard linear order perturbations
sourced by the EMRI secondary on the Kerr background,
and

@-ue=T, (18)
with
4mmy, _
= ———P 50 (x -z, dpe iwnt(zp) | (19)
=3 02
Here {z#} = (t,r,0,¢) correspond to the Boyer-

Lindquist frame of the exterior Kerr metric (21), xf are
the coordinates of the particle, and we denote with a dot
derivatives with respect to its proper time f.

For the sake of simplicity, we shall consider the case
in which only the fundamental (n = 0) mode is ex-
cited, such that the oscillation is monochromatic, with



frequency wy = wl —i/7, where 7 = —1/wl > 0 is the
damping time of the configuration. Therefore,

_Ammy 3
/—gtp

where #, = t(z}).

(z — gp(t))doe—iwéaf(&p)effp T (20)

III. ADIABATIC INSPIRAL

We solve Egs. (17)-(18) in the adiabatic limit, where
the timescale of the orbital parameter variation is longer
than the orbital period. Under this approach, the motion
of the secondary can be approximated as a sequence of
geodesics around the primary, in which the transitions
between geodesics are governed by the energy and angu-
lar momentum fluxes.

The primary is described by the Kerr metric,

2M 4Mrasin® 0
ds? = — (1 - T) dt® — %dtmp + 3de*+

2Mra?
+ =dr® + (r2 +a® + % sin’ 9) sin® 0dg? , (21)

where A =12 +a? —2Mr, X = r? 4+ a? cos? 0.

For simplicity, here we consider circular, equatorial
geodesics, although our framework can be readily ex-
tended to accommodate more complex orbital configura-
tions. In this case, the secondary’s location on a geodesic
of radius rg is given by

T

rp(t) =710, dp(t) =0t Op(t) =5, (22)

where (24 depends on the mass M and the angular mo-
mentum J of the primary BH, and is given by

= (23)

7’3/2 +eayv/M

with @ = J/M, and ¢ = %1 for prograde/retrograde or-
bits. Finally, it is useful to introduce the Lorentz factor

vy =t/ty:

~1/2
¥ = {gtt + grp2¢ + 9¢¢~Q§s| / . (24)

For EMRIs emitting in the LISA band, ry ~ 10M, which
leads to v ~ 1. However, as we are going to show, it
gives a very important contribution to the perturbation
equations.

If the primary BH is non-rotating, the background
spacetime is the Schwarzschild metric

ds® = —f(r)de> + £ (r)dr® +17(d6 + sin® 6d4?) , (25)

with f = 1 — 2M/r, and the Lorentz factor is v =
(1= 3M/ro) /2.

A. Time-scale approximations

The evolution of the scalar wig during the EMRI in-
spiral is characterized by three timescales:

(i) The period of oscillation of the scalar field, T~ =
21y Jwlt ~ 27/ .

(ii) The life-time of the scalar wig, 7. For [ = 0, analyt-
ical estimates of the imaginary part of the bound
state frequency give mpw{ ~ 8(usmy)8 [72, 76, 82],
while for [ > 0 the timescale is larger. Therefore,
for the most efficiently damped modes (¢ = 0),

7~ 0.1(usmp) "%my, . (26)

For simplicity, we shall only consider an ¢ = 0
mode, i.e. a spherically symmetric scalar wig. Note
also that the back-reaction of the scalar cloud can
affect wq, therefore the frequencies and damping
times of quasi-bound states should be considered
as approximate estimates of the correct values.

(iii) The orbital period P = (22—7; ~ 100M (see Eq. (23)).

Comparing the timescales we have:

T _ _
P ~ 107 (Nsmp) 6(17 (27)
r 5 q

— ~6x1072——. 28
P % Mp s (28)

Hereafter we consider a typical EMRI with M = 10° M,
mp, =10 Mg, i.e. ¢ =107°. We also focus on scalar field
masses consistent with Eq. (2), such that ysM > 100 and
psmp S 1. Moreover, working in the adiabatic approx-
imation requires P/7 < 1. These conditions are satis-
fied by choosing 0.001 < pugm,, < 0.02, corresponding to
10~ evV < s < 2% 1013V,

In this regime we always have 7 < P, i.e. the scalar
field oscillates much more rapidly than the orbital fre-
quency. Moreover, since P < 7 we can neglect the decay
of the scalar field cloud during the orbital evolution, and
compute the corresponding flux ignoring the exponential
factor, e~*/7, in the source term of Eq. (18).

It is worth noting that the real part of the eigen-
frequencies of the scalar wig, w’?, is always smaller than
the scalar field mass. However, for the values of pusmp
we consider, these these quantities are very close to each
other and [76, 83, 84]

wo' = s (1 - ;(usmpf) : (29)

B. Perturbation equations with source

In order to compute the energy and angular momen-
tum fluxes driving the EMRI evolution, we solve the
equations for the metric and the scalar perturbations.



Since the equations for the gravitational sector,
Egs. (17), are not affected by the scalar field and have
been extensively studied in the literature, we do not dis-
cuss them here (see e.g. App. B of [50] and references
therein). We focus on the solution of the scalar field equa-
tion, Eq. (18), with the source (20) which, with Eq. (24),
can be written as

Ammy )
/_gtp

For sake of simplicity, in the following we focus on per-
turbations around a Schwarzschild background, referring
the reader to App. A for the full extension to the Kerr
case. Expanding the scalar field ¢ and the source term
T in spherical harmonics,

(& — 2, (t))doe ™0t/ . (30)

(p(t,T,@,(b) = wam(tvr)yem(evﬁb) ) (31)
m

T(t,r,0,) = > Tom(t,r)Y™(6,6),  (32)
m

the angular dependence decouples, and the Klein-Gordon
equation (18) reduces to

H? 0? 2M
{87‘3 - @ - W(T):| Rém =T (1 - > ﬁm (33)

r

where we have defined the auxiliary function Ry, =
T, T« =1 + 2M log ‘ﬁ - 1|, and

Vl:(l_2M> (l(lt1)+2:\f+u2). (34)

r T

We also introduce the Fourier transforms

+oo ~ )
Rop (t,7) = / dw Ry (r)e™ ™!, (35)

+oo
7 Tom (t,7) = / dw Fome(r)e” ™", (36)
such that Eq. (33) becomes
8—2+ 2 Vi(r)| Romew = 7 (37)
81"% w i\r Imw — Timw -

The solution of Eq. (37) can be found using the Green
function approach (for brevity, we neglect the indexes
Imw):

R=2ZY(r )R (r)+ Z (r)R(r.) , (38)
where
2 =g [ @t seR G (9
+oo N
2y =g [ Wl TEDRIGD. @)

R* are two independent solutions of the homogeneous
problem asociated to Eq. (37), such that Rt (R7) is a
purely outgoing (ingoing) wave solution at spatial infinity
(horizon). The Wronskian W = R*R, — R™RY s
constant. R

The asymptotic behaviour of the functions Rgim is as
follows. For r, — —o0,

RJr N B;LUteiwr* +B;;L67iwr*

R~ — e (41)
while for r, — +o0,

Rt — etkers

R~ — Ay ethers + Ay emhers (42)
where k, = /w?—p2.  With this choice, W =

—2ik,A;,.

If w < ps (like in our case, as we shall discuss below),
k., is purely imaginary; in this case, we define k,, = ik,
where k, = \/p2 —w? is real and positive. Therefore,
for w < pg the behaviour of R for Ty — +00 18

Rt — g7 fwrs

R~ — A, e em 4 Ay g™ (43)

and W = 2k,A4;,. Note that the choice k,, = —ix,, would
have been unphysical, since it would lead to a function
R(r) in Eq. (38) asymptotically divergent.

The source 7 in Eqgs. (39)-(40) is given by (restoring
the indexes ¢mw):

4 2M M
Tomew = — mdor, Yo (7/2,0) (1 — ) 1-— 3—
To To To

X 0(r —1rg)d(w — @) , (44)

where @, = wi /v + miy.

We remark that the orbital frequency 245 ~ O(1/M) is
much smaller than the oscillation frequency of the scalar
field wf ~ O(1/m;). Thus, the characteristic frequency
of the source, w,,, is dominated by the latter. A sim-
ple computation shows that (despite the fact that w{t is
close to us (see Eq.(29)), @m < ps for m < 400. Since
the emission for very large harmonic indexes is strongly
suppressed (see e.g. [85, 86]), in the following we assume
that @, < us.

By replacing the source term in Egs. (39)-(40), using
dr./dr =1/f(r), we get

1 -
Zif () = o Comis 2T, (o) O (1 = 10))3 (@ = o)

(45)
where 79, = r«(rg) and

dmdomy 3M

mw — 1——Ym 2). 4
¢ o Yin(r/2).  (40)



From Egs. (38), (41) and (43), we find that for r — 2M

— Wy

lew (T) ~ Cfmwéz_mw (TO*)(S(W - @m) (47)

To
while for r — oo, given w,, < us,

— K Tx

Rémw (T) ~

Cémwég_mw (TO*)(S(W - ‘Dm) . (48)
To

C. Energy flux

The scalar field energy fluxes at infinity and at the
horizon are given by (see e.g. [87]):

. dE
Ey=—"%=7 lim

dt re—too

A2 r®Ty,g™  (49)

where for a Schwarzschild background (see App. A for the
extension to a Kerr background) 72¢™" = r2 f(r) and

Ty = 16 (OrpOr™ + Opp™Orp) . (50)

Replacing equations (31) and (35) into Eq. (49) we obtain

+oo +oo
- 2 : /
Ei 167‘(‘ T*Hioo / dw/ dw R@mw )

X Remw,(r),r*e_’(”_” M (—iw) + c.c.. (51)

Finally, using the solutions (47)-(48) we find for the flux

at infinity

1

L1 )
E+ 1671'7“0 r*ﬁjtoo lem/{wm |C£m(wm)| X

\Remw (ro)l2e omT 4 e 0, (52)

where we have used the fact that kg, is real and positive
since Wy, < ps. The flux at the horizon of the primary
BH is given by:

~2
o W 2
B ) g Cm @)\, (o), 59)

and by replacing Eq. (46):

. 2d3m?
E_ :ﬂ (1 3M) Zw Rfm(ro)}/ém(ﬂ-/z)

r
0 "o m

(54)
where we have defined

| R, (r0)|

R2m<r0) = |W|2

(55)

Equations (52) and (53)-(54) are among the main re-
sults of this paper, and show that the computation of the
scalar energy flux for an EMRI in which the secondary is

endowed by a scalar wig reduces to determining R, (1)-
That is finding the solution of the homogeneous equation
of Eq. (37), with boundary conditions (41), (43), evalu-
ated at r = rg.

The numerical integration of such equation is challeng-
ing due to the different scales involved: w=!, us! < M,
while rg ~ (6 — 15) M for a source in the LISA band. In
this regime, the terms (I 4+ 1)/r%, M/r® in the scatter-
ing potential V;(r) can be neglected (unless I ~ O(100) or
larger, in which case the emission is strongly suppressed,
see e.g. [85, 86]), and

d? -
with the effective potential
2M
W) = =i et - (1-20) 2 o)

An analysis of Eq. (37) in this case (see Appendix B)
shows that Ry, (r9) and hence the scalar flux at the hori-
zon critically depends on the sign of the effective poten-
tial (57) at r = 7p. In particular, F_ can be large if
V(ro) > 0, while it is negligible if V(r¢) < 0.

We remind that ro ~ (6 — 15)M during the EMRI
evolution, while ps,w > M~!, and w is sligthly smaller
than u. Therefore, V,,(rg) is negative for large values of
ro but it may become positive for ro < 7 given by V,,(7) =
0. In this scenario, the scalar emission is “activated”
when the inspiralling body crosses the threshold radius
7.

However, a closer inspection of the scalar field equa-
tion shows that this is not the case. Indeed, since
W = Oy, = wlt/y + mN¢, with m2, negligible (see Ap-
pendixB) and v = (1 — 3M /7o)~ /2, leading to a cor-
rection of the frequency which dominates over the mass
redshift at r = rg:

Vo= (1-25) @ - (1-20) 2, o)

To

and V(rg) < 0 for all values of rg. Therefore, the scalar
emission is always suppressed. As shown in Appendix B,
calculations performed in this section can be straightfor-
wardly generalised to the case of Kerr background.

Moreover, in App. B2 we show that the effective po-
tential in the perturbation equation, evaluated at the lo-
cation of the particle, is negative for a general orbit (in
Kerr background), for the range of masses considered in
this paper. Although - strictly speaking - we do not have
explicitly computed the energy flux in this case, our re-
sults suggest that even for EMRIs on general orbits, the
emission of a scalar wig coupled to the secondary body
is strongly suppressed.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this article we have studied how the presence of a
scalar wig around the secondary body of an EMRI could



affect its orbital evolution. We have considered a scalar
field with a Compton wavelength much smaller than the
length-scale of the primary body, and few orders of mag-
nitude larger of that of the secondary; the further re-
quirement of working in the adiabatic regime leads to
0.001 < pgmy, < 0.02, ie. 107 eV < pg <2 x 107 13eV.

Since usM > 1, a stationary scalar cloud of such large
mass would obviously have negligible emission, since in
this case the emission channel would be dipolar emission,
driven by the orbital motion at frequencies {24 [53], which
in this case are always much smaller than ps. The case of
a scalar wig, which is an oscillating cloud, is more subtle,
since in this case the main emission channel would be the
monopolar oscillation of the wig, at frequency w% ~ .

However, we have found that - in the range of scalar
field masses considered - the effect of the scalar wig in
the EMRI evolution is negligible as well. Indeed, even
though the rapidly oscillating charge may in principle
lead to a large scalar emission, this would require the
oscillation frequency at the location of the secondary to
be larger than the redshifted scalar mass, and we find
that this does not occur during the EMRI evolution.
Strictly speaking, we have proven this result only for a
quasi-circular, equatorial EMRI on a Kerr background,
although we have strong indications that the same holds
for more general orbital configurations.

We stress that the suppression of scalar emission is due
to the separation of scales. In the case of comparable-
mass binaries (or possibly of intermediate mass-ratio in-
spirals), we do not expect the scalar emission to be sup-
pressed. In this case, which deserves further investiga-
tion, the emission could be due to a combination of differ-
ent mechanisms: the dipolar emission driven by orbital
motion, and the monopolar emission due to the scalar
charge oscillation. These phenomena could lead both to
a modification of the orbital motion, and to the depletion
of the scalar cloud itself.
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Appendix A: Kerr spacetime

In this Appendix we extend the derivation of
Secs. III B, IIT C to the case of a Kerr background.

The Klein-Gordon equation (18) on Kerr background
coincides with the Teukolsky equation for massive scalar
fields [88],

(r*+a®)?* 5 ., ] Pp  4AMar Py
[ ] I - R S 7
IO S S 7 S R
A sin?6) 092 smooo " 90
a (.0
= (Aéf) LYo = —5T. (A1)

Expanding the scalar field and the source in spheroidal
harmonics,

P(t,r,0,0) = b (t,1)S™(0,0) .  (A2)
m
D(r,0)T(tr,0.0) = > Tom(t,r)S™(0,6),  (A3)
Im

defining Ry (t,7) = p(r)im(t, ) with p(r) = Vr? + a2,

and introducing the Fourier transforms

Rep (t,7) :/dw Rime (r)e™ ¢, (A4)
A )
p(gz}ﬁm(tw) Z/dw ?gmw(r)e_”’t, (A5)
we find
0? -
|:87"2 + Vemew (T):| Romw = Temew (AG)

where r* is the tortoise coordinate dr*/dr = p*/A. The
potential Vi, () is given by [53]

2
am A 2M3
Vemulr) = (w Nz ) ) (Am T

2
+2ma(ky, —w) + Z—Q + ugpQ) ) (AT)

where Mg, is the eigenvalue of the spin-weighted
spheroidal harmonic Sp,,,. The general solution of this
equation can then be written as

R@mw = Zf_mw (T*)Rf_mw (T*) + Zz_mw (T*)Rz—mw (T*) ’ (AS)

where

1 e
th"mw (ry) = / Ry, (7 ) Tome (1) dr'x,

(A9)

Y
Ziar) =g | Rl ena () s (A0



As in the Schwarzschild case, ]N%Etmw are two indepen-
dent solutions of the homogeneous equation associated to
Eq. (A6), with boundary conditions (assuming w < ps):

~_ e~ P T =T
R@mw ~ A — KT A eFwT= ’ (All)
out€ + Ajne r — 00
Rt~ Bine "™ 4+ By r =1y (A12)
tmw e FuwTx r = 00 )

where k, = /w? — p2, p, = w —ma/2Mr, and r, =
M ++/M? — a? is the radial coordinate at the event hori-
zon.

For equatorial, circular orbits, the source term is

A(ro)
p(ro)?

47rcf0mp
v(ro, m/2)
X 8(r —1r9)d(w — @)

Tomw = — SZm(’n—/z’ 0)

(A13)

where ~(rg,m/2) can be found from (24) and @,, =
wlt/y + m8y. Therefore,

Z}me(’f‘) = Cemwéz:mw(TO*)e(i(r - 7'0))5(0.) — a}m) )
(A14)
where
471'(1?0mp v (T
= Wl ~79) 5 1
Cfmw W’Y(TO, 7T/2) m <2> (A 5)
For r — 2M,
R ('I’) e—i;nwn C R+ (7, )6((&) o ) (A]_G)
Imw p(To) tmwdlp, ,\T0x m
while for r — oo
meTwﬂcme_ ros)0(w — @) . (ALT
emeo (7) o(ro) e (T0+)0( ). (A17)

In Kerr background, the energy flux a infinity and at the
horizon, Eq. (49), readsEy = F [ d2 T}, A(r), with Ty,
given in Eq. (50). By replacing Eqns. (A2)-(A5) we find
that Eq. (51), derived for Schwazrchild background, holds
for Kerr backgdound as well.

By replacing Eq.(A8), we find that - as in the
Schwarzschild case - since Wy, s > M ~Land @, < Us)
the flux at infinity vanishes, while

dE_ 2dgmim 2

dt — ~(ro,m/2)2 p(r)*
X Za)mpmeém(rO)Sl?m (71'/2) )

m

with R (o) given in Eq. (55).

(A18)

Appendix B: Solving the wave equation in the
high-frequency limit

In this Appendix we discuss how to numerically solve
the homogeneous wave equation in the Schwarzschild
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FIG. 1. Scalar field energy flux for usM = 2000.0 and wM =
1999.6. The upper panel shows the flux, normalized with mass
ratio and scalar charge, emitted near the zero r = 7 of the
effective potential (vertical line). The lower panel shows the
flux for r ~ (6 —12) M, corresponding to the LISA sensitivity
band.

spacetime (37),in the limit of large frequency wM > 1
and large scalar mass pusM > 1, with w < g, such that
the it reduces to Eq. (56)

[58722 N vm} R —o. (B1)

with the effective potential (57), V,(r) ~ w? — (1 —
2M/r)us.

1. Approximated potential

The presence of two scales (r ~ M and w™!, ;! <
M) makes it challenging to numerically solve Eq. (B1).
To gain qualitative insight into the solution, we explore
two approximations of V,,(r), offering different levels of
accuracy in describing the effective potential.

Let’s first consider a toy model in which the potential



is represented by a step function

2

V¥ (r) = {w2 :

=3

(B2)

IV IA
=

2
W™ = Hg

with wM,usM > 1 and w < ps. In this case,
a simple calculation shows that the function R (see
Eq. (55)) is characterised is exponentially suppressed,
R ~ e~ 26w (r(ro)=r«(M) for r > rq. This leads to a sup-
pression of the emitted flux for quasi-circular orbits with
ro > 7, while the emission “turns on” when g < 7.

We now consider a better approximation of Eq. (57):
the analytic potential
(1+e72) [L+ezir] r,<4M
Vi =
w2 (1 21) re>4M .

(B3)

For the values of w and pg conisdered, this potential ap-
proximates Eq. (57) within percent for r comparable with
7. At smaller values of r the the relative discrepancy in-
creases, becoming ~ 10% for r, ~ 4M, and reaching at
most ~ 30% .

Solving Eq. (B1) with this potential and the boundary
conditions (41) and (43), we find that for r, > 4M,

where ¢ = —2Miw + /2(1+e2)u2 —4w? and
oF1(a,b,c,x) is the hypergeometric function, while for
re < 4M

R* = (2/%)7]%“2'{/(2/&7‘*)67““[] (1 — Mp?/k,2,25r,) ,
(B5)
where Ul(a, b, x) is the confluent hypergeometric function
of the second kind. From these expressions we can evalu-
ate R(ro) in Eq. (55) and then the energy flux F_ at the
horizon of the primary, Eq. (54).

We find the same qualitative behaviour obtained with
the toy model: if there exists a value r = 7 such that
V() = 0, the flux is vanishing for » > 7 (for which
V. < 0), while there is a large emission for r < 7 (for
which V,, > 0). If, instead, V,, is always negative, the
flux is always suppressed.

In Fig.1 we show the ingoing scalar energy flux nor-
malized to mass ratio and scalar charge, as a function of
r, computed approximating the effective potential with
Eq. (B3). We set usM = 2000.0 and wM = 1999.6, cor-
responding to p1smp = 0.02 and w = wlt; for these values,
the effective potential has a zero at ¥ ~ 5 x 10%. We find
that even for a scalar charge dy > 1076, the scalar flux

~

I More accurate approximations of the potential (with discrepan-
cies always withinn few percent) lead to the same qualitative
behaviour of the emitted flux, even though it is numerically dif-
ficult to perform a computation such as that shown in Fig. 1.

emitted when ry < 7 is orders of magnitudes larger than
the gravitational wave flux. We also note that it rapidly
increases for smaller values of r.

We remark that the flux shown in Fig. 1 is computed
for a given value of the frequency. However, as discussed
in Sec.III B, the emission in an actual EMRI occurs at
a frequency @,, = w?/y 4+ mf2, which decreases during
the inspiral.

2. Does the effective potential change sign in
actual EMRIs?

As discussed in Sec.III C, in the case of quasi-circular
orbits it turns out that ), is always negative, and thus
the scalar emission never activates. Indeed, for a circu-
lar orbit at » = ry the scalar emission is at frequency
W = WOm = wit/y + m§2s. The contribution to the or-
bital motion can be neglected, since [m2,| < ps — wlt <
ps — wit/y for m < 400 (and the emission for large har-
monic indexes is strongly suppressed, see e.g.[85, 86]).
The condition for a change in sign in the effective poten-
tial, then, reduces to y=2 > (1 — 2M/rq), which is never
satisfied since, for circular orbits in Schwarzschild space-
time, y~2 = 1—3M /rg. It is worth noting that, if the par-
ticle is set at rest at a given time, y 72 =1 —2M /rog which
prefectly cancels with the redshift of the mass term: in
that case, the wave equation behaves as in Minkowski
space.

For a general orbit in Schwarzchild spacetime, we still
have (we use an overdot to denote derivatives with re-
spect to t)

— g ()2 = 1r2(0)? — 1 sin® 993,
) (B6)

and thus V,(r9) < 0 for all values of ry.

We can generalize Eq. (B6) to a Kerr background. In
this case, the wave equation is given by Eqns. (A6)-(AT).
For w, us > M~ we recover Eq. (B1) with effective po-
tential
2am A,
T
To assess the sign of Eq.(B7) for w = @,,, we first
note that |a/p?| < 24 (Eq.(23)), and therefore the term
ma/p? can be neglected like the term mf24. Moreover,
we have

Vo(r) ~ w? — (B7)

-2

V7 = =gt < —gu — 201682 — gpef2;,  (BY)

where we have used the fact that g,..(7)% + ggg (9)2 > 0.
Since the quantity of the right-hand side of Eq. (B8) is
maximum at 25 = —gis/gse, We have

_9 gt¢ A A
v <—gut+— = : — .
Goo P2+ BECsin?0 PP,
(B9)

To



Therefore for a general orbit in Kerr spacetime,
Vi, (ro) < 0 during the entire EMRI inspiral, in the
range of scalar field mass we are considering (0.001 <
pusmp < 0.02). In the case of circular, equatorial orbits,

10

we have shown that this leads to a suppression of the
scalar field energy flux. We expect a similar suppression
mechanism for more complex orbital configurations.
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