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We study the quasinormal modes of Boulware-Deser-Wheeler black hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
theory within the hyperboloidal framework. The effective potentials for the test Klein-Gordon field and gravi-
tational perturbations of scalar, vector, and tensor type are thoroughly investigated and put into thirteen typical
classes. The effective potentials for the gravitational perturbations have more diverse behaviors than those in
general relativity, such as double peaks, the existence of the negative region adjacent to or far away from the
event horizon, etc. These lead to the existence of unstable modes (Imω < 0), and the presence of gravitational
wave echoes. These rich phenomenons are inherent in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, rather than artificially
introduced by hand. What’s more, the (in)stability of quasinormal modes are studied in frequency domain and
time domain, respectively. For the frequency aspect, the pseudospectrum is used to account for the instability
of the spectrum. For the time domain, we add a small bump to the effective potential, and find that the new
waveform does not differ significantly from the original one, where the comparison is characterized by the so-
called mismatch functions. This means that quasinormal modes are stable in time domain. In this way, our
study reveals the non-equivalence of the stability of quasinormal modes in the frequency domain and the time
domain. We also numerically investigate Price’s law at both finite distances and infinity with the assistance of
the hyperboloidal approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes in higher dimensions have gain more and more attentions in high-energy physics, particularly with the advance
of string theory, brane-world scenario, and the theoretical possibility of black hole production at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) [1–9]. While general relativity (GR) provides a very successful framework for describing gravity, investigations into
higher-dimensional black holes often need extensions of GR to address challenges and incorporate new physics [10, 11].
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravity theory, which is a natural generalization of GR suggested by Lovelock’s theorem [12, 13],
emerge as a candidate. EGB gravity theory incorporates a higher-order curvature term, i.e., the Gauss-Bonnet term, into
the Einstein-Hilbert action. This term arises naturally in the low-energy effective action of string theory [14–16]. This pro-
vides a well-motivated framework for exploring gravitational phenomena in extreme astrophysical and cosmological environ-
ments, such as black holes and the early universe. Among the solutions in EGB theory, the Boulware-Deser-Wheeler (BDW)
black hole [16, 17] stands out as a static, spherically symmetric solution in higher-dimensional spacetimes and generalizes
the Schwarzschild solution of GR to include Gauss-Bonnet corrections. This solution and its generalization incorporated cos-
mological constant [18] have been extensively studied in the context of gravitational waves, black hole thermodynamics, and
holographic property of gravity [19–24].

A crucial aspect of black hole is their stability under perturbations [25]. Linear perturbation theory provides a natural approach
to investigate stability, leading to the concept of quasinormal modes (QNMs) [26–29]. QNMs are the solutions to the linear
perturbation equations subject to the outgoing boundary conditions. The evolution of a perturbed black hole exhibits distinct
stages [30]: an initial prompt response, followed by a damped oscillatory phase described by the superimpositions of QNMs, and
finally, a late-time tail decay [31, 32]. The real part of the QNM represents the oscillation frequency, while the imaginary part
determines the damping rate, directly relating to stability. In this paper, with our notions, a mode with a negative imaginary part
corresponds to an unstable mode. Moreover, QNMs serve as unique fingerprints for black hole identification and characterization
in gravitational wave astronomy [28, 33–37].

Solving for QNMs is faced with the boundary conditions and the divergence of eigenfunctions at the boundaries of outer
community of the black holes. The hyperboloidal framework [38] offers a powerful approach to overcome these difficulties. By
employing constant-τ slices that extend to null infinity and penetrate the event horizon, the hyperboloidal framework avoids the
divergences of eigenfunctions. Furthermore, at boundaries, light-cones point outwards the computational domain, the boundary
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conditions are naturally satisfied [39–42]. Compactification of spatial coordinates allows numerical computation to reach the
infinity, transforming the QNM problem into a simpler eigenvalue problem in the hyperboloidal framework.

The stability of QNMs is a critical aspect of black hole physics, especially considering the complicated astrophysical en-
vironments surrounding black holes [43]. The pioneering work of Nollert and Price shown that even small perturbation can
significantly influence the higher overtone modes in the QNM spectra [44, 45]. This phenomenon is known as the spectrum in-
stability, which requires a thorough investigation of the robustness of QNMs against perturbations of the background spacetime.
The spectrum instability of QNMs also presents a substantial challenge for their numerical computation, especially for high over-
tones. For instance, approximations of the effective potential can lead to significant deviations in the QNM spectrum [46, 47].

The spectrum instability can be characterized by pseudospectrum, which is a tool originally developed to analyze non-self-
ajoint operators [48, 49]. The dynamics of black hole systems are described by non-self-adjoint operators since they are in-
herently dissipative. With the help of the hyperboloidal formalism and the pseudo-spectral method, the QNMs problem is
recast as an eigenvalue problem. Therefore, the concept of the pseudospectrum provides a powerful framework for studying
the stability of QNMs. The ϵ-pseudospectrum visually represents an upper bound on the displacement of QNMs under pertur-
bations of norm ϵ. The pseudospectrum have gained a lot of attentions in asymptotic flat spacetime [50–52], spacetime with
a positive [53–56] or negative [57–61] cosmological constant, and horizonless compact opjects [62]. Pseudospectrum can be
calculated by evaluating the norm of the resolvent in hyperboloidal coordinates, which involves matrix approximations in nu-
merical schemes [50]. However, the convergence of the matrix-derived pseudospectrum to the true operator pseudospectrum in
asymptotically flat spacetimes as the grid resolution increases remains an open question. Choose higher-order Sobolev norms
may alleviate this problem [59]. Nevertheless, despite potential quantitative discrepancies, pseudospectra provide a valuable
qualitative understanding of spectral migration and the sensitivity of QNMs to perturbations.

Simultaneously, the question of time-domain stability has been a focus of considerable research [63, 64]. While frequency-
domain analyses often suggest instability, the analysis in the time domain indicates stability. Some studies shown that certain
quantities resulting from the scattering properties are unaffected by spectrum instabilities [65–68]. This apparent contradiction
needs further study to address these seemingly different results.

Understanding the (in)stability of QNMs is crucial for characterizing black hole perturbations and testing gravity theories.
In this work, we investigate the dynamics of perturbations around a BDW black hole, analyzing its effective potentials and
calculating QNMs in both the time and frequency domains. We employ two complementary approaches to assess (in)stability:
pseudospectrum in the frequency domain and waveform mismatch in the time domain. Furthermore, we validate our numerical
code by calculating Price’s law.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, the hyperboloidal framework of the BDW black hole is introduced. In Sec.III,
we get the QNMs from the frequency domain and the time domain, respectively. In Sec.IV, we study the stabilities of QNMs
in frequency domain and time domain, respectively. Sec.V is the conclusions and discussion. Criteria for identifying physically
relevant QNM spectra in given in Appendix.A.

II. THE HYPERBOLOIDAL FRAMEWORK OF THE BOULWARE-DESER-WHEELER BLACK HOLE

We begin this section by reviewing the Boulware-Deser-Wheeler (BDW) black hole in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
theory. The action of the EGB gravity theory is

S =
1

16πGD

∫
dDx

√
−g
(
R+ α̃LGB

)
, D ≥ 5 , (2.1)

where the Gauss-Bonnet term LGB is given by

LGB = RabcdR
abcd − 4RabR

ab +R2 , (2.2)

α̃ is a positive coupling constant and GD is the D-dimensional Newtonian constant of gravitation. The static vacuum solutions
in EGB gravity were found long time ago by Boulware and Deser [16] and Wheeler [17]. The metric of the solution can be
expressed as

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2 , (2.3)

where the metric function is

f(r) = 1 +
r2

2α̃(D − 3)(D − 4)

(
1−

√
1 +

8α̃(D − 3)(D − 4)µ̃

(D − 2)rD−1

)
, (2.4)

µ̃ is the mass parameter of the back hole, and dΩ2
D−2 is the line element of a (D − 2)-dimensional unit sphere. This black hole

has only one horizon, that is, the event horizon r+. Therefore, by using f(r+) = 0, the mass parameter µ̃ can be expressed in
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terms of the black hole horizon event r+ as follow

µ̃ =
(D − 2)rD−3

+

2

[
1 +

α̃(D − 3)(D − 4)

r2+

]
. (2.5)

For simplicity, we introduce two dimensionless quantities,

µ =
µ̃

rD−3
+

, α =
α̃

r2+
. (2.6)

From the definitions (2.6) and Eq.(2.5), two dimensionless quantities have the following relation,

µ =
(D − 2)

2

[
1 + α(D − 3)(D − 4)

]
. (2.7)

The above equation indicates that there is only one independent dimensionless parameter in the BDW black hole. For conve-
nience, α is chosen as the free dimensionless parameter. One thing that needs to be emphasized is that even though the actual α̃
may be small, α can also take a large value regarding a small black hole, i.e., r+ is small.

For the BDW black hole we are currently considering, we consider not only a test scalar field, but also the gravitational
perturbations. The test scalar field obeys the Klein-Gordon equation, and linear perturbations in EGB gravity can be classified
into scalar, vector, and tensor types generally. The equations of gravitational perturbations and the Klein-Gordon equation for
the BDW black hole can be all decoupled into radial and angular parts. The radial part reduces to a wave-like equation,( ∂2

∂t2
− ∂2

∂r2⋆
+ ṼX(r)

)
Ψ(t, r) = 0 , dr⋆ =

dr

f(r)
, (2.8)

in which X refers to K, S, V , T and they represent the effective potentials of KG equation, scalar perturbation, vector pertur-
bation and tensor perturbation, respectively. The explicit expressions of the effective potentials for these four sectors are very
cumbersome and can be found in [69–76]. One should be aware that the potential ṼX(r) depends on the multipole number l.
For the KG equation, the integer l starts from 0, but for gravitational perturbations, the integer l starts from 2 [71].

Following [40], for the BDW black hole, we study the compact hyperboloidal coordinates (τ, σ, θ, ϕ) related with original
coordinate (t, r, θ, ϕ) as follows

t = r+
[
τ − h(σ)

]
,

r =
r+
σ

, (2.9)

where h(σ) is called the height function. The domain of σ is restricted to [0, 1] where σ = 0 and σ = 1 corresponds to the
null infinity I + and the event horizon H , respectively. The method provided by [40] states that there are two common and
alternative approaches to derive the explicit expressions of h(σ): in-out and out-in strategies, which gives out different height
functions

h′
in-out(σ) =

2

σ2
− 1

σ2F (σ)
, (2.10)

h′
out-in(σ) = − 1 + 2(D − 3)(D − 4)α

(D − 3)[1 + (D − 4)(D − 5)α]

2

1− σ
+

1

σ2F (σ)
, (2.11)

where

F (σ) ≡ f
(
r(σ)

)
= 1 +

1

2(D − 3)(D − 4)ασ2

(
1−

√
1 + 4(D − 4)(D − 3)[1 + (D − 4)(D − 3)α]ασD−1

)
, (2.12)

and prime denotes differentiation with respect to σ. Using the compact hyperboloidal coordinates (2.9), we can recast Eq.(2.8)
into a form of a hyperbolic equation,

∂τu = Lu , L =

(
0 1
L1 L2

)
, u =

(
Ψ
Π

)
, (2.13)

where Π = ∂τΨ is introduced to reduce the time derivative order in the equation. The differential operators L1 and L2 in
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Eq.(2.13) are written in Sturm-Liouville form,

L1 =
1

w(σ)

[
∂σ(p(σ)∂σ)− qX(σ)

]
, (2.14)

L2 =
1

w(σ)

[
2γ(σ)∂σ + ∂σγ(σ)

]
, (2.15)

where the explicit forms of the above functions are given as follows

p(σ) = σ2F (σ) , γ(σ) = h′(σ)p(σ) , w(σ) =
1− γ(σ)2

p(σ)
, qX(σ) =

1

p(σ)
VX(σ) , (2.16)

and VX(σ) = r2+ṼX(σ) is the dimensionless effective potential with ṼX(σ) = ṼX(r(σ)). Moreover, it can be found that
w(0) = 0 for D > 5 within the in-out strategy, indicating that the hypersurfaces τ = constant will become asymptotically null.
Therefore, we adopt solely the out-in strategy and omit the subscript. So far, we have established the hyperboloidal framework
of the BDW black hole. Here, such hyperboloidal framework refers to the PDE system [Eq.(2.13)-Eq.(2.16)], in which L is the
infinitesimal generator of time evolution.

Since the shape of the effective potential can significantly influence the time-domain behavior and QNM spectra, in Fig.1,
we show several typical effective potentials, which will be served as benchmarks for subsequent studies. Four panels of Fig.1
represent the effective potentials VX(σ), with the coordinate σ as the variable, for KG type, scalar type, vector type, tensor type
perturbations in turn. From the first panel, the KG case presents a straightforward single-peaked positive potential barrier. In
contrast, the scalar, vector, and tensor perturbation cases display more intricate behaviors. These potentials can feature double-
peaked structures, with or without negative regions that may arise either adjacent to or separate from the event horizon. It
is worth mentioning that although the second and third parameters of both the scalar and tensor perturbations share similar
characteristics (see the yellow and green lines of the second panels and the fourth panels of Fig.1), exhibiting a single peak
and a negative region adjacent to the horizon, their QNM spectra and time-domain behaviors differ unexpectedly. The second
parameters (yellow lines) are stable, showing no unstable QNMs and remaining well-behaved over time, but instability arises
in the third parameters (green lines) when the potential’s negative region exceeds a critical depth. Therefore, we treat them as
two distinct cases. These structures emerge naturally from EGB theory under varying parameters rather than artificially imposed
ones. These cases are quite different from the situation under the framework of general relativity where the effective potential
exhibits only a single peak. The presence of double-peaked structures and negative regions renders some traditional methods
like WKB approximation invalid to get the QNM frequencies, while at the same time the irrational nature of the metric function
f(r) makes the continued fraction method inapplicable [28]. A significant advantage of the pseudo-spectral method is its ability
to circumvent these difficulties and its high versatility.
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Figure 1: Some typical behaviors of effective potentials VX(σ) in terms of the coordinate σ. With the exception of the KG case, four typical
effective potentials are shown for all three other cases. The top row shows the potentials for the KG equation and scalar perturbation, while
the bottom row depicts the potentials for vector and tensor perturbations. σ = 0 and σ = 1 corresponds to null infinity I + and event horizon
H respectively.
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III. THE QUASINORMAL MODES

In this section, we start from Eq.(2.13)-Eq.(2.16) to analyze the QNMs of the BDW black hole by computing spectra in the
frequency domain and simulating the time-domain behavior. As a basis, we first introduce the pseudo-spectral method used.
We discretize the spatial domain on a grid {σi}Ni=0, converting the original PDE system to a coupled ODE system. The state
vector u(τ, σ) is evaluated in such a spatial grid so that Ψ(τ, σ) is converted to Ψi(τ) ≡ Ψ(τ, σi), and Π(τ, σ) is converted into
Πi(τ) ≡ Π(τ, σi). Thus, the problem reduces to the solution of ODEs involving the variables Ψi(τ) and Πi(τ) for i = 0, · · · , N .
Finally, Eq.(2.13) amounts to a system of (2N + 2) ODEs associated with the time variable τ via

d

dτ

[
Ψi

Πi

]
=

N∑
j=0

[
0 δij

Ci(D
2)ij + EiDij +Wiδij AiDij +Biδij

] [
Ψj

Πj

]
, i = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1, N . (3.1)

where Ai = A(σi), Bi = B(σi), Ci = C(σi), Ei = E(σi), Wi = W (σi) and δij is the Kronecker delta. These five functions
C(σ), E(σ), W (σ), A(σ) and B(σ) are directly derived from Eq.(2.14) and Eq.(2.15). There is no summation over i in the
above equation (3.1). The specific form of the differential matrix D1 is determined by the chosen Chebyshev-Lobatto grid, given
by

σj =
1

2

(
1 + cos

(jπ
N

))
, j = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1, N . (3.2)

The expression of the differential matrix D associated with the Chebyshev-Lobatto grid can be found in [50, 52, 77].
In frequency domain, consider the Fourier transform of u(τ, σ) with respect to time τ , we have

u(τ, σ) = eiω̃tũ(r⋆) = eiωτu(σ) , (3.3)

where ω = r+ω̃ is the nondimensionalized frequency, and u(σ) = e−iωh(σ)ũ(r⋆). For Eq.(2.8) within the Schwarzschild-
like coordinates, since all the constant-t surfaces intersect the spatial infinity i0 and the bifurcation sphere B simultaneously,
the QNM eigenfunction ũ(r⋆) diverges at both boundaries. Therefore, QNM boundary conditions must be carefully imposed,
and it is required that a prior separation of the divergent part of ũ(r⋆). In contrast, the hyperboloidal formalism, where the
constant-τ surface ends at null infinity I + and penetrates the future event horizon H +, naturally extracts the divergent part,
eiωh(σ), through a coordinate transformation. Moreover, the light-cones point outward at the boundary of the computation
domain, simplifying boundary conditions to merely requiring a regular solution u(σ), which is trivially satisfied in numerical
calculations. Accordingly, the hyperboloidal formalism provides a significant advantage for computing QNMs [42].

In the numerical calculations, the operator L is approximated by a matrix operator L by using the Chebyshev-Lobatto grid.
Therefore, the problem of solving QNM frequencies now turns into a finite-dimenisonal algebraic eigenvalue problem

Lu = iωu , (3.4)

where the matrix L above is exactly the coefficient matrix of the right-hand of Eq.(3.1). Although numerical approaches can
yield modes that closely approximate true physical modes, they are always accompanied by undesired numerical spurious modes.
This requires us to find a way to distinguish between the two. A reliable method based on defining the drifts among the QNM
spectra can be found in [58, 77–79]. One can refer to Appendix.A to get more technical details about such method. The spherical
symmetry of spacetime results in the matrix L being pure real, which implies that both ω and −ω̄ are eigenvalues of Eq.(3.4),
where bar represents the complex conjugate. Consequently, QNM frequencies are symmetric about the imaginary axis in the
complex frequency plane. Therefore, we only present modes with a non-negative real part. The branch cut in our asymptotically
flat spacetime leads to a continuous spectrum along the positive imaginary axis. So we exclude this region from our definitions
of the nearest drift (see Appendix.A).

The above statements concern about the calculation of QNM spectra on the frequency domain. Now we turn to time-domain
behavior of QNMs. For the time domain case, we have ODEs (3.1) from Eq.(2.13). To solve the ODEs numerically, we adopt a
discrete time evolution scheme via 6-th Hermite integration method [80–83], which is actually an implicit scheme. Selecting an
even time step ∆τ , we arrive at

u ((i+ 1)∆τ) = U · u(i∆τ), i = 0, 1, · · · , (3.5)

1 We use bold symbols to represent matrices and vectors.
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where U is called evolution matrix whose explicit form can be expressed as

U = I+ (∆τL) ·
(
I+

1

60
(∆τL) · (∆τL)

)
·
(
I− ∆τ

2
L ·
(
I− ∆τ

5
·
(
I− ∆τ

12
L

)))−1

, (3.6)

and I is the identity matrix whose dimension is consistent with that of L. Because such scheme is unconditionally stable, there
is no Courant limit on the time step ∆τ . Meanwhile, there is no requirement for even time steps, i.e., ∆τ can depend on i. For
convenience, we simply take even time steps in our practice.

For initial data, we choose a Gaussian pulse on the coordinate σ as the initial perturbation, i.e.,

Ψ(τ = 0, σ) = a0 exp

[
− (σ − c0)

2

2b20

]
,

Π(τ = 0, σ) = 0 , (3.7)

where a0 is the amplitude, b0 is width and c0 is the position of the Gaussian pulse.
In the hyperboloidal framework, the compactified coordinates ensure that the black hole horizon and null infinity can be

reached, while in the usual Schwarzschild-like coordinates, we cannot strictly discuss the infinity without using extra methods.
We show the main results of this section in Fig.2, where the parameters used are from Fig.1, and the time evolution is seen by an
observer located at infinity (σ0 = 0). The computation is done on a grid of resolution N = 150 for QNM spectra, and on a grid
of resolution N = 160 with time step ∆τ = 0.075. The initial condition for time domain is chosen as Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1,
b0 = 1/(10

√
10), and c0 = 1/5. Note that Fig.2 has a total of 26 subfigures (a)-(z). The odd sequences [like (a), (c), · · · , (y)]

show the QNM spectra and the even sequences [like (b), (d), · · · , (z)] show the corresponding time-domain waveforms. These
time-domain figures show the logarithm of the absolute value of the waveform. The phase dominated by a single QNM in the
time-domian figure exhibits a series of interconnected bell-like shapes. Such shape reflects the characteristics of the QNM. A
wider bell opening corresponds to a smaller real part of the QNM spectrum, and a steeper slope of the envelope at the bell’s peak
indicates a larger imaginary part of the QNM spectrum. The results of these 13 sets of parameters present different characteristics
of QNMs, which we summarize as follows.

First, it can be seen that for the parameters leading to double-peaked effective potentials, there exists long-lived modes
depicted in Figs.2(i), 2(o), 2(q) and 2(y), and at the same time the echoes will occur in Figs.2(j), 2(p), 2(r), 2(z). Long-lived
modes indicate the echo pattern, which decays slowly and persist for a long period, covering up the power-law tail for a long
time. Furthermore, the echo pattern also displays a rise phase after the first decay phase, as is shown in Fig.3. Fig.3 presents
four panels: the first zooms in on Fig.2(j) (with identical parameters), while the remaining three zoom in on Figs. 2(p), 2(r), and
2(z) (using their parameters but with initial conditions b0 = 1/100 to highlight the echo pattern). In these four plots, it is evident
that the dominant QNM during the first decay phase differs from the one dominating the subsequent rise phase. This transition
marks the emergence of the echo mode, which begins to dominate thereafter.

Second, the dynamics instability is previously reported by [71, 75, 76], which is triggered by large α for scalar type in
5-dimensional spacetime and for tensor type in 6-dimensional spacetime. Similarly, it is also observed that there exists the
dynamics instability, i.e., an exponential growth in the time domain simulations in Fig.2(h) and Fig.2(x). The QNM spectra
corresponding to these two subfigures are shown in Figs.2(g) and 2(w), and both of them have the mode with a negative imaginary
part. Additionally, we find that these unstable modes always appear on the negative half of the imaginary axis.These modes do
not migrate from stable modes, but rather, they appear abruptly on the imaginary axis. The slope of the fitting lines precisely
match the imaginary part of the corresponding unstable modes.

We end this section with an analysis of the Price’s law [31, 32]. The analysis of the Price’s law can further verify the reliability
of our code. The analytical method of [84, 85] shows that the Price’s law obtained by a finite-distant observer is determined by the
asymptotic behavior of effective potential near infinity. Although the forms of the effective potentials for different perturbations
vary, these effective potentials exhibit similar asymptotic behavior at infinity, i.e.,

VX

r2+
=

ν(ν + 1)

r2⋆
+

AX

rD−1
⋆

+ o

(
1

rD−1
⋆

)
, (3.8)

where

ν =
1

2
(D − 4 + 2l) , (3.9)

dr⋆ = dr/f(r) is the tortoise coordinate, AX depends on α, D, l and does not vanish except when X = K and l = 0. In
this case, the next leading term is given by r

−(2D−4)
⋆ . Therefore, from [84, 85], the Price’s law index should be D − 2 + 2l for

observers at finite position in odd dimensions of spacetime. Following [86, 87], we introduce an effective power-law index Γ for
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Figure 2: The QNM spectra and time-domain evolution for the parameter choices in Fig.1. The initial condition in time domain calculation is
chosen as a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 1/5. The calculation of QNMs is performed on the resolution with N = 150, the time domain

evolution is performed on a grid with N = 160 using time step ∆τ = 0.075, and the observer is located at infinity, i.e., σ0 = 0.

an observer located at σ0:

Γ(τ, σ0) =

∣∣∣∣τΠ(τ, σ0)

Ψ(τ, σ0)

∣∣∣∣ , (3.10)

which should tend to the true Price’s law index at late times, i.e., τ → ∞. Fig.4 presents the computed effective power-law index
Γ. The initial condition is chosen to be Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10), and c0 = 1/5. The observation position σ0 is

approximately 0.118 for the left column and is 0 for the right column. The computation is performed on a grid with resolution
N = 300 and the time step ∆τ = 0.075. After an initial period of strong oscillation, the index Γ stabilizes to a constant,
indicating the presence of a power-law tail and marking the transition from the damping stage to the power-law tail stage. For
finite-distant observer, Γ converges to 1, 3, 5, and 7 for l = 0, 1, 2, and 3, respectively, in the case of KG perturbations. Similarly,
it converges to 5, 7, 9, and 11 for l = 2, 3, 4, and 5, respectively, in the case of gravitational perturbations. For observers located
at infinity, the index Γ stabilizes at approximately half of the corresponding values observed by the finite observer. Rigorous
proofs using analytical method need to be considered further, and we leave it for the future. These numerical results for finite-
distance observers show excellent convergence and agree with the analytical prediction D−2+2l in odd dimension, which does
not depend on α and is the same as in GR. This behavior is a feature of odd-dimensional spacetimes and does not depend on the
presence of a black hole [70, 88]. This demonstrates the long-time accuracy of our numerical calculations. For even dimensions
of spacetime, we leave the analysis in Appendix.B.

IV. THE STABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we will perform the stability analysis from the perspective of both frequency and time domains. Due to their
non-conservative nature, black hole systems are described by non-Hermitian operators. Unlike Hermitian operators, whose
spectra fully characterize their properties, the spectra of non-Hermitian operators provide only partial information and are sus-
ceptible to potential instabilities [49, 89]. Non-Hermitian operators are characterized by pseudospectrum, which also captures
the instability of their eigenvalues. Given ϵ > 0, and a norm ∥·∥, the ϵ-pseudospectrum for an operator A is defined as [49]

σϵ(A) = {ω ∈ C : ∥(A− ωI)−1∥ > ϵ−1} , (4.1)
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Figure 3: The zoomed-in view of Figs.2(j), 2(p), 2(r), and 2(z), where the rise phase followed after the first decay phase is illustrated. The
parameters in Figs. 3(b), 3(c), and 3(d) are the same as those in Figs.2(p), 2(r), and 2(z) except the initial condition b0 = 1/(10

√
10) is

changed as b0 = 1/100.

where I is the identity operator, RA(ω) = (A − ωI)−1 is called the resolvent operator. This definition is the most suitable for
computing the pseudospectrum. Another equivalent and more intuitive definition of the pseudospectrum is [49]

σϵ(A) = {ω ∈ C : ∃δA with ∥δA∥ < ϵ such that ω ∈ σ(A+ δA)} . (4.2)

In the limit ϵ → 0, the set σϵ(A) reduces to the spectrum set σ(A), whose elements are the spectrum ωn. The quantity ϵ serves
as a measure of the “proximity” between points in σϵ(A) and the spectrum ωn, offering a clear interpretation of perturbations to
the underlying operator. The boundary of σϵ(A) is just the constant-ϵ contour. The choice of norm strongly affects the shape and
structure of the pseudospectrum. Here, we choose the above norm to be the so-called energy norm [50, 90, 91]. For a function
u(σ), it is defined as

∥u∥E =
√
⟨u, u⟩E , (4.3)
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Figure 4: The effective power-law index Γ is computed using the initial conditions specified in Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10
√
10) and

c0 = 1/5. The observer is located at σ0 ≈ 0.118 in the first column and infinity, i.e., σ0 = 0, in the second column, with the computations
performed on the resolution N = 300 using time step ∆τ = 0.075.

which is induced by the energy inner product

⟨u1, u2⟩E =

〈(
Ψ1

Π1

)
,

(
Ψ2

Π2

)〉
E
=

1

2

∫ 1

0

(
w(σ)Π̄1Π2 + p(σ)∂σΨ̄1∂σΨ2 + q(σ)Ψ̄1Ψ2

)
dσ , (4.4)

where the bar represent the complex conjugate. In numerical computations, integrals (4.4) can be efficiently approximated using
the Chebyshev-Lobatto grid and the Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature. This approach involves computing a weighted sum of the
function values at the grid points, leading to an inner product that incorporates a Gram matrix G. It means that Eq.(4.4) is
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approximated by the following discrete version〈(
Ψ1

Π1

)
,

(
Ψ2

Π2

)〉
E
=
(
Ψ⋆

1 Π⋆
1

)
·G ·

(
Ψ2

Π2

)
, (4.5)

where the asterisk denotes the Hermitian conjugate. With the help of the Gram matrix, the energy norm of any operator A is
given by

∥A∥E = ∥W ·A ·W−1∥2 (4.6)

where A is the matrix approximation of the operator A, W is the Cholesky decomposition of G, i.e., G = W⋆ · W and
∥·∥2 represents the matrix 2-norm. For any point ω in the complex plane (excluding the exact QNM spectra), the norm of the
corresponding resolvent ∥RL/i(ω)∥E can be calculated using Eq.(4.6) with A = RL/i(ω). Given a positive constant ϵ, the
ϵ-pseudospectrum of the operator L/i, i.e., σϵ(L/i) is defined as the set of all ω such that ∥RL/i(ω)∥E > ϵ−1 [see (4.1)]. In
practice, we generate the contour plots using − ln(∥1/RL/i(ω)∥E). Further computational details can be found in [50, 52, 78].
Unlike in general relativity, spacetimes in EGB gravity can possess (linear) unstable modes, resulting in a non-positive definite
energy inner product that cannot define a norm. In addition to the above computational challenges, spacetimes exhibiting dy-
namic unstable modes is considered non-physical, rendering the analysis of QNM spectrum stability meaningless. Fig.5 presents
the pseudospectrum corresponding to the parameters chosen in Fig.1 except for those parameters where dynamic unstable modes
exist. Therefore, there are only 11 panels in Fig.5. The calculation is performed on resolution N = 100. The QNM spectra are
computed with the same resolutions and they are represented by a black plus sign in each panel.

It can be read from Fig.5, when ω is not in close proximity to a QNM spectrum, ∥RL/i(ω)∥E increases with the increasing
of the imaginary part of ω. However, for those ω in the vicinity of a QNM spectrum, ∥RL/i(ω)∥E increases rapidly as ω
approaches the QNM spectrum. A perturbation with norm ϵ displaces the QNM spectra from their original positions, with the
ϵ-pseudospectrum providing a bound on their displacement [see (4.2)]. For small ϵ, the constant-ϵ contour line enclose the
QNM spectrum, forming a closed curve. However, for slightly larger ϵ, the constant-ϵ contour line extends well, forming an
open structure that can even reach infinity. It suggests that perturbations of this magnitude may cause significant migration of
the QNM spectrum. For each QNM spectrum, there exists a critical value ϵc that separates closed contour lines from the open
contour lines in the pseudospectrum. For perturbations with ϵ < ϵc, the QNM spectrum remains stable, while for ϵ > ϵc, the
QNM spectrum can become highly unstable. A QNM spectrum’s stability can be characterized by its critical value ϵc, with
larger values indicating greater stability. It can be seen that ϵc decreases as the overtone number n increases, which demonstrates
that higher overtones exhibit more spectrum instability.

In addition, in Figs.5(g), 5(h), and 5(k), we find each panels contain a branch of discrete spurious QNM spectra located near
the imaginary axis. These QNM spectra, identified as spurious using the method described in Appendix A, originate from the
branch cut of the Green function along the positive imaginary semi-axis, which causes the discrete matrix to capture a set of QNM
spectra along this semi-axis. At low resolution, these QNM spectra detach from the axis, forming the observed spurious branches.
As resolution increases, these spurious QNM spectra gradually return to the imaginary axis. This behavior is a characteristic
feature of asymptotically flat spacetimes, and our model is no exception. In fact, the process of discreteness can also be regarded
as perturbations to the original analytical system. Increasing the resolution essentially reduces such perturbation. Therefore, this
reduction in perturbation causes spurious modes to progressively return to the imaginary axis, while simultaneously enhancing
the convergence of the computed QNM spectra towards the true physical QNM spectra. More importantly, it still remains an open
question whether the norm of resolvent of the matrix operator L obtained from the hyperboloidal framework in asymptotically flat
spacetime converges to the true norm of the resolvent of the original operator L as the resolution increases. Nonetheless, while
the quantitative calculations of the resolvent may be under suspicion, the qualitative insights derived from these calculations
remain valid [59].

As shown by the second definition of the pseudospectrum (4.2), considering the pseudospectra of L/i is equivalent to consider
any perturbation on the matrix, including those who could unphysically disturb the differential part of the operator L. True
physical perturbations should be confined to alterations in the effective potential, potentially induced by surrounding matter
in the environment. The preceding discussion focuses on the spectrum stability in the frequency domain. We now shift our
attention to stability analysis in the time domain. In the following, we investigate the effects of specific perturbations on the
effective potential in the time domain. Considering the potential impact of the surrounding environment on the black hole’s
effective potential, we introduce a specific bump in the potential to model this effect

δV (r(σ)) = a
(
1− r+

r

)2
exp

[
− (r/r+ − 1/c)

2

2b2

]
= a(1− σ)2 exp

[
− (1/σ − 1/c)

2

2b2

]
, (4.7)

where a is the amplitude of δV , c approximately represents the center of the bump in the σ coordinate, as r+/c approximately
gives the center of the bump in the r coordinate. The width of the bump in the r coordinate is characterized by br+. Utilizing
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the relationship σ = r+/r, we can estimate the width of the bump in the σ coordinate ∆τ as

∆σ =
∆σ

∆r
∆r =

∣∣∣∣∣ dσdr
∣∣∣∣
r=ξ

∣∣∣∣∣∆r =
r+
ξ2

br+ ≈ c2b , (4.8)

where in the second step, the Lagrange’s mean value theorem guarantees the existence of ξ, and in the final step, we approximate
ξ ≈ r+/c. Note that a, b, c should not be confused with the parameters a0, b0, c0 that characterize the initial waveform in
Eqs.(3.7). The factor (1− r+/r)

2 is included to prevent the disturbances near the horizon, while simultaneously maintaining
the asymptotic behavior of the effective potential near the horizon. To quantify the time-domain impact of this perturbation, we
calculate the mismatch between the time-domain signals generated by unperturbed and perturbed potentials observed at infinity
(σ0 = 0) [92]. The mismatch between two time-domain signals, h1(τ) and h2(τ), is defined as

M(h1, h2) = 1−max
δτ

⟨h1, h2⟩√
⟨h1, h1⟩⟨h2, h2⟩

, (4.9)

where we allow the waveform h2 to go through a time shift δτ , and then maximize the inner product between h1 and shifted h2
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over δτ , the inner product is defined as

⟨h1, h2⟩ = 4Re

∫ ∞

0

F{h1}(ω)F{h2}(ω)dω , (4.10)

F{·} indicates Fourier transformation and overbar denotes taking the complex conjugation. The shift δτ in time is achieved by
utilizing the time shift property of the Fourier transformation,

F{h2(τ + δτ)}(ω) = eiωδτF{h2(τ)}(ω) . (4.11)

h1 and h2 are selected as the time-domain waveforms corresponding to the effective potentials before and after adding the bump
seen by observers located at infinity. In numerical calculations, we work with values defined only at discrete time grid points.
Consequently, we use the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) as an approximation of the true Fourier transform, and the vector
inner product as an approximation of the integral. Same initial conditions are adopted to generate the signals. Waveforms are
aligned in time such that their peaks coincide. After this alignment, it is observed that δτ remains consistently small.

The norm rather than simply the amplitude a should be used to quantify the magnitude of the bump properly [93, 94]. The
bump’s norm is defined using the matrix norm from Eq.(4.6), specifically as the norm of the difference between the matrices L
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Figure 5: The contour plot of − ln(1/∥(L/i−ωI)−1∥E) for the stable spacetime parameters in Fig.2. QNM spectra calculated using the same
grid points and parameters is shown in each panel by a black plus sign. The calculation is performed on the resolution with N = 100.

from Eq.(2.13) constructed with and without the bump, i.e.,

∥δV ∥E :=

∥∥∥∥ 1

p(σ)w(σ)

(
0 0

δV (σ) 0

)∥∥∥∥
E
, (4.12)

where δV (σ) is given by Eq.(4.7) and its matrix represtentation is a diagonal matrix. Fig.6 illustrates that the bump’s norm can
vary dramatically despite a fixed amplitude a = 1, in which b is fixed as 1/5. The norm satisfies ∥aδV ∥E = |a|∥δV ∥E, so we
simply fix a = 1 in the Fig.6. As c approaches zero, the bump’s position shifts further away from the black hole, resulting in its
norm diverges which is in agreement with [94]. Simultaneously, the bump becomes increasingly narrow in the σ coordinate as
shown in (4.8), making it more challenging for numerical discrete grids to capture its features accurately.

Fig.7 shows the relationship between the mismatch M and the norm of the perturbation, ∥δV ∥E, for c = 1/10, 4/10,
7/10, 1. The width of the bump, which is determined by the parameter b, is fixed as 1/5. The initial wave is Eqs.(3.7) with
a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 1/5. For fixed c, the linear fit (dotted line) with a slope of approximately 2 indicates a

quadratic relationship, M ∝ ∥δV ∥2E. Since the mismatch cannot exceed 1, this quadratic relationship only holds when the norm
of the perturbation is small enough. This demonstrates the stability of the time-domain waveform: small perturbations in the
effective potential lead to proportionally smaller mismatches, implying a smooth, rather than abrupt, change in the waveform.

Fig.8 shows the relationship between the mismatch M and the location of the perturbation, which is described by the param-
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Figure 6: The ∥δV ∥E for bump in Eq.(4.7) with different c, b is fixed as 1/5 and a is fixed as 1. The computation is performed on a N = 200
grid.

eter c, for ∥δV ∥E = 10−4, 10−3.5, 10−3, 10−2.5, 10−2, 10−1.5, 10−1. The width of the bump is fixed as b = 1/5. The initial
wave is chosen to be Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 1/5. The line connecting points with the same norm

is determined through fitting. Fig.8 presents a comprehensive view of the data, which is partially shown in Fig.7. Due to the
small magnitude of differences between different sets of the data, plotting all data points in Fig.7 results in significant overlap.
Therefore, Fig.7 displays only four representative datasets. For a fixed ∥δV ∥E, the position of the bump has minimal impact.
We present Fig.7 and Fig.8 with a different initial condition in Appendix.C, where c0 = 1/5 is replaced by c0 = 4/5. The linear
fits in Fig.11 and Fig.7 exhibit slopes of approximately 2, demonstrating that time-domain stability is independent of the initial
conditions.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we explore the QNMs and their (in)stability of BDW black holes within the framework of EGB gravity theory
in both frequency domain and time domain using the hyperboloidal formalism. The effective potential of gravitational pertur-
bations in BDW black holes exhibits a variety of shapes depending on the parameters. These potentials can display single or
double peaks and may also feature negative regions, either adjacent to or distant from the event horizon. Such variations in the
effective potential are inherent to the theoretical framework and are not the result of artificial perturbations or external conditions.
Additional perturbations could lead to even more complex configurations. We calculated the QNMs for these typical effective
potentials in both the frequency and time domains, identifying characteristic QNMs such as echoes and instabilities. Spurious
modes, arising from numerical artifacts, are eliminated through joint computation at multiple resolutions. We further validated
our code by computing the Price’s law. Our results align with the expected behavior in odd spacetime dimensions, but we found
limited evidence supporting the Price’s law in even dimensions, similar to the findings of Abdalla et al. [70].

The (in)stability of QNMs in frequency domain is assessed by calculating the pseudospectrum. The ϵ-pseudospectrum pro-
vides an upper bound on the migration of QNM spectra induced by a perturbation to the effective potential with a norm of ϵ.
However, certain parameter configurations of spacetimes reveal dynamically unstable QNMs, indicated by a negative imaginary
part. This instability leads to energy inner products that are not positive definite. As a result, one cannot define an energy norm or
calculate the pseudospectrum. From a physical perspective, the stability of QNMs and pseudospectrum in unstable spacetimes
is also meaningless. The pseudospectrum accounts for arbitrary perturbations on the time-evolving operator, including those
that may be unphysical, e.g., changing the structure of the derivative part. However, even within its limitations, [50] suggests
that high-frequency perturbations on the effective potential can possibly saturate this upper bound given by pseudospectrum.
In numerical computations of asymptotically flat spacetimes using hyperboloidal formalism, finite-rank approximations of the
resolvent operator RL/i(ω) may exhibit quantitative inaccuracies but do capture the qualitative features of the pseudospectrum.

The (in)stability of QNMs in time domain are studied by compare the waveforms evolved before and after adding a bump on
effective potential. We use mismatch to quantify the difference between the two waveforms. Results shows that for a bump with
small norm on the effective potential, the mismatch remains small and scales quadratically with the bump’s norm. This indicates
that the waveform is robust against perturbations on the effective potential. The apparent contradiction between frequency
instability and time domain stability requires further investigation.
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slopes of approximately 2. The computation is performed on a N = 200 grid using time step ∆τ = 0.075.
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Figure 8: The relationship between mismatch M and the location of the bump, which is described by the parameter c, for varies norm ∥δV ∥E.
The width of the bump b is fixed as 1/5. The initial wave is specified as Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 1/5. The

computation is preformed on a N = 200 grid using time step ∆τ = 0.075.
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Appendix A: Criteria for identifying physically relevant QNMs

Identifying true physical QNMs from contaminated ones requires careful inspection. A common strategy is to examine
whether the calculated modes converge to a fixed point as the grid resolution increases, or alternatively, if they align with
previously computed modes. For a given grid resolution N associated with eigenvalues ωi, i = 1, 2, · · · , n, we define a drift
ratio relative to another higher resolution N1,

r
(N1)
i =

min{|ωi|, σi}
δ
(N1)
i

, (A1)

where the intermodal separation σi is,

σi =


|ω1 − ω2|, i = 1,
1
2

(
|ωi − ωi−1|+ |ωi+1 − ωi|

)
, 1 < i < n,

|ωn−1 − ωn|, i = n ,

(A2)

the nearest neighbor drift is,

δ
(N1)
i = min

j
|ωi − ω

(N1)
j | , (A3)

and ω
(N1)
i are eigenvalues of resolution N1. Therefore, the eigenvalues corresponding to a physical mode will exhibit a sig-

nificant drift ratio, whereas the numerical spurious eigenvalues rely heavily on resolution and show smaller drift ratios. To
avoid potential coincidences between spurious eigenvalues at the resolutions N and N1, we compute r

(N1)
i and r

(N2)
i with

N2 > N1 > N . Only modes ωi that satisfy min{r(N1)
i , r

(N2)
i } > 103 are considered good approximations of true physical

QNMs. In asymptotically flat spacetimes, the branch cut along the positive imaginary axis leads to a continuous spectrum in
this region. Consequently, there are a series of discrete modes located in this region for numerical computation, therefore we
excluded modes in this region from the calculation of the drift ratio.

Appendix B: Price’s law in even dimensions

For observers at finite locations in even dimensions spacetimes, [84, 85] indicate that there exist power-law tail with index
3D− 8 (when X = K and l = 0), or provide a lower bound on the index of 2D− 5+2l. However, in [70], they did not observe
a power-law tail for even dimensions. Fig.10 shows our computational results for observers located both in finite distance and
infinity in even dimensions, where power-law tails emerge, but their indexes differs from the analytical predictions.

Appendix C: Mismatch with different initial condition

In this appendix, we show the results of the relationship between mismatch and the width and the location of the bump with a
different initial condition in Figs.11 and 12. The linear fits in Fig.11 and Fig.7 have slopes of approximately 2, indicating that
time-domain stability is independent of the initial data.
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Figure 9: The drift ratio for the parameter choice in Fig.1. The calculation is performed on a grid with N = 150.
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Figure 10: The effective power-law index Γ is computed using the initial conditions specified in Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10
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10) and

c0 = 1/5. The observer is located at σ0 ≈ 0.118 in the first column and infinity, i.e., σ0 = 0, in the second column, with the computations
performed on the resolution N = 300 using time step ∆τ = 0.075.
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Figure 11: The relationship between mismatch M and ∥δV ∥E for different c values of the bump. The width b of the bump is fixed as 1/5.
The initial wave is chosen to be Eqs.( 3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 4/5. The dashed lines represent the fitted lines, which

have slopes of approximately 2. The computation is performed on a N = 200 grid using time step ∆τ = 0.075.
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Figure 12: The relationship between mismatch M and the location of the bump, which is described by the parameter c, for varies norm
∥δV ∥E. The width of the bump b is fixed as 1/5. The initial wave is specified as Eqs.(3.7) with a0 = 1, b0 = 1/(10

√
10) and c0 = 4/5. The

computation is preformed on a N = 200 grid using time step ∆τ = 0.075.
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