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Abstract

In this work, we obtain the analytically approximation of static, spherically symmet-
ric black hole solutions to Einstein−Weyl squared gravity by using the continued fraction
expansion method. The black hole solutions are found for various relations between near
horizon parameters with positive Weyl’s coupling constant α. Black hole solutions associated
with different near-horizon constants are compared with the numerical ones. We obtain four
branches of the black hole solutions with positive Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass. A
non-Schwarzschild solution appears when the integration constant reaches a certain value for
arbitrary values of the coupling constant α. In addition, we study the thermodynamic and
dynamical stability of the black hole solutions by considering thermodynamic quantities and
the quasinormal frequencies.

1 Introduction

Black holes (BH) are fundamental objects that arise as vacuum solutions in general relativity
(GR). A static and spherically symmetric vacuum solution in GR gives rise to a Schwarzschild
solution characterized by a horizon radius (or by its mass). In theories beyond GR, it is possible
to realize non-Schwarzschild BH solutions whose geometries are modified by the presence of
additional degrees of freedom. In scalar-tensor or vector-tensor theories, some asymptotically flat
BH solutions endow with scalar or vector hairs. With the advent of gravitational waves astronomy,
we can now probe the physics of strong gravity regimes and the possible deviations from GR. On
strong gravitational backgrounds, it is expected that higher-order gravity models may modify the
spacetime structure and its dynamics. A natural alternative candidate to Einstein’s theory in four
dimensions is quadratic theories of gravity which was proposed in [1]. The Einstein quadratic
gravity (EQG) field equations beside the Schwarzschild-like solution admit non-Schwarzschild
black holes which were recently discovered in [2, 3]. These new analytical and numerical black
holes have been studied in [4, 5]. In [6] a complete analysis of the link between the weak field
expansion, the structure of the horizons, and the interior geometry for static space-times has
been presented. In [7–9], following the numerical work by Lü et. al [2], the new analytical
asymptotically flat black hole solutions have been obtained using continued fraction expansion.
This method is a highly accurate analytic method which has recently been applied with success
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in a variety of contexts [10–13]. These analytical studies of the black holes also allowed us to
study the thermodynamics and dynamical stability of the solutions.

Moreover, it is also important to investigate the physical properties of the novel black hole
spacetime further. One can consider the ability to withstand a small perturbation. It is crucial
to determine whether the spacetime is robust against a small perturbation. If it is not, a small
perturbation may develop into a non-negligible backreaction on the spacetime itself and abruptly
change the nature of the spacetime geometry. The study of a small perturbation on black holes
can be done by considering quasinormal modes (QNMs) [14,15]. The QNMs are oscillation modes
that satisfy certain boundary conditions i.e., only ingoing modes at the black hole’s event hori-
zon and only outgoing modes at infinity. These boundary conditions lead to discrete complex
frequencies. The real part is interpreted as oscillation frequency while the imaginary part deter-
mines the damping time of each mode. For a spherically symmetric background, the fundamental
equation governing a small perturbation on black hole spacetime is usually reduced to a single
second-order ordinary differential equation. The perturbation equation is similar to an equation
describing a particle encountering a potential barrier. There are several methods for solving the
perturbation equation both analytical and numerical methods e.g., direct integration [16], con-
tinued fraction method [17], asymptotic iteration method [18–21], pseudospectral method [22],
Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) method [23–31] etc. Among various methods, the Ferrari
and Mashoon method [32] stands out as it allows one to obtain an exact solution in a simple
form. The exact solution entirely depends on the height and curvature of the effective potential.
The Ferrari and Mashoon methods have been utilized to obtain quasinormal frequencies in several
spacetime backgrounds. For instance, QNMs of near-extremal Schwarzshcild de-Sitter black holes
are obtained in [33]. In dRGT massive gravity, quasinormal frequencies are investigated using the
Ferrari and Mashoon method for near extremal black hole and black string spacetimes [34] and
later is extended to generalized spherically symmetric spacetime [35]. In [21], the quasinormal
spectrum of near extremal Myers-Perry de-Sitter black holes is computed. On the other hand,
it is found that for near-extremal Kerr-Newmann-de-Sitter back holes, the Ferrari and Mashoon
method is not applicable for the case of fermionic fields [36].

The novelty of our results using this method is that for any values of coupling constant of

theory, we obtain a non-Schwarzschild-like black hole solution. However, similar to the numerical

work, we have four branches of the black hole solution with positive mass even for a linear relation

between f1 and h1.
The paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we present the basic formalism of the theory,

continued fraction expansion method, and thermodynamics of the black holes. In subsection 2.1,
we have considered the case of h1 = f1 to compare the analytical results with the numerical one
with positive generic α. The case h1 = f2

1 is studied in subsection 2.2. In subsection 2.3, we
study the dynamical stability of the novel solutions. In section 3, we present our conclusions.

2 Basic equations

The general Lagrangian of Einstein’s quadratic gravity can be written as

L = γR− αCabcdC
abcd + βR2, (1)

where Cabcd is the Weyl tensor whose square is given by CabcdC
abcd = R2/3−2RabR

ab+RabcdR
abcd,

β and γ are coupling constants. Since the Gauss-Bonnet curvature invariance is a topological
term that does not affect the spacetime dynamics in four dimensions, the general gravitational
action up to quadratic-order curvature terms is given by the action (1). In theories without the
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Weyl curvature, i.e., α = 0 in Eq. (1), it has been shown that there exists a non-Schwarzschild
solution [9].

With the presence of the Weyl curvature term, the Schwarzschild BH is an exact solution on
the static spherically symmetric background for arbitrary couplings α. When the coupling α is
of special order, it is known that the other asymptotically flat non-Schwarzschild branch appears
beside the Schwarzschild branch [2]. However, we have shown in [7], that for an arbitrary coupling
α, when the constant of integration is of special value, the non-Schwarzschild branch emerges.
Moreover, the negative α case has been studied in [6], showing there is no asymptotically flat
solution for this case.

In the absence of a cosmological constant, the equation of motion does not get the contribution
from the β term. Henceforth, without loss of generality, we set β = 0 and γ = 1 [2]. The field
equations are given by

Eab = Rab −
1

2
gabR− 4αBab = 0, Bab =

(

∇m∇n +
1

2
Rmn

)

Cambn. (2)

We consider the following static, spherical symmetric metric

dS2 = −h(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2

(

dθ2 +
sin2(

√
kθ)

k
dφ2

)

, (3)

where k can take the value of {−1, 0, 1} which corresponds to the hyperbolic, spherical, and brane
topology of the metric. With this metric, the trace of the field equation implies

R = −2fhr2h
′′

+ fr2h
′2 − rhh

′

(rf
′

+ 4f) + 4h2(−rf
′

+ k − f) = 0, (4)

where prime denotes derivative to r. Moreover, the rr component of the field equations provides
us with the second-order differential equations for f(r) and h(r)

0 = Err = 6α
(

−rh
′

+ 2h
)

h2fr2f
′′

+ 3α
(

4kh2 − fr2h′2 − 4fh2 − 2rfhh′
)

hrf
′ − 9αh3r2f

′2

+ 6
(

hr2 + r3h′ + 4αkh
)

h2f − 3α
(

3hr2h
′2 + 8h3 + r3h

′3
)

f2 − 6 kr2h3. (5)

Now, we are considering the near-horizon behaviors of the functions h(r) and f(r). By expanding
f(r) and h(r) around the event horizon (r+), these read

h(r) = h1(r − r+) + h2(r − r+)2 + h3(r − r+)3 + ..., (6)

f(r) = f1(r − r+) + f2(r − r+)2 + f3(r − r+)3 + .... (7)

The coefficients hi and fi can be determined by inserting these expansions into (4) and (5). Thus,
we find

h2 =
h1(k − 2f1r+)

f1r
2
+

+
h1(k − f1r+)

8αf2
1
r+

, f2 =
k − 2f1r+

r2+
− 3(k − f1r+)

8αf1r+
, (8)

where r+, h1 and f1 are undetermined constants of integration. For a full expression of h3 and
f3, see Appendix A.

We wish to obtain an approximate analytical solution (for k = 1) that is valid near the horizon
and at large r. To this end, we employ a continued fraction expansion by letting [4]

h(r) = xA(x),
h(r)

f(r)
= B2(x), (9)
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with

A(x) = 1 − ǫ(1 − x) + (a0 − ǫ)(1 − x)2 + Ã(x)(1 − x)3, (10)

B(x) = 1 + b0(1 − x) + B̃(x)(1 − x)2, (11)

where

x = 1 − r+
r
, Ã(x) =

a1

1 +
a2x

1 +
a3x

1 +
a4x

1 + ...

, B̃(x) =
b1

1 +
b2x

1 +
b3x

1 +
b4x

1 + ...

. (12)

Note that, we truncate the continued fraction at order four. The coefficients ai and bi are given
in terms of (r+, h1, f1) by expanding (9) near the horizon (x → 0). We provide these expressions
in the Appendix A.

Moreover, at large r, we assume

h(r) = H0 +
H1

r
+

H2

r2
+ ..., f(r) = F0 +

F1

r
+

F2

r2
+ ..., (13)

where Hi and Fi are undetermined constants. By expanding (9) near the asymptotic region
(x → 1), we obtain the following relations,

ǫ = −H1

r+
− 1, b0 =

F1 −H1

2r+
, a0 =

H2

r2+
(14)

for the lowest order expansion coefficients. We find that H0 = F0 = 1 and H2 = 0. Moreover, we
require H1 = F1 = −2M (hence b0 = 0) such that h and f only differ from 1/r2 term onward
at the asymptotic region. A constant M can be interpreted as a black hole’s mass. In [10], the
coefficients of continued fraction expansion are obtained numerically and represented analytically
and we have provided them in Appendix B. The major difference is that we obtain our coefficients
analytically.

For a static space-time, we have a timelike Killing vector ξ = ∂t everywhere outside the
horizon. Thus, we may define the temperature of a black hole as follows

T =
1

4π

√

f(r+)

h(r+)
h

′

(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r+

=

√
f1h1
4π

. (15)

We compute the entropy by using the first two terms in continued fraction expansion as follows
[3, 37,38]

S = −2π

∫

Horizon

d2x
√
η

δL

δRabcd

ǫabǫcd,

=
A

4

[

1 +
4α(b21 + 2b1 + 2ǫ− a0 − a1)

r2+(1 + b1)2

]

,

= πr2+

[

1 + 4α

(

1

r2+
− f

′

(r+)

r+

)]

,

= πr2+ + 4πα (1 − f1r+) , (16)
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here ǫab is the binormal tensor to the black hole horizon, normalized as ǫabǫ
ab = −2 and η is

determinant of the induced metric on the horizon. We consider the thermodynamics of these
black hole solutions, whose basic equations are the first law and Smarr formula

dM = TdS, M = 2TS. (17)

It should also be noted that the effect of higher curvature gravity in the first law of thermody-
namics and the Smarr formula is not taken into account. Because in [39], it has been shown that
the coupling constant of a theory is a thermodynamic quantity if the on-shell Lagrangian of the
higher curvature gravity satisfies the conditions (11) of [39], i.e. LQG = dA, here A is a gauge
field. For quadratic gravity, the mentioned condition is not satisfied. In the following subsections,
we will consider the thermodynamic stability of the novel solutions. For global stability, we allow
a system in equilibrium with a thermodynamic reservoir to exchange energy with the reservoir.
The preferred phase of the system is the one that minimizes the free energy (F ). To investigate
the global stability, we use the following expression for the free energy

F = M − TS. (18)

On the other hand, local stability is concerned with how the system responds to small changes in
thermodynamic parameters. To study the thermodynamic stability of the black holes concerning
small variations of the thermodynamic coordinates, one can investigate the behavior of the heat
capacity. The heat capacity is given by

C =
∂M

∂T
. (19)

The positivity of the heat capacity ensures local stability. In the next subsections 2.1, we review
analytic solutions in the case of f1 = h1 according to [7] and compare the results with the
numerical solutions reported in [2, 6, 10].

2.1 The case h1 = f1

Here, we consider the case of h1 = f1. The computations regarding this case with details provided
in [7]. At first, we obtain a relation between physical parameters of theory as follows:

c1 = −0.009259259256(p2 + 2)3

p2
, (20)

here p = r+/
√

2α is a dimensionless parameter. The above condition has been obtained from
the intersection between the non-Schwarzschild-like and Schwarzschild-like branches. In figure 1,
using the above equation the behavior of constant of integration c1 and f1 have been shown. As
can be seen, by increasing c1 in the left panel of figure 1, the non-Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild
branches get closer to each other (red solid lines). At p = ps = 1 and c1 = c1s = −0.25, the
non-Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild black holes coalesce (black dot lines). Then, by increasing
c1, the non-Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild branches are separated again (blue solid line). Here,
the point is that below c1 < c1s, the small Schwarzschild, non-Schwarzschild black hole and large
Schwarzschild, non-Schwarzschild black hole exist separately.

For c1 > c1s, the small Schwarzschild and large non-Schwarzschild black holes coexist, likewise
the large Schwarzschild and small non-Schwarzschild black holes coexist. In contrast to the nu-
merical work [2,6,10], only for c1 = c1s and p = ps both the Schwarzschild and non-Schwarzschild
black holes are the exact solutions of the Einstein-Weyl gravity.
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Notice that, numerically for all p the Schwarzschild metric is the solution of the Einstein-Weyl
equations, but at some minimal nonzero pmin in addition to the Schwarzschild solution, there
appears the non-Schwarzschild branch [2, 10].

According to our results obtained for f1 and M , we have shown the behavior of the ther-
modynamic quantities i.e., mass and entropy in figure 2. We compare our analytic results with
those obtained in [7] (solid red lines) and numerical results obtained in [2,6,10] (dot green lines).
We remark that the Schwarzschild-like branch is represented by the solid line in which the black
hole’s mass increases with r+. On the other hand, the non-Schwarzschild-like solution is the solid
curve in the black hole’s mass decreases with r+.

As can be seen, in each figure the thermodynamic quantities are the same as the numerical
ones for the Schwarzschild-like branches. However, for the non-Schwarzschild-like branches, the
analytical and numerical quantities are significantly different. This agrees with the results of
the paper [6] in which f1 = h1 gives the results of Einstein’s gravity. However, in this case, the
important point is that there are extra branches in the analytical thermodynamics quantities that
have different behavior from the Schwarzschild branches. These branches have behavior similar
to the non-Schwarzschild-like branches in numerical results [2] i.e., the mass of the black hole
decreases with r+ and becomes zero at a certain value of r+. These new branches are obtained
for every value of the coupling constant of the theory (α). Note that, in figure 2, we fix α = 0.5
to compare with the numerical solutions obtained in [2, 6, 10].

Figure 1: The behavior of c1 in terms of p (left). The behavior of f1 in terms of r+ for α = 0.5 and
c1 = −0.35,−0.25,−0.2 (right).

In figure 3, based on the results obtained for f1 and M , we have shown the behavior of metric
functions for the non-Schwarzschild-like branch (blue curves) comparing with the numerical one
(red curves) in [10]. In the right panel of figure 3, we can see that there is a good agreement
between our analytical results and the numerical one, especially at small and large r. For the
largest difference occurs around r ≈ 3.5 where the maximum difference is less than 10%. We
remark that here our obtained solution is constructed up to a4 in the continued fraction expansion
(12). By including higher coefficients, it is possible to get more accurate metric functions.
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Figure 3: Left: The behavior of h(r) and 0.75f(r) (blue lines, upper) according to our analytic results
in non-Schwarzschild-like branch; The numerical results for h(r) and 0.75f(r) (red lines) according to [10]
(lower). Right: The difference between analytical and numerical approximations for h(r) (red line, upper)
and f(r) (green line, lower).

Figure 2: The behavior of mass (left) and entropy (right) in terms of r+ for α = 0.5, c1 = −0.25. The
dot green lines are the numerical results [2]; the blue dashed line is the numerical result according to [10]
and the solid red lines are our results.

In this subsection, we find that for the case of a linear relation between near-horizon coef-
ficients i.e., f1 = h1, the analytical and numerical results of the Schwarzschild branch are the
same. In the following subsection, we shall consider the case f1 6= h1 where it is suggested in [6]
that this case corresponds to the non-Schwarzschild BHs of EQG.

2.2 The case h1 = f 2
1

We now consider the following relation between the near horizon parameters f1 and h1:

h1(r+) = f2
1 (r+). (21)
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The above relation is approximately similar to the result in [6] (figure 2). With the above relation,
one finds from equations (17)

M = −1

2
f

3

2

1
(r+)

(

4αr+f1(r+) − r2+ − 4α
)

, (22)

3

4

√

f1(r+)

[

f ′

1(r+)

(

−16

3
αr+f1(r+) + r2+ + 4α

)

+
2

3
f1(r+) (r+ − 2αf1(r+))

]

= 0. (23)

Solving (23), one obtains a quartic equation as follows

4f4
1 (r+)r+α− (r2+ + 4α)f3

1 (r+) + c1 = 0, (24)

where c1 is the integration constant. This leads to four solutions for f1(r+) as follows

f1,2
1

(r+) =
±
√

6C
√
B + 18

√
3A(r2+ + 4α)3 +

√
3B 3

4 + 3(r2+ + 4α)A 1

6B 1

4

48αr+A
1

6B 1

4

, (25)

f3,4
1

(r+) =
±
√

D
√
E − 18

√
3A(r2+ + 4α)3 −

√
3E 3

4 + 3(r2+ + 4α)A 1

6E 1

4

48αr+A
1

6 E 1

4

, (26)

with

A = 9r4+ + 72αr2+ + 144α2 +
(

−49152c1r
3
+α

3 + 81r8+ + 1296αr6+ + 7776α2r4+

+20736α3r2+ + 20736α4
)

1

2 ,

B = 128α2r2+(12c1)
2

3 + 8αr+(12c1)
1

3A 2

3 + 3(r2+ + 4α)2A 1

3 ,

C = −64α2r2+(12c1)
2

3 − 4αr+(12c1)
1

3A 2

3 + 3(r2+ + 4α)2A 1

3 ,

D = −768α2r2+(12c1)
2

3 − 24αr+(3c1)
1

3 (2A)
2

3 + 18(r2+ + 4α)2A 1

3 ,

E = 256α2r2+(12c1)
2

3 + 8αr+(3c1)
1

3 (2A)
2

3 + 3(r2+ + 4α)2A 1

3 . (27)

There are multiple branches of analytic solution regarding, f1,2,3,4
1

given that they are real-valued
constants. By inserting them into (15), (16), and (22) one can determine the thermodynamics
quantities as a function of r+. Before that, similar to the previous subsection, we can obtain a
relation between the parameters of the theory as follows:

c1 =
0.009322208539(p2 + 2)4√

αp3
, (28)

here p = r+/
√

2α. From figure 4, the two branches of solutions get closer to each other as c1
decreases. At c1 = c1s = 1.05166 and p = ps = 1.1, the two solutions intersect each other.
For c1 < c1s, the two solutions are separated. The same trend is observed for the behavior of
thermodynamics quantities in the figures 7.

We look at the critical case (c1s = 1.05166, ps = 1.1) with more details in figure 8. As can be
seen, there are two kinds of solutions with four branches of f1(r+) in which the black dashed line
is the Schwarzschild-like solution and the solid line is a non-Schwarzschild-like solution. The solid
colored line consists of two branches of solution i.e., f1 = f1

1 (blue) and f1 = f2
1 (red). For the non-

Schwarzschild solution, M and S decrease with the event horizon while the temperature increases
with r+. The Schwarzschild-like solutions have the opposite trends. Another observation from
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Figure 4: The behavior of c1 in terms of p (left). The behavior of f1 in terms of r+ for α = 0.5 and
c1 = 1.2, 1.05166, 0.9 (right).

this figure is that the solutions exist for arbitrary values of the α and a particular value of the
constant of the integration c1.

In figure 9, we depict the behavior of S as a function of M and M as a function of T .
We observe a small Schwarzschild-like behavior that starts with the red solid curve and then
smoothly connects to a large Schwarzschild-like black hole which is the black solid line. While
small non-Schwarzschild-like behavior first follows the blue solid line and then continues with the
orange dashed line to a large non-Schwarzschild-like black hole.

In figure 10, we have compared the analytical thermodynamics quantities with the numerical
ones. The analytical thermodynamics quantities of this case are different from the numerical
ones for both branches (Schwarzschild-like and non-Schwarzschild-like). We expect the analytical
Schwarzschild branch to be different from its numerical one for h1 6= f1 [6]. The non-Schwarzschild
branch although it is very different from the numerical one has become closer to it concerning
linear relation f1 = h1.

In the last and perhaps most important step, by equating the coefficients of continued fraction
expansion of Appendix A with B, we obtain f1 and h1 in terms of r+ as follows:

h1 =
3704000354214r2+ − 2463952425415

√
2αr+ + 456461849800α

1825490389932αr+
, (29)

f1 =
215672004025α(246395242515

√
2αr+ − 3704000354214r2+ − 456461849800α)

456372597483r+A
, (30)

here

A =63690786865
√

2r+α
3

2 + 792505343352
√

2αr3+ − 145428585201r4+−
2393109251108αr2+ − 93928764484α2 . (31)

It is easy to obtain r+ in terms of h1 from equation (29), and by inserting it into the equation
(30), we can obtain a relation between h1 and f1. It should be noted these relations only work for
the large non-Schwarzschild-like branch (Because the coefficients of continued fraction expansion
of Appendix B only work for a non-Schwarzschild branch.). This is one of the new results of this

9



Figure 5: The behavior of h1 in terms of f1 for α = 0.5.

paper. We find an analytical relationship for f1 and h1 using thermodynamics quantities. Our
results also agree with the numerical one in the large non-Schwarzschild black hole.

In figure 5, we have shown the behavior of h1 vs f1. The blue curve shows the behavior of
non-Schwarzschild black holes. In figure 6, the behavior of the coefficients of continued fraction
expansion of Appendix A and B from the inserting of (29), (30) have been shown. As can be
seen, there is a good agreement between the results.

Figure 6: The behavior of coefficients of continued fraction expansion in terms of r+ for α = 0.5.
Dot lines result from [10] and solid lines are the results of our method.

In figure 10 for the f1 and h1 in equations (29), (30) the behavior of thermodynamics quan-
tities have been shown in solid gold colors. As can be seen, they agree with the numerical
thermodynamics quantities of non-Schwarzschild black holes within a good approximation.
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Figure 7: Plots of M , S and T in terms of r+ for α = 0.5, c1 = 0.9, 1.052, 1.2.

Figure 8: Plots of M , S and T in terms of r+ for α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052. The dashed line curves
indicate Schwarzschild-like behavior and solid line curves are non-Schwarzschild-like behavior.

Figure 9: Left: Entropy (S) as a function of black hole’s mass (M). Middle: Black hole’s mass
(M) as a function of temperature (T ). Right: Free energy (F ) as a function of temperature (T ).
For α = 0.5 and c1 = 1.052. The direction of the arrows shows the direction of increasing r+.
The colors correspond to different branches of the solution.
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Figure 10: Plots of M , S and T in terms of r+ for α = 0.5 and c1 = 1.052. The black
curves indicate Schwarzschild-like behavior and blue (cold) and red (hot) line curves denote non-
Schwarzschild-like behavior. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the linear and square function
between h1 and f1 respectively. Gold solid lines are thermodynamics quantities corresponding to
(29) and (30).

In figure 11 and the right panel of figure 9, we have shown the behavior of heat capacity
and free energy. As can be seen, the heat capacity is negative for all values of r+ which shows
that black holes are locally unstable and this is in agreement with figure 6 of [40]. The free
energy of the Schwarzschild-like solutions (red and black color) has increased in r+, while non-
Schwarzschild-like solutions (blue and green color) have decreased in r+. This shows that the
non-Schwarzschild-like solutions globally are stable.

Inserting (25)-(27) into (9), one can obtain an analytic solution for the metric of EQG which is
valid everywhere outside the horizon. We have shown the metric functions f(r), h(r) in figure 12.
These are asymptotically flat non-Schwarzschild-like black holes. It should be noted that there is
no peak in figure 12. Because, as one can see in the figure 7 the mass of non-Schwarzschild-like
black holes for squared relation between h1 and f1 is always positive [2]. In the right panel of
figure 12, we have shown the difference between numerical and analytical approximation for the
metric functions. Similar to the linear case (f1 = h1), in the small and large radius, there is a
good agreement between numerical and analytical results. There is about 10% difference around
r ≈ 3.5.

In this section, we examine the case of f1 6= h1 and find that the thermodynamic quantities of
our solutions deviate from the Schwarzschild behavior. We discover that if the proper behavior of
h1 and f1 are known, the numerical results related to the non-Schwarzschild black hole solutions
can be obtained. However, we still believe that non-Schwarzschild branches related to h1 = f1
and h1 = f2

1 are non-Schwarzschild black holes solutions. Although they are different from the
numerical calculations done so far.

In the next subsection, we examine the dynamical stability of novel black holes related to
different branches (small-non-Schwarzschild and large non-Schwarzschild) of the case h1 = f2

1 .

2.3 Dynamical Stability

Here, we consider a massless scalar field Φ propagating in a black hole background governed by
the Einstein-Weyl theory. Its evolution obeys the massless Klein-Gordon equation

�Φ = 0. (32)
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Figure 11: The behavior of heat capacity in terms of r+, for α = 0.5 and c1 = 1.052.

To solve the above Klein-Gordon equation analytically, it is convenient to use the following
the standard separation of variables by making use of the spherical harmonic functions (Ylm)

Φ(t, r, θ, φ) =
∑

lm

1

r
ϕl(r)Ylm(θ, φ)eiωt. (33)

Accordingly, the Klein-Gordon equation can be simplified as

r2f∂2
rϕl +

(

r2∂rf

2
+

r2f∂rh

2h

)

∂rϕl +

(

r2ω2

h
− r∂rf

2
− rf∂rh

2h
− l(l + 1)

)

ϕl = 0, (34)

where l is the spherical harmonic index. By introducing the tortoise coordinate,

dr∗ =
dr

√

f(r)h(r)
, (35)

we obtain the Schrödinger-type equation as follows,

(

∂2
r∗ + ω2 − Ul(r)

)

ϕl(r
∗) = 0, (36)

where the effective potential is given by

Ul(r(r∗)) =
1

2r
∂r (fh) +

l(l + 1)h

r2
. (37)
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(a) α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052, r+ = 1 (b) α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052, r+ = 1

Figure 12: Left: The behavior of h(r) and 0.75f(r) (blue lines,upper) of our approximated
solutions. The numerical h(r) and 0.75f(r) (red lines) according to [10](lower). Right: The
difference between analytical and numerical approximations for h(r) (red line, upper) and f(r)
(green line, lower).

(a) c1 = 1.052, r+ = 1, α = 0.5 (b) c1 = 1.052, r+ = 1, α = 0.5

Figure 13: Left: The behavior of effective potential U(r) in terms of r for black line (upper, numerical
solution), red line (middle, Schwarzschild-like) and blue line (lower, non-Schwarzschild-like). Right: The
difference between analytical and numerical approximations of δU(r) (red line, upper) (Schwarzschild-like)
and δU(r) (green line, lower) (non-Schwarzschild-like).

In figure 13, the effective potential for analytical and numerical black holes [10] are plotted
and compared. It can be seen from the right panel that the discrepancy for non-Schwarzschild
black holes is less than 10% around r ≈ 1.3. In the eikonal limit (large l), the effective potential
becomes [11]

U(r) ≈
(

l +
1

2

)2 h(r)

r2
, (38)
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with

h(r) ≈
(

1 − r+
r

)

[

1 +
3r3+(41r + 11r+)p2

r2(215r2 − 340r+r + 437r2+)

]

+ O(p3). (39)

We denote rp as the radius at which the potential reaches its maximum i.e., U ′(rp) = 0. Therefore,
in the eikonal limit, rp can be obtained

rp =
3r+
2

− 1079462r+p
2

8098347
+ O(p4). (40)

The peak of the effective potential is closer to the black hole horizon for non-Schwarzschild black
holes than for the Schwarzschild one.
We solve equations (36) with (37) and investigate the dynamical stability of the non-Schwarzschild
black hole solutions by exploring the quasinormal mode of scalar perturbation. The correspond-
ing quasinormal frequencies are obtained via the Method provided in [32, 41]. In tables (1)–(4),
quasinormal modes of small and large non-Schwarzschild-like black holes are listed. First, from
the tables (1) and (3), one can conclude that in the valid interval of r+, all quasi-normal frequen-
cies have a positive imaginary part and large/small non-Schwarzschild black holes are stable. It
should be noted that for the small non-Schwarzschild black hole from r+ = 0.6 to r+ = 1.0, we
find that the quasi-normal frequency does not have a real part and only has a negative imaginary
part. Therefore, the black holes with the event horizon in the mentioned range are unstable
(0.6 < r+ < 1.0). It is also observed from the tables (2) and (4) for small and large black holes,
with increasing l, the values of the real part of the frequencies increase while the imaginary part of
the frequencies decreases (the same as Schwarzschild black holes). Moreover, we also find that rp
increases with l as expected. Figure 14 shows a summary of the black holes’ dynamical stability
and instability ranges. The blue lines and red lines are stable and black lines are unstable.

r+ ωr ωi

2 0.5226042685 0.327440433
2.5 0.4841843547 0.4565269333
3.0 0.4642678481 0.575397849
3.5 0.4432288172 0.7040145415
4.0 0.3668954701 0.8676194445
4.5 0.3622784854 0.9987396000

Table 1: The values for r+ and the quasinormal frequencies in the (large) non-Schwarzschild
geometry (red branch of a figure (8)) for the values of parameters α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052, l = 1, n = 0.
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l rp ωr ωi

1 3.607963697 0.4642678481 0.575397849
2 3.682050904 0.8162055214 0.5371547855
3 3.756683235 1.151557667 0.5069365175
4 3.803098300 1.479587505 0.4910348779
5 3.833145397 1.806073768 0.4818340994
6 3.851130728 2.132053936 0.4768797332
7 3.864060551 2.458143688 0.4734296248
8 3.873007350 2.784302481 0.471143328

Table 2: The values for rp and the quasinormal frequencies in the (large) non-Schwarzschild
geometry for the values of parameters r+ = 3, α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052, n = 0.

r+ ωr ωi

0.1 0.4227173939 0.1465573637
0.2 0.4210530639 0.1608539126
0.3 0.4085568132 0.1830207403
0.4 0.3887830967 0.2178240416
0.5 0.3518733013 0.284973687
0.6 0.200698489 0.434552487

Table 3: The values for r+ and the quasinormal frequencies in the (small) non-Schwarzschild
geometry for the values of parameters α = 0.5, c1 = 1.052, l = 1, n = 0. From r+ = 0.6 to
r+ = 1.0, the small non-Schwarzschild black hole are unstable.

l rp ωr ωi

1 2.156471888 0.4158489387 0.1706211364
2 2.234360749 0.6793968775 0.1638160176
3 2.261788601 0.9455008131 0.1621428624
4 2.273922288 1.212657043 0.1614951428
5 2.280257633 1.480297174 0.1611772776
6 2.283960874 1.748196373 0.1609976096
7 2.286306599 2.016250026 0.1608860806
8 2.287883974 2.284403121 0.1608120464

Table 4: The values for rp and the quasinormal frequencies in the (small) non-Schwarzschild
geometry (blue branch of the figure (8)) for the values of parameters r+ = 0.25, α = 0.5, c1 =
1.052, n = 0.
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Figure 14: Dynamical stability ranges for Schwartschild (dashed line) and non-Schwartschild (solid line)
black holes.

In the eikonal limit, the quasinormal frequencies can be approximately given as [10]

ω =
√

U(rp) + i

(

n +
1

2

)

√

− 1

2U

d2U

dr2
∗

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

rp

=

(

l +
1

2

)

[

2
√

3

9r+
+

1160
√

3p2

44361r+

]

+ i

(

n +
1

2

)

[

2
√

3

9r+
+

24681262640
√

3p2

359250771267r+

]

+ O(p4). (41)

Usually, the eikonal QNM of a test scalar field determines the parameters of the circular null
orbits around the black hole. The real part of the QNM has a relationship with the shadow
radius. In the following, we study the shadow cast by the photon sphere of the black holes. An
unstable circular orbits of null geodesics rps and shadow radius Rsh are given as [42]

h′(r)r

h(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rps

= 2, R2
sh =

r2

h(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rps

, (42)

At large l, it is easy to show that rps = rp. Therefore, by using (39) and (40) we achieve

Rsh =
3
√

3r+
2

− 290
√

3r+p
2

1643
+ O(p4). (43)

It is easy to show that the real part of QNM in the large l limit is inversely proportional to the
shadow radius wr = l/Rsh. This connection is a reflection of the fact that the gravitational waves
are treated as massless particles propagating along the last null unstable [43–45].

3 Conclusion

Following the paper [2,6,7], we have obtained an analytic approximation for black hole solutions
in Einstein quadratic gravity by making use of a continued-fraction expansion for a positive
generic coupling constant α. We consider the cases where h1 = f1 and h1 = f2

1 . In the absence
of a cosmological constant, we have obtained an analytic solution for an unknown function of the
near horizon using the first law of thermodynamics and the Smarr formula in its proper form. By
inserting this function into the metric functions and other thermodynamic quantities, we obtained
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analytical solutions for each case. In each case, we find at least four branches of the black hole
solution including a Schwarzschild-like and non-Schwarzschild-like black hole. It should be noted
that our results for the thermodynamics of the black hole are not perturbative and they have
been obtained for a generic coupling constant. In addition to the coupling constant of the theory,
there is an additional integration constant. The existence of black hole solutions depends on this
constant integration. For h1 = f1 and h1 = f2

1 , we have four branches of solutions, and for the
cubic and other polynomial relations, extra nonphysical branches appear. For the linear case,
i.e. h1 = f1, our analytical results agree with the numerical results for the Schwarzschild-like
branch. In (29) and (30), we explicitly find the expression of h1 and f1. This gives us almost
the numerical results of the non-Schwarzschild branch. To obtain numerical results with this
analytical method, it is necessary to precisely know the relation between h1 and f1.

We also study the dynamical stability of the solutions by exploring quasi-normal modes. We
find that the large non-Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions are stable dynamically. We found
that the small non-Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions are not unstable for all values of the
event horizon radii. It has a stable part in a small event horizon radius. However, both black
holes are unstable thermodynamically.

We leave for the future, obtaining the non-asymptotic flat black hole solution of the theory
using this method and continued fraction expansion with different parameterizations [46]. More-
over, investigating the other physical properties of non-Schwarzschild-like black hole solutions of
the theory is also crucial.
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A Explicit Terms in the Continued Fraction Approximation

We present terms up to fourth order in the continued fraction approximation (12):

ǫ = −F1

r+
− 1, a1 = −1 − a0 + 2ǫ + r+h1, a2 = − 1

a1

[

4a1 − 5ǫ + 1 + 3a0 + h2r+
2
]

a4 = − 1

a1a2a3

[

h4r
2
+ + a1a

3
2 + 2a1a3a

2
2 + a1a2a

2
3 + 6a1a

2
2 + 6a1a2a3 + 15a1a2 + 10a0

+ 20a1 − 14ǫ + 1

]

, a3 = − 1

a1a2

[

− h3r+
3 + a1a2

2 + 5a1a2 + 6a0 + 10a1 − 9ǫ + 1
]

, (44)
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and

b1 = −1 +

√

h1
f1

, b2 =
(−4f1 + f2r+)b21 + 2(−2f1 + f2r+)b1 + r+(f2 − h2)

2f1b1(1 + b1)
,

b3 =
1

2f1b1b2(1 + b1)

[

(−f3r
2
+ + 2f2r+(2 + b2) − f1(10 + 3b22 + 10b2))b21 + (−2f3r

2
+ + 2f2r+(2 + b2

− 2f1(3 + b22 + 3b2)))b1 − r2+(f3 − h3)
]

b4 =
1

2f1b1b2b3

[

(−4f1b
3
2 + b22(3f2r+ − 6f1(b3 + 3)) + b2(−2f3r

2
+ + 2f2r+(b3 + 5) − 2f1(6b3 + b23 + 15))b2

+ f4r
3
+ − 20f1 − 4f3r

2
+ + 10f2r+)b21 + (−2f1b

3
2 + (2f2r+ − 4f1(b3 + 2))b22 + (−2f3r

2
+ + 2f2r+(b3 + 3)

− 2f1(6 + 4b3 + b23))b2 − 8f1 + 6f2r+ − 4f3r
2
+ + 2f4r

3
+)b1 + r3+(f4 − h4)

]

.

The quantities f3 and h3 are respectively given in (8) and

f3 =
1

288α2r3+f
2
1

[

544α2r+f
4
1 − 4α(64α + 5r3+)f3

1 + r+(r2+ − 28α)f2
1 + 8(6α + r2+)f1 − 9r+

]

,

h3 =
h1

288α2r3+f
4
1

[

9r+ + 48αf1 − 52αr+f
2
1 + 4αr2+f

3
1 − 640α2f3

1 + 928α2r+f
4
1 − 16r2+f1 + 7r3+f

2
1

]

,

f4 =
1

4608r5+α
3f5

1

[

− 10752α3f6
1 r

3
+ + 32r+α

2f5
1 (35r2+ + 232α) + 2αf4

1 (17r4+ − 640α2 − 880αr2+)

− 2r+(r4+ − 74αr2+ − 560α2)f3
1 − 2f2

1 (8r4+ + 240α2 + 199αr2+) + 9r+f1(24α + 5r2+) − 27r2+

]

,

h4 = − h1
4608α3r5+f

6
1

[

− 45r2+ + 928α2f5
1 r

3
+ + 332αr3+f

3
1 + 18944α3f6

1 r
2
+ − 2464α2r2+f

4
1−

15616α3r+f
5
1 + 1280α3f4

1 + 1056α2r+f
3
1 + 480α2f2

1 − 120αf1r+ − 194αr4+f
4
1 − 18αr2+f

2
1

+ 115f1r
3
+ − 96r4+f

2
1 + 26r5+f

3
1

]

. (45)

B Coefficients of continued fraction expansion of the

non-Schwarzschild background

In this Appendix, based on the analytical work on quadratic gravity in the paper [10], the
coefficients of continued fraction expansion on the non-GR solution are given as

ǫ ≈(1054 − 1203p)

(

3

1271
+

p

1529

)

, a1 ≈ (1054 − 1203p)

(

7

1746
− 5p

2421

)

, (46)

a2 ≈
6p2

17
+

5p

6
− 131

102
, a3 ≈

−385p +
9921p2

31
+

4857

29
237 − 223p

, a4 ≈
9p2

14
+

3149p

42
− 2803

14
237 − 223p

, (47)

19



and

b1 = (1054 − 1203p)

(

p

1465
− 2

1585

)

, b2 =
81p2

242
− 109p

118
− 16

89
, (48)

b3 = −2p

57
+

29

56
, b4 =

13p

95
− 121

98
, (49)

here p = r+/
√

2α. From the definition of ǫ from equation (46), the mass is obtained as follows

M =
r+
2

(1 + ǫ) (50)

It should be remarked that to plot the mass in terms of r+ in figure 2, we have used the above
definition for the mass, i.e,

M =
r+
2

[

1 + (1054 − 1203p)

(

3

1271
+

p

1529

)]

. (51)
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