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During the post-merger regime of a binary black hole merger, the gravitational wave signal consists
of a superposition of quasi-normal modes (QNMs) of the remnant black hole. It has been observed
empirically, primarily through numerical simulations and heuristic arguments, that the infalling
radiation at the horizon is also composed of a superposition of QNMs. In this paper we provide
an analytic explanation for this observation in the perturbative regime. Our analysis is based on
a characteristic initial value formulation where data is prescribed on the horizon (modeled as a
perturbed isolated horizon), and on a transversal null-hypersurface which registers the outgoing
radiation. This allows us to reformulate the traditional QNM problem in a fully 4-dimensional
setting. Using a mode-decomposition, we demonstrate that the radiation modes crossing H are
highly correlated with the outgoing modes crossing I , and provide explicit expressions linking Ψ̃0

at the horizon with Ψ̃4 at null infinity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Binary black hole mergers are one of the most im-
portant natural phenomena where non-perturbative and
dynamical aspects of general relativity play a key role.
The process by which two black hole horizons merge and
form a remnant black hole has several interesting aspects
which so far have been primarily understood through nu-
merical simulations. Similarly, the calculations of the
emitted gravitational wave signal and developments of
waveform models for the merger regime typically requires
numerical relativity results. Apart from the merger it-
self, in the inspiral and post-merger regimes, analytical
methods and black hole perturbation theory in particu-
lar, remain very useful. In this paper, we shall model the
perturbative post-merger regime as a perturbed isolated
horizon. This is part of a general quasi-local framework
for studying black hole physics which has found many
applications in quantum and classical gravity, including
numerical relativity (see e.g. [1–4]).

The eventual goal here is one of the most important
themes in gravitational wave astronomy, namely to ob-
tain information about the merging compact objects (and
other gravitational wave sources) from gravitational wave
observations. Achieving this goal requires a detailed un-
derstanding of the problem using analytical or numerical
solutions of the Einstein field equations. When we infer
the masses and spins of the black holes from gravitational
wave events, we need a gravitational wave signal model
that incorporates the necessary effects with the appropri-
ate degree of accuracy. More detailed information can be
obtained in some circumstances. Black hole perturbation
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theory turns out to be useful for this purpose in several
cases. Here we mention two situations of particular rel-
evance for this paper. For both of these examples, the
horizon is very close to being isolated in the sense that
its area is almost constant and it is useful to model the
horizon as a perturbed isolated horizon:

• Consider first extreme mass ratio inspirals (EM-
RIs), in which a small compact object, like a stellar-
mass black hole or neutron star, spirals into a su-
permassive black hole. These systems are one of
the targets of the space-based gravitational-wave
detector LISA. Given that the small object under-
goes a large number of cycles in the field of the
massive object, it might be possible to “map” the
spacetime around the black hole and to infer its
multipole moments with high accuracy [5]. Given
that the multipole moments of a black hole are re-
lated to the geometry of the horizon (see e.g. [6]),
we would in effect be measuring the horizon geome-
try using observations of these extreme-mass-ratio
systems. To linear order in perturbation theory,
the mass and angular momentum of the black hole
do not change; these change only at second order
in the amplitude of the radiation falling into the
black hole. However, as we shall see, the higher
multipole moments depend linearly in the down-
horizon wave amplitude. Therefore, given a suf-
ficiently loud GW signal, the spacetime mapping
project could be used to measure time-dependent
black hole multipole moments.

• The second example is the ringdown regime. Af-
ter the binary black hole merger, the gravitational
wave signal is a superposition of damped sinusoids
referred to as quasi-normal modes (QNMs), with
frequencies and damping times determined by the
remnant black hole parameters. Sufficiently late
in the post-merger regime, typically about ∼ 6 −
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10GM/c3 after the peak of the waveform [7], per-
turbation theory becomes applicable. QNMs are
special perturbations of a Kerr black hole that sat-
isfy purely dissipative boundary conditions [8, 9].
Given the dissipative nature of QNMs, they are
prescribed by a complex frequency ωℓmm (or al-
ternatively a frequency and damping time). The
complex frequencies are labeled by three integers
(l,m, n): ℓ ≥ 2 and |m| ≤ ℓ are the usual angu-
lar harmonic numbers, while n ≥ 0 is the overtone
index associated with the radial part of the solu-
tion. The fundamental mode refers to n = 0 while
n ≥ 1 are the overtones. For a Kerr black hole, the
frequencies ωℓmn(M,a) have been calculated and
tabulated [10, 11]; see also [12, 13] for reviews.
QNMs are seen both numerically in simulated bi-
nary black hole spacetimes (see e.g. [14, 15]) and
observationally in data from the LIGO and Virgo
observatories (see e.g. [16–20]). If the notion of
correlations mentioned above is viable, then these
must be evident in the infalling radiation at the
remnant black horizon as well. This has been em-
pirically shown to be the case in numerical simula-
tions [21, 22], but an analytical proof is still miss-
ing. This paper aims to fill this gap in the litera-
ture. We shall show that, under certain reasonable
assumptions within linear perturbation theory and
in the situation when there is no external incom-
ing radiation from past null infinity, the QNMs do
indeed appear in the infalling radiation and in fact
they do so with the same well-known frequencies
and damping times mentioned above.1

Our work is based on the characteristic initial value
formalism (see e.g. [23–26]). In a companion paper [27]
(henceforth referred to as “Paper I”), the application of
this formalism in the context of tidally perturbed isolated
horizons has been explained in great detail (see also [28–
32]). In Paper I, the horizon was required to be exactly
isolated so that the infalling horizon fluxes vanish iden-
tically. Here we drop this restriction. This allows us to
pursue the idea of accessing the horizon geometry with
gravitational wave observations by a method sometimes
referred to as “black hole tomography” [33]. The under-
lying idea is that, when there is no incoming external
radiation from past null infinity, both the infalling and
outgoing radiation must be generated by the spacetime
dynamics in the vicinity of the black hole. This indicates
the possibility of correlations between the gravitational
wave fluxes observed by gravitational wave detectors, and
the flux of infalling radiation across the black hole hori-
zon [34–38]. There is now strong numerical evidence that

1 To some extent, these results could have been anticipated from
the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities and/or the metric recon-
struction procedure. Here, this link is made concrete and ex-
plicit.

such correlations do exist and can be used as a probe of
the horizon dynamics.

Let us illustrate this for the black hole ringdown ex-
ample. Observations of the QNMs by current and future
gravitational-wave observatories provide a possible av-
enue of observationally testing the nature of the remnant
object. The newly formed remnant horizon is initially
distorted in the sense that horizon geometry is markedly
different from the Kerr geometry. These differences can
be quantified by appropriate horizon multipole moments.
The horizon loses these distortions as it approaches its fi-
nal Kerr state by absorbing just the right amount of grav-
itational radiation. This situation is depicted in Fig. 2.
There are two aspects of this ringdown process that we
wish to highlight:

• First, at sufficiently late times, the horizon geome-
try can be considered to be a perturation of a Kerr
horizon. This perturbation consists of two distinct,
though related, aspects: i) the higher horizon mul-
tipole moments are perturbed away from the ap-
propriate Kerr values; ii) there is a small amount
of infalling radiation.

• Secondly, the properties of the infalling radiation
are mirrored by the properties of the outgoing ra-
diation that reaches future null infinity I + and can
potentially be detected by a gravitational-wave ob-
servatory. This is an empirical observation seen in
various numerical simulations. A general proof of
this empirical observation would establish the ex-
istence of correlations between the observed radi-
ations and horizon dynamics; we could then infer
properties of the horizon (which is otherwise inac-
cessible to us classically) based on gravitational-
wave observations. It is evident that the details
of these correlations must depend on the dynam-
ical equations. Thus, when we infer properties of
the horizon based on observations, we are assuming
the validity of the Einstein equations and our con-
clusions about the infalling radiation would differ
in other theories of gravity.

Given this context, we can now state the main results
of this paper. We reformulate the QNM problem us-
ing the Newman-Penrose formalism tailored to isolated
horizons of perturbed slowly spinning black holes. This
formalism can be viewed as Schwarzschild perturbation
theory using Newman-Penrose language with “atypical”
gauge conditions. However, the appeal to the isolated
horizon framework (which may seem cumbersome for the
uninitiated) is exactly what motivated these peculiar,
yet powerful, gauge conditions. This reformulation also
sheds light on the minimal conditions required for QNM
solutions to appear: the Schwarzschild QNM frequencies
are obtained when we impose that the solutions to the
perturbed Weyl scalars are analytic and that the space-
time is stable towards the future. This naturally selects
solutions with no incoming radiation from past null infin-
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ity; that there is no radiation from the horizon is already
embedded in our construction from the start.

Second, we show that the outgoing field Ψ4 on N
(which can be taken to coincide with I +) is determined
by Ψ0 on the horizon, and for the QNM case, the same
modes appear in both places. We also provide an explicit
formula linking the amplitudes of Ψ0 at the horizon and
those of Ψ4 at N . This can be considered as analytical
evidence for black hole tomography in this perturbative
context. We also clarify the link with the Teukolsky-
Starobinsky identities which also relate Ψ0 and Ψ4. Fi-
nally, we also provide explicit expressions for Ψ̃2, which
encodes geometric information about the horizon.

The plan for the rest of this paper is as follows. Sec. II
reviews the standard formulations of the QNM problem
and provides the necessary background for understand-
ing perturbed isolated horizons. In Sec. III, we provide
the explicit expressions describing the perturbed isolated
horizon by a small flux of infalling gravitational radia-
tion. In Sec. IV, we solve these expressions explicitly on
the horizon and we relate our results to the Teukolsky-
Starobinksy identities. Sec. V specializes to the QNM
problem and in Sec. VI we show the explicit link be-
tween the horizon amplitudes of Ψ0 with the amplitudes
of Ψ4 at null infinity. Finally, Sec. VII describes the Weyl
scalar Ψ2. We conclude in Sec. VIII. In the appendices,
we have collected supplementary material.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we collect the necessary background
material which will be used in this paper. We begin
with the standard formalism for defining and calculat-
ing QNMs within black hole perturbation theory. This
is followed by setting up our calculational framework for
perturbations of isolated horizons, which will later lead
to a reformulation of QNMs.

A. Formulations of the quasi-normal mode problem

QNMs arise in various physical situations such as opti-
cal cavities, acoustics and bound quantum states (see e.g.
[39]). These can be related to a scattering problem from
a potential satisfying purely dissipative boundary condi-
tions. We consider the one-dimensional wave equation
with a potential V (x)

(
∂2t − ∂2x + V (x)

)
ψ(t, x) = 0 . (1)

QNMs correspond to solutions of the above equation
which are purely outgoing at x→ ±∞, i.e.

ψ ∼ e−iω(t−x) x→ ∞ , (2a)

ψ ∼ e−iω(t+x) x→ −∞ . (2b)

These boundary conditions imply that the system is dis-
sipative with no in-coming energy from any part of the

boundary. Such solutions turn out to exist only for a
discrete set of complex frequencies ωj (labeled here by
an integer j), which are independent of the initial data.
Modes with Im[ωj ] < 0 correspond to decaying solutions.
These frequencies are referred to as either QNM or reso-
nant frequencies. Alternatively, resonant frequencies are
also defined as poles of the Green’s function (first sug-
gested in [40]). The importance of the QNMs lies in the
fact that they determine the behavior of the solution of
Eq. (1) at late times once all other waves have dissipated
away from the system. Rigorous results are known for po-
tentials of compact support (see e.g. [39]). In these cases,
it can be shown that if ψ(t, x) is a solution of Eq. (1) with
sufficiently localized initial data then at late times

ψ(t, x) =
∑

Im[ωj ]>−Ω

e−iωjtψj(x) + O(e−tΩ) . (3)

Here Ω is a positive real number, and the sum is over the
least damped QNMs. Thus, at late times the solution
can be written as an expansion over the QNMs (i.e. as
damped sinusoids as far as their time evolution is con-
cerned), and the expansion is dominated by the longest
lived QNMs.

Following [9, 41] the above formalism is directly ap-
plicable to the QNMs of a black hole. Consider a
Schwarzschild black hole of massM with the usual metric
outside the event horizon

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r

)−1
dr2 + r2dΩ2 ,

(4)
where dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2 and {t , r , θ , ϕ} are the usual
Schwarzschild coordinates. Following an angular mode
decomposition of the perturbations to this metric, we
obtain wave-equations of the form of Eq. (1) for the radial
functions. The coordinate x in this case is the “tortoise
coordinate” dr⋆ = (1 − 2M/r)−1dr. The potentials are
the well-known Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli potentials for
the axial and polar perturbations, respectively. Applying
the boundary conditions of Eq. (2) leads to the QNM
frequencies ωℓmn(M) for a Schwarzschild black hole. A
similar but somewhat more complicated analysis leads to
the QNM frequencies ωℓmn(M,a) of a Kerr black hole of
mass M and angular momentum J , with a = J/M .

While the above formalism is widely used, it is not
entirely satisfactory when we wish to study the horizon;
the tortoise coordinate r⋆ is not horizon penetrating since
r⋆ → −∞ when r → 2M . From a 4-dimensional perspec-
tive, the constant time slices for the Regge-Wheeler and
Zerilli equations correspond to the spacelike hypersur-
faces shown in Fig. 1. It is clear that these slices are
not suitable for studying fluxes across the future horizon
H + or future null infinity I +, nor correlations between
these fluxes.

There have been several efforts to generalize the above
discussion in horizon penetrating coordinates (see e.g.
[42, 43] for the use of such coordinates in the more gen-
eral context of black hole perturbation theory). One of
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FIG. 1. This figure shows a portion of the maximally ex-
tended Schwarzschild spacetime with two different slicings.
The top panel shows the constant time slices of Schwarzschild
in the traditional formulation of black hole perturbation the-
ory. The future horizon is H +, the past horizon (the white
hole) is H −, while past and future null infinity are I − and
I +, respectively. The singularity is at r = 0. All the con-
stant time slices end up at the bifurcate cross-section B of
the horizon where r⋆ → −∞. The lower panel shows the
same portion of spacetime but now in the ingoing Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinates (v, r). The constant v surfaces shown
in the conformal diagram are null surfaces and r is a radial
coordinate along these null surfaces.

the most developed formalisms is the use of hyperboloidal
slices which intersect both H + and I +; see e.g. [44–
48]. These studies have been used primarily for numerical
studies though it is certainly plausible that these could
be used for analytical studies as well.

Here we shall pursue a different approach and pre-

scribe data on null surfaces rather than spacelike sur-
faces. Since one of our goals is to study possible cor-
relations between fluxes across H + and I +, we would
like to prescribe data directly on these surfaces and use
these data to construct the near-horizon spacetime. Since
both H + and I + are null surfaces, we are naturally led
to the characteristic initial value formulation. Recent
work by Mongwane et al [49] provides an important step
in this direction. Working with the Bondi-Sachs [50] or
Newman-Unti [51] form of the metric using the coordi-
nates (u, r, θ, ϕ) where u is the outgoing null coordinate
u = t− r⋆, Mongwane et al show that the Schwarzschild
QNM frequencies are recovered. In their analysis, the
boundary condition at the horizon appears in the behav-
ior of certain metric coefficients as r → 2M . We extend
this analysis in three directions:

1. The inner boundary is taken to be a non-extremal
isolated horizon. This allows us to extend the anal-
ysis to black holes with more general multipole mo-
ment structure, and allows us to study the infalling
radiative flux across the horizon.

2. We shall see that the QNMs arising in our analysis
nicely extend to past null infinity and it is clear that
they satisfy the no-incoming radiation condition.

3. We use the Newman-Penrose formalism instead of
metric formalism, which should allow for an easier
generalization to the Kerr spacetime.

We will use the analog of the Bondi-Sachs coordinates
near I +, but now adapted to the future horizon H +.
The ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r, θ, ϕ)
for the Schwarzschild coordinates provide the prototyp-
ical example. Here v = t + r⋆ and the metric in these
coordinates is

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dv2 + 2dv dr+ r2dΩ2 . (5)

We shall see that the above construction will yield a more
transparent formulation of the QNM problem. In other
respects however, the results are equivalent to the stan-
dard formulation. In particular, we shall obtain, as in
the standard formulation, solutions which are divergent
at spatial infinity.

B. Perturbed Isolated Horizons

The notion of isolated horizons, meant to model a black
hole in equilibrium in an otherwise dynamical spacetime,
is discussed in paper I. These horizons do not have any
gravitational wave fluxes crossing the horizon. Here we
relax this condition, include dynamical perturbations and
allow for small amounts of infalling radiation. Before dis-
cussing these perturbed isolated horizons, let us first con-
sider isolated horizons. It is not our purpose to repeat
the various definitions here; readers can consult paper I
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∆ N

I −

Ψ̃0 Ψ̃4

FIG. 2. Here ∆ is a null surface (a perturbed isolated horizon)
and the null surface N transverse to it can be seen as an
approximate version of future null infinity. In particular, the
space of all allowed gravitational fields living in the shaded
region is such that ∆ is a perturbed isolated horizon. The
Weyl tensor component Ψ4 is responsible for the flux crossing
N while the Weyl tensor component Ψ0 is responsible for
fluxes across ∆.

for that purpose. Here we mostly aim to set up notation.
Readers familiar with black hole perturbation theory can
think of the Schwarzschild horizon, but modified with
small amounts of shear for the null generator of the hori-
zon. The gauge conditions we employ here will generally
be tied to properties of the horizon, and this differs from
those used typically, e.g. [41, 52]. Readers familiar with
the Newman-Penrose formalism will also find this dis-
cussion familiar since we will use it extensively. A brief
summary of the Newman-Penrose formalism is provided
in Appendix A 1.

There are several relevant definitions here, with in-
creasingly stringent conditions: Non-Expanding Horizon
(NEH), weakly isolated horizon (WIH) and isolated hori-
zon (IH). The basic object is a null surface ∆ with topol-
ogy S2×R. The “S2 part” of the surface are Riemannian
manifolds and correspond to cross-sections of the hori-
zon, while the “R part” are null curves. The degenerate
metric on ∆ is denoted by qab, and ℓa denotes a future-
directed null-normal (unique up to rescalings by positive
functions). There is a derivative operator Da on ∆ com-
patible with qab, and it is the pull-back of the spacetime
derivative operator Da =

←−
∇a; an arrow on a covariant

index, e.g.
←−
Xa, denotes the pullback to ∆ and can then

only be contracted with vector fields tangent to ∆. The
1-form ωa is a part of Da and is defined as

Daℓ
b = ωaℓ

b . (6)

No conditions are imposed on Da (or ωa) on a NEH, on
a WIH ωa is time independent, while on a IH Da is time
independent. The surface gravity associated with ℓa is

κ(ℓ) = ωaℓ
a . (7)

The 1-form ωa projected to a cross-section determines
the angular momentum and higher spin moments, while
the curvature of the induced metric on the cross-section
determines the mass multipole moments. Moreover, ωa is
entirely determined by its curl D[aωb] and the divergence
Daω

a. The curl contains all the information about the
angular momentum and higher spin multipole moments,
while the divergence is a “gauge” quantity and specifying
it determines the foliation.

Pick a cross-section S0, and introduce angular coordi-
nates (θ, ϕ) or holomorphic coordinates (z, z̄) on it. Use
ℓa to transport these coordinates everywhere on ∆. Now
construct the past-directed null geodesics starting with
−na at ∆, and let r be the affine parameter such that
na∇ar = −1. Finally, use parallel transport along −na
to obtain a coordinate system (v, r, θ, ϕ) or (v, r, z, z̄) and
a null tetrad in a neighborhood of ∆.

The phase space here is the spacetime (M, gab) of all
solutions of the Einstein field equations such that ∆ is an
isolated horizon. This is tailored to the situation shown
in Fig. 2 for a black hole approaching equilibrium. This
could be the remnant black hole formed in a binary black
hole merger, or from gravitational collapse. It could how-
ever also be modified for a black hole which was isolated
in the past, such as in the inspiral phase of a binary
black hole merger (in this case the black holes would be
Kerr black holes in the distant past). For such situations,
we would consider past directed null normals which are
complete in the distant past.

For an isolated horizon, both the expansion θ(ℓ) and
shear σ

(ℓ)
ab vanish identically, and for a perturbed iso-

lated horizons they are both small. Following [33, 53],
it turns out that we can still take surfaces with vanish-
ing expansion but with non-vanishing shear. To see this,
start with the Raychaudhuri equation in vacuum for the
null-generators of ∆:

Lℓθ(ℓ) = −θ2(ℓ) − |σ(ℓ)|2 . (8)

For a perturbed isolated horizon, θ(ℓ) is small. If θ(ℓ) were
to vanish exactly, then the Raychaudhuri equation tells
us that the shear should also vanish. This implies that
σ
(ℓ)
ab is also of the first order of smallness on a perturbed

isolated horizon. Since each term on the right-hand side
of the Raychaudhuri equation is quadratic and thus of
the second order of smallness, we conclude that within
first-order perturbation theory, we must have

Lℓθ(ℓ) = 0 . (9)

Assuming further that the expansion vanishes asymptot-
ically at late times, it must vanish everywhere on ∆ at
first order. However, σ(ℓ)

ab can now be non-vanishing. In
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fact, non-vanishing shear represents the infalling flux of
gravitational waves. In paper I we considered pertur-
bations where the shear vanishes and so the horizon is
still, exactly, an isolated horizon. The horizon multipole
moments were allowed to vary. Here we allow for a non-
vanishing shear as well.

III. PERTURBATIONS OF THE INTRINSIC
HORIZON GEOMETRY

Before we can formulate the QNM problem, the first
necessary ingredient is to specify the boundary data on
the inner boundary, i.e. the horizon. To this end, we
need to specify a perturbed isolated horizon as discussed
earlier. In particular, we need to specify the free data
and to determine the rest of the horizon geometry from
this free data. The hurried reader can skip the details of
this construction and look at the results in Eqs. (40) and
(41).

In the following, we shall distinguish between two kinds
of perturbations of a stationary black hole: tidal vs.
radiative. Tidal perturbations as discussed in paper I,
are time independent, and modeled as a variation of the
horizon multipole moments. These variations are time
independent and meant to model a well-separated bi-
nary system where the perturbation changes sufficiently
slowly. Within this approximation, the horizon area, an-
gular momentum and higher multipoles all remain time
independent. This is however an approximation and a
more accurate model includes the phenomenon of tidal
heating, i.e. incorporating infalling fluxes of gravitational
radiation across the horizon.

Let us now consider the necessary modifications to
the horizon structure when we include infalling radia-
tion. The tidal distortions represent, within phase space,
a variation within the subspace of spacetimes admitting
an isolated horizon; here we will go away from this sub-
space. There are two important fields that we need to
consider at the horizon: The shear of ℓa is now allowed
to be non-vanishing, and we shall keep terms linear in
this quantity. A second, and related quantity is the Weyl
tensor component Ψ0 which again, vanishes identically
on a isolated horizon and here will be taken to be of the
first order of smallness.

Notationally, the perturbations to the spin coefficients,
Weyl scalars, and tetrad components sourced by this ra-
diative perturbation will be denoted with the symbol ˜ .
The background quantities will be denoted without any
symbol unless otherwise explicitly specified. From this
point onward, the analysis will be perturbative to first
order in the radiative perturbation. So, whether a quan-
tity without the ˜ symbol denotes a general quantity or
its background value should be clear from the context.
We will develop the following analysis for perturbations
of a slowly rotating isolated horizon, as the background
quantities specified in App. A 2 have been set to zero to
simplify the analysis. However, notice that the same for-

malism applies as long as the background is taken to be
an isolated horizon in the sense of Paper I, and in partic-
ular, the same discussion for the equations at the horizon
goes through with very little modifications for a general
isolated horizon (i.e., the Kerr isolated horizon). As in
paper I, we shall follow the Newman-Penrose formalism
and use the symbol “≜” to denote equalities which are
satisfied only at the horizon.

Let us briefly recall the construction of paper I. There,
we started with prescribing a perturbation of the Weyl
tensor component Ψ2 on a single cross-section S0, which
corresponds to a tidal perturbation of the horizon multi-
pole moments. The field equations on an isolated horizon
then guaranteed that Ψ2 is time independent on the hori-
zon: DΨ2 = 0. Introducing now a non-vanishing Ψ0 at
the horizon, it turns out that Ψ2 may no longer be time
independent at the horizon, and this dynamical evolution
will be forced by Ψ0.

Using the gauge discussed in Paper I, and summarized
in App. A, the perturbations to the tetrad components
simplify greatly at the horizon. In particular since ℓa

continues to have vanishing expansion at the horizon,
we can define the null coordinate v as before following
ℓa∇v = 1. On the other hand, as we have just argued, the
angular dyad (ma, m̄a) will be perturbed as the geometry
of the cross-sections is modified by the infalling radiation.
Thus:

ℓ̃a ≜ 0 , m̃a∂a ≜ ξ̃z∂z + ξ̃z̄∂z̄ . (10)

The radial coordinate r is the affine parameter along −na
and this continues to be true even in our present case;
thus the radial coordinate r and na “adapt” to the in-
falling radiation so that we can take na to be unperturbed
everywhere:

ña = 0 . (11)

This coordinate is normalized such that it takes the value
r = 0 at the horizon. Notice that this radial coordinate is
related to the radial Schwarzschild coordinate r through
r = r + c. The parameter c defined in Paper I, which
appears in the background quantities (see Appendix A)
represents the size of the unperturbed horizon, i.e.,

c = 1/(2κ(ℓ)) = R0 = 2M (12)

for a Schwarzschild background. The quantity c is related
to the area radius of the horizon. In the simple case of
a Schwarzschild black hole, this quantity coincides with
the horizon radius. However, for a rotating black hole,
the area radius and the horizon position differ 2. Hence,
we use this quantity here instead of the usual 2M factor
to ease the generalization to more general backgrounds.

2 For Kerr with mass M and angular momentum M a, the horizon
is located at r+ = M +

√
M2 − a2 while the area radius is c =√

2Mr+.
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Away from the horizon, we can no longer take ℓa to
be unperturbed. More generally, away from the horizon,
the remaining tetrad elements are perturbed so that

ℓ̃a∂a = Ũ∂r + X̃z∂z + X̃ z̄∂z̄ , (13)

m̃a∂a = Ω̃∂r + ξ̃z∂z +
˜̄ξ
z̄

∂z̄ . (14)

Given our gauge conditions, it follows that the pertur-
bation to Ψ1 needs to be of the same order of small-
ness as Ψ̃0 so the field equations at the horizon are self-
consistent. Gathering the perturbative versions of the
angular field equations (see Eq. (A14) in Appendix A)
with Ψ̃1 ∼ O(Ψ̃0), we obtain the following set of equa-
tions which need to hold at the horizon

ð̄σ̃ ≜Ψ̃1 (15a)

ðλ̃− ð̄µ̃ ≜µπ̃ − Ψ̃3 (15b)

−2ReΨ̃2 ≜ðã+ ð̄˜̄a+ ð̃a+ ˜̄ðā (15c)

−2iImΨ̃2 ≜ðπ̃ − ð̄˜̄π . (15d)

Repeating the same procedure for the Weyl scalar’s evo-
lution equations (A17) yields

DΨ̃1 − κ(l)Ψ̃1 ≜ð̄Ψ̃0 (16a)

DΨ̃2 ≜ð̄Ψ̃1 (16b)

DΨ̃3 + κ(l)Ψ̃3 ≜ð̄Ψ̃2 + 3π̃Ψ2 (16c)

DΨ̃4 + 2κ(l)Ψ̃4 ≜ð̄Ψ̃3 − 3λ̃Ψ2 . (16d)

Notice that the last two equations can be written as
second-order differential equations so that it is clear that
Ψ̃3 and Ψ̃4 are sourced by Ψ̃1 and Ψ̃2 respectively. 3

D2Ψ̃3 + κ(l)DΨ̃3 ≜ð̄2Ψ̃1 + 3Ψ2
˜̄Ψ1 (17a)

D2Ψ̃4 + 3κ(l)DΨ̃4 + 2κ2(l)Ψ̃4 ≜ð̄2Ψ̃2 − 3µΨ2˜̄σ (17b)

Finally, we can again rewrite the perturbative evolution
equations for the spin coefficients at the horizon. The
first equation in (A15) yields

ð̄κ̃ ≜ 0 . (18)

This expression implies that the κ̃ is only a function of the
time coordinate v. Nevertheless, in our construction of
the perturbed horizon, we would like the perturbed null

3 Start by taking the D derivative of Eqs. (16c) and (16c). We
can use the fact that the D and the ð derivatives commute for
the unperturbed quantities (see Eq. (A7)) to rewrite the terms
Dð̄Ψ̃2 = ð̄DΨ̃2 and Dð̄Ψ̃3 = ð̄DΨ̃3. Using Eqs. (16b), Eq. (20b)
and the gauge ϵ̃ ≜ 0, we obtain Eq. (17a). Eq. (17b) follows
from using Eqs. (16b) and (20d). Expanding all the terms and
collecting the terms proportional to ð̄Ψ̃3 − 3λ̃Ψ2, we can the
left-hand side of Eq. (16d) to simplify the expression and obtain
Eq. (17b).

generators at the horizon ℓ to still be geodesic. Hence,
we choose

κ̃ ≜ 0 . (19)

The remaining equations in (A15) yield

Dσ̃ − κ(l)σ̃ ≜Ψ̃0 (20a)

Dπ̃ ≜δ̄(ϵ̃+ ˜̄ϵ) + ˜̄Ψ1 (20b)

Dã− δ̄(ϵ̃− ˜̄ϵ) ≜− a(ϵ̃− ˜̄ϵ)− ā˜̄σ − ˜̄Ψ1 (20c)

Dµ̃+ κ(ℓ)µ̃ ≜− µ(ϵ̃+ ˜̄ϵ) + ðπ̃ + Ψ̃2 (20d)

Dλ̃+ κ(ℓ)λ̃ ≜ð̄π̃ + µ˜̄σ . (20e)

Notice that there is no differential equation specifying
the time-evolution equation of Ψ̃0 in Eq. (16). From this
absence, one might conclude that the time dependence of
Ψ̃0 can be freely specified at the horizon. However, as we
will discuss in detail in Sec. IV, this apparent freedom is
restricted by the field equations through the Teukolsky
equation for Ψ̃0.4

For simplicity, we choose ϵ̃ to be at least second order
in the perturbation. By doing so, we are assuming the
change in surface gravity to be negligible. Notice that
this is a gauge choice, which is useful because it consid-
erably simplifies the system of differential equations at
the horizon. However, this choice is not unique. Another
useful option, discussed in App. B is to fix µ̃ ≜ 0, which
forces ϵ̃ ̸= 0 at the horizon. Regardless of the gauge
choice the analysis carried out in this paper still applies.

Setting ϵ̃ ≜ 0, the second and third differential equa-
tions in (20) simplify to

Dπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ1 , Dã ≜ −ā˜̄σ − ˜̄Ψ1 , (21)

which relates the change in the cross-section’s connection
and rotation one-form with the perturbation of Ψ1.

It will also be useful to extract an angular equation for
ã by taking the ð operator of Eq. (21)

ðDã ≜ Dðã ≜ −˜̄σðā− āð˜̄σ − ð ˜̄Ψ1 , (22)

where we have used that the unperturbed D and ð op-
erators at the horizon commute (see Eq. (A7)). Us-
ing the Schwarzschild value for the unperturbed connec-
tion and tetrad in Eqs. (A25) and (A26), we see that
ðā ≜ δā+ ā2 ≜ ā2. Further, using the complex conjugate
of Eq. (15a) and Eq. (16b) we can rewrite Eq. (22) as

Dðã ≜ −ā(ā˜̄σ + ˜̄Ψ1)−D ˜̄Ψ2 , (23)

4 The radial dependence of Ψ4 can be “freely” specified in the sense
that there is no independent radial field equation for the per-
turbation to Ψ4. However, as discussed in Paper I, the radial
dependence of Ψ4 is restricted by the Teukolsky equation.
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where we can identify the first term on the right-hand
side with the right-hand side of Eq. (21). Hence, using
again Eq. (21) we obtain

Dðã ≜ āDã−D ˜̄Ψ2 ⇒ D(ðã− āã+ ˜̄Ψ2) ≜ 0 , (24)

where we have used Dā ≜ 0. Eq. (24) shows that the
combination ðã− āã+ ˜̄Ψ2 is time-independent, i.e.,

ðã− āã+ ˜̄Ψ2 ≜ g(z, z̄) (25)

with g(z, z̄) a smooth function of the angular coordinates.
The freedom in the connection of the cross-sections of the
horizon was extensively discussed in Paper I, so we shall
be brief. All of the functions g(z, z̄) that leave the cur-
vature of the cross-section invariant form an equivalence
class. Different representatives of the equivalence class
yield a different set of perturbed angular coordinates on
the sphere. For simplicity, we choose the representative
with g(z, z̄) ≜ 0 so that

ðã− āã ≜ − ˜̄Ψ2 . (26)

Combining this expression with the expression for the
real part of Ψ̃2 in Eq. (15) we obtain

ð̃a+ ˜̄ðā ≜ −āã− a˜̄a⇒ δ̃a+ ˜̄δā ≜ 0 . (27)

This implies that Re[δ̃a] ≜ 0, but it can also mean that
ξ̃z ≜ 0. To see this, we will use the evolution equations
for the tetrad at the horizon, i.e.,

DΩ−δU = κ+ρΩ+σΩ̄ , Dξi−δXi = (ρ̄+ϵ−ϵ̄)ξi+σξ̄i .
(28)

Perturbing these equations to first order and evaluating
them at the horizon, we obtain

DΩ̃− δŨ ≜ 0 , Dξ̃i − δX̃i ≜ σ̃ξ̄i + (ϵ̃− ˜̄ϵ)ξi , (29)

where we have used that Ω = 0, U ≜ 0 and Dξi ≜ Xi ≜ 0
for the unperturbed tetrad components (see Eq. (A26)).
Furthermore, to preserve the orthogonality of the per-
turbed tetrad vectors, we need to set at the horizon

Ω̃ ≜ Ũ ≜ X̃i ≜ 0 , (30)

which is a solution of Eq. (29). Therefore, to fully deter-
mine the change of the tetrad vectors at the horizon we
just need to solve

Dξ̃z ≜ (ϵ̃− ˜̄ϵ)ξz , Dξ̃z̄ ≜ σ̃ξ̄z̄ , (31)

which we obtained by simplifying the second expression
in Eq. (29) with Eq. (30) and recalling that ξz̄ = ξ̄z = 0
for the background quantities. We see that the choice
ϵ̃ ≜ 0 implies that

Dξ̃z ≜ 0 . (32)

In other words, the perturbation ξ̃z is time-independent
as pointed out in Paper I for time-independent pertur-
bations of the Schwarzschild geometry, and we can set
them to zero so the tetrad in the horizon’s cross-section
can be written as

mA∂A ≜ ξz∂z + ξ̃z̄∂z̄ . (33)

From this expression it is straightforward to check that
the area of the cross-section, denoted by S, changes only
to second order in the perturbation as we assumed. Using

gzz̄S = gz̄zS = ξz ˜̄ξz ξ̃z̄ , gzzS = 2ξz ˜̄ξz (34)

and inverting the metric of the cross-section, it follows
that

A =

∫
dzdz̄

√
|gS | =

∫
dzdz̄

[(
1

ξz

)2

+O[ ˜̄ξz ξ̃z̄]
]

(35)

the perturbation to the area’s cross-section is at least
second order in the perturbation. In summary, the
time-dependent perturbation due to Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃1 decou-
ples from the time-independent perturbations due to the
tidal distortion. This means that we can combine these
two effects by simply adding the perturbations. Notice
that the “transverse” tetrad component encodes the time-
dependent perturbations and it is proportional to the
shear.

Contrary to the perturbed horizon due to static tidal
perturbations that we considered before in paper I, the
foliation of the horizon is not freely specifiable anymore.
To see this, consider the second equation in (16), which
specifies the time evolution of Ψ̃2. This equation needs
to be consistent with Eq. (21) since the time-evolution of
the spin coefficient π̃ is also sourced by Ψ̃1. This means
that π̃ and Ψ̃2 need to be related. In particular, the
equations

DΨ̃2 ≜ ð̄Ψ̃1 , Dπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ1 (36)

need to be consistent with one another. To check this,
we take the complex conjugate of the second equation
and compute its ð̄ derivative. Using that Dð̄ ≜ ð̄D, we
obtain

Dð̄˜̄̄π ≜ DΨ̃2 ⇒ ðπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ2 + f(z, z̄) . (37)

Recall that the quantity ðπ specifies the foliation of the
horizon by cross-sections, as reviewed in Sec. II B. In pa-
per I this quantity was pure gauge, as we could choose the
foliation as we pleased. However, Eq. (37) implies that
the value of ðπ̃ is not purely gauge anymore. As stressed
by the function f(z, z̄), if both π̃ and Ψ̃2 are time inde-
pendent, then any time-independent function f(z, z̄) can
be used to define ðπ̃, which is consistent with what we
found in paper I. However, we see that when introducing
a time-dependent perturbation, the time-dependent part
of ðπ is fully determined by Ψ2. Here, we will choose
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the time-independent function to vanish f(z, z̄) = 0, to
separate the part of the perturbation sourced by the time-
dependent part of Ψ̃0. This equation naturally links the
linear momentum of the horizon (related to the diver-
gence of ω) with the force exerted on the hole due to Ψ̃0

from a purely tidal perturbation encoded in Ψ̂2, where
we used the notation of Paper I in which ̂ denotes a
static perturbation due to tidal disruption. Therefore,

ðπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ2 . (38)

Notice the different sign of Eq. (38) with the gauge choice
in Eq. (123) of Paper I. This sign difference illustrates
that while the force due to the tidal perturber is attrac-
tive, Ψ̃0 is “kicking” the horizon in the opposite direction.
Notice that the time-evolution equation for µ̃ simplifies
if we combine it with this “gauge choice” (38)

Dµ̃+ κ(l)µ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ2 + Ψ̃2 = 2ReΨ̃2 . (39)

This equation implies that the expansion of the null vec-
tor n cannot be chosen to vanish anymore. Rather, its
evolution is sourced by the real part of Ψ̃2.

Gathering Eqs. (15)-(39) we obtain a system of 15 dif-
ferential equations to prescribe 10 quantities (the spin
coefficients, Weyl scalars and tetrad functions σ̃, π̃, µ̃, λ̃,
ã, Ψ̃1, Ψ̃2, Ψ̃3, Ψ̃4, and ξ̃z̄) as a function of the perturba-
tion to Ψ̃0. This implies that we can separate this system
in a group of 10 differential equations that will be used
to solve the initial data at the horizon using Ψ̃0 as the
source

Dσ̃ − κ(l)σ̃ ≜Ψ̃0 , (40a)

DΨ̃1 − κ(l)Ψ̃1 ≜ð̄Ψ̃0 , (40b)

DΨ̃2 ≜ð̄Ψ̃1 , (40c)

Dπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ1 , (40d)

Dµ̃+ κ(l)µ̃ ≜Ψ̃2 +
˜̄Ψ2 , (40e)

Dλ̃+ κ(l)λ̃ ≜ð̄π̃ + µ˜̄σ , (40f)

DΨ̃3 + κ(l)Ψ̃3 ≜ð̄Ψ̃2 + 3π̃Ψ2 , (40g)

DΨ̃4 + 2κ(l)Ψ̃4 ≜ð̄Ψ̃3 − 3λ̃Ψ2 , (40h)

Dã ≜− ā˜̄σ − ˜̄Ψ1 , (40i)

Dξ̃z̄ ≜ σ̃ξ̄z̄ . (40j)

As shown in the Appendix, the above equations can be
combined to yield the following constraint equations

ðλ̃− ð̄µ̃ ≜µπ̃ − Ψ̃3 , (41a)

−2ReΨ̃2 ≜ðã+ ð̄˜̄a− a˜̄a− āã , (41b)

−2iImΨ2 ≜ðπ̃ − ð̄˜̄π , (41c)

ð̄σ̃ ≜Ψ̃1 , (41d)

ðπ̃ ≜ ˜̄Ψ2 . (41e)

These equations contain only angular derivatives, i.e. no
radial or time derivatives. In the next section we shall
solve Eqs. (40) (and hence also Eqs. (41)) explicitly.

IV. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN Ψ̃0 AND
Ψ̃4

The initial data at the horizon is determined by solving
Eqs. (40) for the spin coefficients and Weyl scalars at the
horizon as a function of the perturbation to Ψ0. The next
step in obtaining the metric of a ringing-down black hole
would be to integrate the radial equations with this initial
data. This will be discussed in Sec. VII. However, since
one of the goals of this work is to provide an explicit con-
struction of the geometry of the perturbed, ringing-down
horizon (and its neighborhood), we provide an explicit
solution of Eqs. (40) in this section, which will be used
in the following discussion.

The radial behavior of Ψ4 is related to its angular and
temporal behavior through the Teukolsky equation. This
particular feature of Ψ4 (which other spin coefficients and
Weyl scalars do not share, e.g. Ψ2) can be understood
as a consequence of Ψ4 not having an independent ra-
dial equation. Similarly, Ψ0 does not have an indepen-
dent time-evolution equation. As discussed above, this
could give the impression that one can prescribe the time
dependence of Ψ̃0 (or alternatively of σ̃) “freely” at the
horizon. This is, however, not true. The Weyl scalar
Ψ0 also satisfies a Teukolsky equation, which links its ra-
dial, angular, and temporal behavior. A remarkable fea-
ture of the Teukolsky equation for linear perturbations
around a Schwarzschild background is that it is separa-
ble [41, 54]. This feature is also present in the coordi-
nate system that we use in our construction. Hence, the
solutions of the Teukolsky equations can be expressed
as products of purely radial, purely angular, and purely
temporal functions. This means in particular, that the
form of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 at the horizon will inherit a similar
structure.

For completeness, we first show that the Teukolsky
equations for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 are separable. The Teukolsky
equation for Ψ̃4 was already discussed in [27], so we shall
be brief. The Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃0 can be easily
obtained by using the transformation

ℓ↔ n , m↔ m̄ (42)

on the Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃4. Hence, we obtain the
Teukolsky equations for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4

[D∆− ðð̄+ µD − (5ρ+ 2ϵ)∆− 4µ(ρ+ ϵ)− 2Ψ2]Ψ̃0 =0
(43a)

[∆D − ð̄ð+ 5µD + (4ϵ− ρ)∆ + 4µ(5ϵ− ρ)− 6Ψ2]Ψ̃4 =0 .
(43b)

Using that (r+ c)2ðð̄ is independent of the r coordinate,
we can separate the angular part of Eqs. (43a). Using
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that Ψ0 and Ψ4 have spin-weight 2 and -2, we write the
ansatz

Ψ̃0 =
∑

l,m

ψ
(0)
lm (v, r) 2Ylm , (44)

Ψ̃4 =
∑

l,m

ψ
(4)
lm (v, r)−2Ylm (45)

which for every l,m yields the following two differential
equations for the radial and temporal parts of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4

OT0Ψ̃0 =
∑

l,m

[D∆+ µD − (5ρ+ 2ϵ)∆− 4µ(ρ+ ϵ)− 2Ψ2 +
(l + 2)(l − 1)

2(r + c)2
]ψ

(0)
lm (v, r) 2Ylm = 0 (46a)

OT4
Ψ̃4 =

∑

l,m

[∆D + 5µD + (4ϵ− ρ)∆ + 4µ(5ϵ− ρ)− 6Ψ2 +
(l + 2)(l − 1)

2(r + c)2
]ψ

(4)
lm (v, r)−2Ylm = 0 (46b)

To proceed further, we use the inverse Fourier transform
for ψ(0)

lm/ ψ(4)
lm

ψ
(0,4)
lm (v, r) =

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dωe−iωvX

(0,4)
lm (r, ω) . (47)

It is important to distinguish this from a resonant ex-

pansion as in Eq. (3). Here the ω are real frequencies
while Eq. (3) is a discrete sum over modes with complex
frequencies. We shall return to the resonant frequencies
below when we discuss QNMs.

Using the Fourier modes yields the following two ODEs
for the radial parts of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4

5

U∂2rX
(0)
lm − [5ρ+ 2ϵ+ µU + iω]∂rX

(0)
lm + [4µ(ρ+ ϵ) + 2Ψ2 −

(l − 1)(l + 2)

2(r + c)2
+ iωµ]X

(0)
lm =0 (49a)

U∂2rX
(4)
lm + [∂rU − 5µU + 4ϵ− ρ− iω]∂rX

(4)
lm + [6Ψ2 − 4µ(5ϵ− ρ)− (l + 2)(l − 1)

2(r + c)2
+ 5iωµ]X

(4)
lm =0 . (49b)

The spin coefficients and tetrad functions appearing in
Eq. (49) are the background quantities (see Eqs. (A25)
and (A26)), which only depend on the radial coordi-
nate. Hence, from this expression, it is manifest that
both Teukolsky equations, for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4, are separable
also in our coordinate system.

Now that we have argued that both Teukolsky equa-
tions are separable, we can solve them. However, we
cannot solve both Teukolsky equations for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4

5 Notice that the static solution for the Teukolsky equations (46a)
can be obtained through the ansatz ψ(0,4)

lm (v, r) = ψ
(0,4)
lm (r). The

resulting differential equations for ψ(0,4)
lm (r) can be solved ana-

lytically in terms of the associated Legendre functions

X(0)(r) =
rK0

(r + c)3
P 2
l

(
1 +

2r

c

)
, (48a)

X(4)(r) =
K4

r(r + c)
P 2
l

(
1 +

2r

c

)
, (48b)

with K0 and K4 integration constants.

simultaneously since the system of differential equations
at the horizon (40) relates the initial values of these two
quantities. In fact, a single solution of the radial Teukol-
sky equation for Ψ̃0 is related to a combination of two in-
dependent solutions of the radial Teukolsky equation for
Ψ̃4 and vice versa. As we will discuss more in Sec. IV A,
this relation is strongly tied to the Teukolsky-Starobinsky
identities and will yield equivalent results.

Nonetheless, the previous discussion shows that we can
find separable solutions for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4, i.e.,

Ψ̃0 =
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫
dωe−iωvX

(0)
lm Y

(1)
lm +

∫
dω̄eiω̄vX̄

(0)
lm Y

(2)
lm

)

(50a)

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫
dwe−iwvX

(4)
lm Y

(3)
lm +

∫
dw̄eiw̄vX̄

(4)
lm Y

(4)
lm

)

(50b)

where Y (i)
lm are functions of the angular coordinates {z , z̄}

and X
(0,4)
lm of the radial coordinate only. Given that
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the spin weight of the Weyl scalars Ψ0 and Ψ4 is well-
defined, we can expand the angular functions in terms
of the spin-weight spherical harmonics with spins s = 2
and −2 respectively. However, given the relationship be-
tween these two quantities at the horizon we can either
choose Y

(1)
lm ∝ Y

(2)
lm ∝ 2Ylm or Y (3)

lm ∝ Y
(4)
lm ∝ −2Ylm

without loss of generality, but not both simultaneously.
Both choices yield completely analogous results, but the
first one is less cumbersome for our purpose to show that
all of the perturbed quantities are sourced by Ψ̃0, so we
shall choose Y (1)

lm = a−lm2Ylm and Y (2)
lm = a+lm2Ylm, where

a±lm(ω) are functions of the frequency only.

Hence, at the horizon r = 0, we will use an ansatz for
Ψ̃0 of the form

Ψ̃0 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫
dωa−lme

−iωv +

∫
dω̄a+lme

iω̄v

)
2Ylm ,

(51)
where the radial function is taken to be normalized to
unity at the horizon X

(0)
lm (r = 0) = 1. Using Eq. (51)

and the field equations at the horizon (40) we will then

derive an expression for Ψ̃4 at the horizon of the form

Ψ̃4 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫
dw[b−lm−2Ylm + c−lm−2Yl ,−m]e−iwv

+

∫
dw̄[b+lm−2Ylm + c+lm−2Yl ,−m]eiw̄v

)
.

(52)

As we will see below, we will find that the coefficients b±lm
and c±lm are related to a±lm. Notice that the coefficients
a±lm are not independent. This can be deduced by simply
counting the degrees of freedom: Ψ̃0 has two independent
degrees of freedom (the polarizations of the infalling grav-
itational wave), while a±lm are two complex constants and
have four degrees of freedom. However, how these quan-
tities are related will also depend on properties of the
frequencies, so we leave the relationship between these
constants unspecified.

Using the ansatz for Ψ̃0 at the horizon in Eq. (51)
we can solve explicitly the system of differential equa-
tions (40) in the order σ̃, Ψ̃1, ã, ξ̃z̄, Ψ̃2, π̃, µ̃, λ̃, Ψ̃3 and
finally, Ψ̃4



12

σ̃ ≜− 1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

a−lm
κ(l) + iω

e−iωv +

∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

a+lm
κ(l) − iω̄

eiω̄v
)

2Ylm , (53a)

Ψ̃1 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

a−lm
√
(l + 2)(l − 1)√

2c(κ(l) + iω)
e−iωv +

∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

a+lm
√

(l + 2)(l − 1)√
2c(κ(l) − iω̄)

eiω̄v

)
1Ylm , (53b)

ã ≜
1

2π


−

∫
dω
∑

l,m

(−1)mā+lme
−iωv

iω(κ(l) + iω)
(ā−2Yl−m +

√
(l + 2)(l − 1)√

2c
−1Yl−m)

+

∫
dω̄
∑

l,m

(−1)mā−lme
iω̄v

iω̄(κ(l) − iω̄)
(ā−2Yl−m +

√
(l + 2)(l − 1)√

2c
−1Yl−m)


 ,

(53c)

ξ̃z̄ ≜
ξ̄z̄0
2π

∑

l,m

2Ylm

(∫
dω

a−lme
−iωv

iω(κ(l) + iω)
−
∫

dω̄
a+lme

iω̄v

iω̄(κ(l) − iω̄)

)
, (53d)

Ψ̃2 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

√
(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)

2c2

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

a−lm
iω(κ(l) + iω)

e−iωv −
∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

a+lm
iω̄(κ(l) − iω̄)

eiω̄v
)
Ylm , (53e)

π̃ ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

(−1)m
√
(l + 2)(l − 1)√

2c

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

ā+lm
iω(κ(l) + iω)

e−iωv −
∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

ā−lm
iω̄(κ(l) − iω̄)

eiω̄v
)
−1Yl ,−m , (53f)

µ̃ ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

√
(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)

2c2

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

[a−lmYlm + (−1)mā+lmYl ,−m]e−iωv

iω(κ2(l) + ω2)
−
∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

[a+lmYlm + (−1)mā−lmYl ,−m]eiω̄v

iω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)

)
,

(53g)

λ̃ ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

(−1)m

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

ā+lme
−iωv

2ic2ω(κ2(l) + ω2)
(2icω − (l + 2)(l − 1))+

∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

ā−lme
iω̄v

2ic2ω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)
(2icω̄ + (l + 2)(l − 1))

)
−2Yl ,−m ,

(53h)

Ψ̃3 ≜− 1

2π

∑

l,m

√
(l + 2)(l − 1)

2
√
2c3

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

[a−lm−1Ylm(l + 1)l + 3(−1)mā+lm−1Yl ,−m]e−iωv

iω(κ2(l) + ω2)

−
∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

[a+lm(l + 1)l−1Ylm + 3(−1)mā−lm−1Yl ,−m]eiω̄v

iω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)

)
,

(53i)

Ψ̃4 ≜
1

8πc4

∑

l,m

(∫ ∞

−∞
dω

[a−lm(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)−2Ylm + 6c(−1)miωā+lm−2Yl ,−m]e−iωv

iω(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)

−
∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄

[a+lm(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)−2Ylm − 6c(−1)miω̄ā−lm−2Yl ,−m]eiω̄v

iω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)(2κ(l) + iω̄)

)
.

(53j)

It is important to note that this is not the most gen-
eral solution to the system of differential equations in
Eq. (40). One reason is that the assumption of a
Fourier decomposition inherently restricts the solution
set. Moreover, if we were to start from a different cross-
section of the horizon and repeat the above procedure, we
would find a mode decomposition on a different trans-
verse null surface. We would thus need to be careful
when comparing the mode frequencies obtained from the

two choices. Additionally, we have excluded certain un-
physical, unstable particular solutions of the differential
equations (40). For instance, the differential equation
for σ̃ (40a) has a second particular solution of the form
c1e

κ(l)v, where c1(z , z̄) is a function of the angular coor-
dinates. This particular solution corresponds to a shear
perturbation that grows exponentially with time v (since
κ(l) > 0), thus implying that a small flux of gravitational
waves causes the horizon to destabilize and have an ex-
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ponentially growing deformation on the future. This be-
havior is not physical, so we discard it. Finally, as we
discussed in Sec. III, in this paper we are only concerned
with the perturbations caused by the radiative infalling
flux of gravitational waves driven by Ψ̃0. The system (40)
also admits a solution for the perturbed geometry corre-
sponding to a static tidal perturbation, which was dis-
cussed in great detail in Paper I. Hence, here we shall set
the static solution to zero.

Despite these restrictions, the solution in Eq. (53) is
sufficiently general for the application to the ringdown
that we have in mind. In Sec. V, we will apply this
solution to the latest phases of the ringdown, where the
solution of the spin coefficients and Weyl scalars (53)
will be expressible in terms of a sum over an infinite but
discrete set of frequencies (the QNM frequencies). It can
be shown that the frequencies in which the solution of
Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 is spanned is the same for both quantities
and in fact, for all the spin coefficients and Weyl scalars.
A simplified proof of this statement will be provided in
Sec. V. For now, we will just assume that the frequencies
appearing in the decomposition of Ψ̃4 need to be the same
as those in the decomposition of Ψ̃0.

A very similar solution to Eq. (53) could be derived
to describe tidal heating during the inspiral, by consid-
ering a periodic solution of Eq. (53) with the frequency
ω related to the orbital frequency of the compact object.
Early work studying the geometry of the horizon due to
tidal heating is performed in [55–57]. The application
of the whole perturbative black hole tomography frame-
work to relate the geometry of the horizon to the observed
gravitational waves for an EMRI during the inspiral will
be discussed in a companion paper.

Comparing Eq. (53j) with Eq. (52), we can identify the
following constants which appear in Eq. (52)

b−lm =
(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)

4c4iω(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)
a−lm , (54a)

c−lm =
3(−1)m

2c3(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)
ā+lm , (54b)

b+lm = − (l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)

4c4iω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)(2κ(l) + iω̄)
a+lm , (54c)

c+lm =
3(−1)m

2c3(κ2(l) + ω̄2)(2κ(l) + iω̄)
ā−lm , (54d)

which are all sourced by a±lm and its complex conjugates.
Notice first that for a decomposition of the form (51),
in which we can encode the angular part purely in a
spin-weighted spherical harmonic of the appropriate spin,
we obtain for Ψ̃4 at the horizon an expression that not
only depends on −2Ylm but also on −2Yl ,−m. This de-
pendence could be simplified by rearranging the sum of
m = −l, . . .l to m′ = l . . .− l for the terms with −2Yl ,−m.
However, this would give rise to frequencies ωl ,−m, which
have not been defined for the moment. Once we deter-
mine that the integral over the frequencies ωlm reduces

to a sum over the QNM frequencies, we will be able to
use properties of these modes to simplify these expres-
sions, but for the time being we shall keep the discussion
general by maintaining the terms with negative index m
in the harmonics.

We could consider two particular cases such that Ψ̃0

and Ψ̃4 only have the e−iωv modes. The first case fol-
lows by setting a+lm = 0 and we obtain a “single-mode”
excitation for Ψ̃0. Then, the expression for Ψ̃4 at the
horizon shows that a single solution of the radial Teukol-
sky equation for Ψ̃0 requires a combination of two lin-
early independent solutions of the radial Teukolsky equa-
tions for Ψ̃4. The converse is also true, as can be seen
by requiring a “single-mode” perturbation in Ψ̃4, which
can be attained by choosing the perturbation such that
b+lm−2Ylm + c+lm−2Yl ,−m = 0. This relationship between
the boundary conditions at the horizon of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 re-
minds us of the boundary conditions of the solution to
the Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃4 at the horizon and infin-
ity, where having purely ingoing modes at the horizon
implies a mixture between ingoing and outgoing modes
far away and vice versa.

From the above discussion, it follows that Ψ̃4 should
be of the form

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

l ,m

(∫
dω[b−lmX

(4)
lm−2Ylm + c−lmZ

(4)
lm−2Yl ,−m]e−iωv

∫
dω̄[b+lmX̄

(4)
lm−2Ylm + c+lmZ̄

(4)
lm−2Yl ,−m]eiω̄v

)

(55)

with the constants b±lm and c±lm given by Eq. (54) and
the purely radial functions X(4)

lm and Z
(4)
lm (a priori inde-

pendent) normalized such that X(4)
lm (r = 0) = X̄

(4)
lm (r =

0) = Z
(4)
lm (r = 0) = Z̄

(4)
lm (r = 0) = 1. Using this ansatz to

solve the Teukolsky equation, we need to solve four in-
dependent equations, one for each term proportional to
the constants b±lm and c±lm, i.e.,

OT4Ψ̃4 = 0 ⇒





OT4

(
X

(4)
lm e

−iωv
−2Ylm

)
= 0 ,

OT4

(
X̄

(4)
lm e

iω̄v
−2Ylm

)
= 0 ,

OT4

(
Z

(4)
lm e

−iωv
−2Yl ,−m

)
= 0 ,

OT4

(
Z̄

(4)
lm e

iω̄v
−2Yl ,−m

)
= 0 .

(56)

The first and third expressions yield exactly Eq. (49b)
since the eigenvalue of the angular operator ð̄ð does
not depend on the index m. Hence, it follows that
Z

(4)
lm = X

(4)
lm . Further, since the spin coefficients and

Weyl scalars for the background spacetime are real,
the second and fourth expressions in Eq. (56), i.e.,
OT4

(
X̄

(4)
lm e

iω̄v
−2Ylm

)
= 0 yields the complex conjugate

of Eq. (49b), so X̄(4)
lm is the complex conjugate ofX(4)

lm and
Z̄

(4)
lm = X̄

(4)
lm . Therefore, we only need to explicitly solve
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the Teukolsky equation for the first term in Eq. (56), i.e.,
Eq. (49b), which yields

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫ ∞

−∞
dωe−iωv[b−lm−2Ylm + c−lm−2Yl ,−m]X

(4)
lm

+

∫ ∞

−∞
dω̄eiω̄v[b+lm−2Ylm + c+lm−2Yl ,−m]X̄

(4)
lm

)

(57)

where the radial function X
(4)
lm is a combination of con-

fluent Heun functions

X
(4)
lm (r) = k1Hc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 5ι, 5ι, 3− ι, 3, ι,−r

c
]

+k2

(
−r
c

)ι−2
Hc[l(l + 1) + ι2, ι(3 + ι), ι− 1, 3, ι,−r

c
]

(58)

with ι = 2ciω, and normalized such that

Hc[α, β, γ, δ, σ, z] = 1− α

γ
z +O(z2) . (59)

The function X̄
(4)
lm is just the complex conjugate of

Eq. (58). The integration constants k1 and k2 must be
chosen such that Ψ̃4(r = 0) coincides with Eq. (53j). Al-
though the confluent Heun functions are regular at the
horizon, the prefactor (−r/c)ι−2 makes the second so-
lution of the radial Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃4 singular
at the horizon. Given that we are searching for regu-
lar solutions at the horizon we could already discard this
second solution by setting k2 = 0. Nevertheless, we will
not fix this constant to keep the discussion general. In
Sec. V, we will show that k2 should vanish after all, as it
describes an unphysical unstable solution in the future.

Eqs. (57)-(59) fully specify the perturbation to the
Weyl scalar Ψ4. In Refs. [58, 59], it was already proven
that the Teukolsky equation could be solved analytically
using confluent Heun functions, but the results here dif-
fer given that we use a different coordinate system and
different gauge conditions.

Up to this point, we have been using the term “func-
tion” lightly to refer to the confluent Heun functions.
However, an analytic “function” in the mathematical
sense should have a representation in terms of a series
with certain convergence properties. This is not always
true for the confluent Heun functions, for which a uni-
formly convergent series can only be built from its regu-
lar singular point at the horizon to the irregular singular

point at r = ∞ for certain values of ωlm, the so-called
eigenfrequencies of the series [10, 60]. This is in princi-
ple not a problem, but imposing analyticity in the so-
lution is a very strong requirement: to define a metric
that gives rise to a well-behaved Riemann curvature ten-
sor, we only need to require solutions that are finitely
differentiable (at least C2 so that the curvature is con-
tinuous [61]). However, in this first application of black
hole tomography, we wish to describe the metric of a
ringing-down black hole, which is an analytic solution.
Requiring the solution for Ψ4 (and the spacetime metric)
to be analytic, i.e., that all the relevant functions have
a valid series representation between the horizon and in-
finity, will give rise to the identification of ω with the
frequencies of the QNMs ωn, as we will see in Sec. V.

Further, we need to impose physical boundary condi-
tions to our solution: no radiation can escape from the
black hole and no radiation should leak into the space-
time from infinity. To specialize our general solution to
this physical situation, we will need to impose boundary
conditions for both Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 at the horizon and asymp-
totically. So in order to impose these boundary condi-
tions, we first need to solve the radial differential equa-
tion (49a) for Ψ̃0, which we obtain by using the Teukolsky
operator for Ψ̃0 over the ansatz

Ψ̃0 =
1

2π

∑

l ,m

(∫
dωa−lme

−iωvX
(0)
lm

+

∫
dω̄a+lme

iω̄vX̄
(0)
lm

)
2Ylm .

(60)

Analogously to the discussion for Ψ̃4, the radial func-
tion X(0)

lm is obtained by solving OT0Ψ̃0 = 0, which yields
Eq. (49a). The radial function X̄

(0)
lm satisfies the com-

plex conjugate of Eq. (49a) and is therefore the complex
conjugate of X(0)

lm . This function is again assumed to be
normalized such that X(0)

lm (r = 0) = 1. However, despite
the similarity of the radial equations for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4, the
radial part of Ψ̃0 does not have a solution in terms of
confluent Heun functions. Rather, the solution will be a
mixture of polynomial terms, Heun functions, and their
derivatives, i.e.,

X
(0)
lm (r) =k3

(
f
(1)
lm (r)Hc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 5ι, 5ι, 3− ι, 3, ι,−r

c
] + g

(1)
lm (r)∂rHc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 5ι, 5ι, 3− ι, 3, ι,−r

c
]
)

+k4

(
−r
c

)ι (
f
(2)
lmHc[l(l + 1) + ι2, ι(3 + ι), ι− 1, 3, ι,−r

c
] + g

(2)
lm (r)∂rHc[l(l + 1) + ι2, ι(3 + ι), ι− 1, 3, ι,−r

c
]
)

(61)

where f (1,2)lm and g
(1,2)
l,m are complex, rational functions of r and the frequency ωlm. The functions f (1)lm and g

(1)
lm are
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regular at the horizon, as expected. The functions f (2)lm and g(2)lm behave as 1/r in the r → 0 limit.

We give explicit expressions for these function in
Eqs. (C1)-(C3) of Appendix C. As before, the integration
constants k3 and k4 will be chosen such that the bound-
ary condition at the horizon in Eq. (51) is satisfied.

A. The Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities

We showed that by projecting the field equations at
the horizon, we can economically solve not only the ge-
ometry of the horizon but also directly relate Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4

everywhere: Given that the boundary conditions at the
horizon already provide the relationship between these
two quantities, which can then be used as the bound-
ary conditions to solve their respective Teukolsky equa-
tions. Alternatively, we could have used the Teukolsky-
Starobinsky identities to show the relationship between
the quantities Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 [62, 63]. These identities are
fourth-order partial differential equations that can be de-
rived by differentiating three times the radial and evolu-
tion equations (A18a) and (A17d) using the ∆ and D
derivative operators respectively, and using the perturba-
tive version of the Bianchi identities (A18) and (A17) to
remove the dependence on Ψ̃1 , Ψ̃2 and Ψ̃3. This number
of derivatives can be shown to be the minimum needed to
derive a differential equation for Ψ̃0 sourced by Ψ̃4 only
(apart from the background quantities), and the other
way around. In this sense, the result that we obtained is
stronger as it involves fewer derivatives to relate Ψ̃0 and
Ψ̃4.

Here, we present the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities
without proof, as they have been discussed extensively in
the literature (see for instance [64])

þ′4[(r + c)4Ψ̃0] = ð4[(r + c)4Ψ̃4] +
3

2
cLξ

˜̄Ψ4 , (62a)

þ4[(r + c)4Ψ̃4] = ð̄4[(r + c)4Ψ̃0]−
3

2
cLξ

˜̄Ψ0 . (62b)

The thorn operator and its primed version are combina-
tions of the directional derivatives. In particular,

þη = (D−pϵ−qϵ̄)η , þ′η = (∆+pγ+qγ̄)η = ∆η , (63)

where the last equality in the second expression follows
because we choose a coordinate system and tetrad such
that the vectors ℓµ, nµ, and mµ are parallel propagated
along nα and henceforth γ = 0. In Eq. (63), p and q are
well defined for each spin-coefficient and Weyl scalar (see
for instance, Ref. [64]), and determine the spin-weight
s = (p − q)/2 and the boost-weight b = (p + q)/2 of
each quantity. The operator þ raises the boost of the
quantity on which it acts. Hence, if Ψ4 has spin-weight -2
and boost-weight −2, þΨ4 has the same spin-weight and
boost-weight −1. Similarly ∆ acts as a boost-lowering

operator. The operator Lξ in Eq. (62) is

Lξ = −(r + c)[µþ + ρ∆+
p

2
Ψ2 +

q

2
Ψ̄2] , (64)

which for a Schwarzschild background simplifies to

Lξ = −(r + c)[µ∂v] = ∂v . (65)

In the following, we show that our solution (Eq. (53), to-
gether with the solutions of the Teukolsky equations for
Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 in Eqs. (57) and (60)) automatically satis-
fies the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities. Furthermore,
we can use Eq. (62b) to rewrite the radial part of Ψ̃0

(Eq. (61)) more compactly.
We start by showing that the solution we found for Ψ̃4

in Eq. (57) using the data at the horizon is consistent
with the solution for Ψ̃0 in Eq. (60) through the first
expression in Eq. (62). Recalling the action of the eth
operator on the spin-weighted spherical harmonics

ðsYlm =

√
(l − s)(l + s+ 1)√

2(r + c)
s+1Ylm , (66)

that the spin-weighted spherical-harmonics satisfy
sȲl ,m = (−1)s+mYl ,−m, and collecting terms propor-
tional to e−iωv and eiω̄v, we can rewrite Eq. (62a) as

∆4[(r + c)4Ψ̃0] =
1

8π

∑

l,m

{∫
dωe−iωvX

(4)
lm×

(
2Ylm[l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)b−lm − (−1)m6ciωc̄+lm]+

2Yl ,−m[l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)c−lm − (−1)m6ciωb̄+lm]
)

+

∫
dω̄eiω̄vX̄

(4)
lm×

(
2Ylm[l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)b+lm + (−1)m6ciω̄c̄−lm]+

2Yl ,−m[l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)c+lm + (−1)m6ciω̄b̄−lm]
)}

.

(67)

Plugging in the expressions for the constants b±lm and
c±lm (54) into the equation above, we see that the terms
proportional to 2Yl ,−m vanish, thus yielding

∆4[(r+c)4X
(0)
lm ] =

l2(l − 1)2(l + 1)2(l + 2)2 + 36c2ω2

16c4iω(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)
X

(4)
lm

(68)
and its complex conjugate. Notice that this expression
is independent of the coefficients a±lm and b±lm/c

±
lm, as

it should be. This identity provides a fourth-order dif-
ferential equation for the radial part of Ψ̃0, which can
be solved through the integration of the confluent Heun
function. Eq. (68) can be shown to hold either by tak-
ing the derivatives of Eq. (61) or by using the properties
of the Heun function [58, 59]. Similarly, it can also be



16

shown that the solutions we found for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 satisfy
the second Starobinsky identity (62b).

Given that we have already shown that the Teukolsky-
Starobinsky identities are satisfied everywhere, we will
use the second expression in Eq. (62) to write the radial
part of Ψ̃0 in Eq. (61) in a compact form. The idea is
to obtain an expression for X(0)

lm in terms of a derivative
operator acting on X(4)

lm . Using that Ψ̃0 is of the form of
Eq. (60) with the radial function for Ψ̃0 in (61) normal-
ized at the horizon X(0)

lm (r = 0) = 1, and using Eq. (57),
we can rewrite Eq. (62b) as

þ4[(r + c)4Ψ̃4] =

1

2π

∑

l,m

(∫
dωe−iωvX

(0)
lm×

[
a−lm
4
l(l + 1)(l − 1)(l + 2)−2Ylm +

3

2
c(−1)miωā+lm−2Yl ,−m

]

+

∫
dω̄eiω̄vX̄

(0)
lm×

[
a+lm
4
l(l + 1)(l − 1)(l + 2)−2Ylm − 3

2
c(−1)miω̄ā−lm−2Yl ,−m

])
.

(69)

Using Eq. (54), the first term in brackets can be simplified
to

c4iω(κ2(l)+ω
2)(2κ(l)−iω)[b−lm−2Ylm+c−lm−2Yl ,−m] . (70)

Plugging in Eq. (69), the expression for Ψ̃4 (57) and tak-
ing into account that our solution for Ψ̃4 is a linear com-
bination of two solutions of the Teukolsky equation, we
can obtain the radial function X

(0)
lm by separating this

equation in two terms, one proportional to e−iωv, and
the other to eiω̄v. Simplifying, we obtain the following
analytic expression for X(0)

lm

X
(0)
lm =

eiωv þ4[(r + c)4e−iωvX
(4)
lm ]

c4iω(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)
, (71)

which is independent of v. Therefore, the full solution
for Ψ̃0 is

Ψ̃0 =
1

2π

∑

l,m

2Ylm

(∫
dω

a−lm þ4[(r + c)4e−iωvX
(4)
lm ]

c4iω(κ2(l) + ω2)(2κ(l) − iω)

−
∫

dω̄
a+lm þ4[(r + c)4eiω̄vX̄

(4)
lm ]

c4iω̄(κ2(l) + ω̄2)(2κ(l) + iω̄)

)
.

(72)

Notice that Eq. (72) is a solution of the Teukolsky equa-
tion for Ψ̃0 in (49a) and satisfies the boundary condition
in (51), i.e.,

Ψ̃0 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m

2Ylm

(∫
dωa−lme

−iωv +

∫
dω̄a+lme

iω̄v

)

(73)

as expected. It can be shown that the expressions that
we found for Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 (Eqs. (57) and (72)) satisfy the
Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities (62), as well as their de-
coupled version (see Eq. (66) in [64])

þ4[(r + c)4∆4((r + c)4Ψ̃0)] =ð4((r + c)4ð̄4[(r + c)4Ψ̃0])

− 9

4
c2L 2

ξ Ψ̃0

(74a)

∆4[(r + c)4þ4((r + c)4Ψ̃4)] =ð̄4((r + c)4ð4[(r + c)4Ψ̃4])

− 9

4
c2L 2

ξ Ψ̃4

(74b)

and are a solution of the Teukolsky equation (49). As
a side remark, a solution of the Teukolsky-Starobinsky
identities in Eq. (62) will automatically satisfy their de-
coupled version (Eq. (74)), but the converse is not true.
Since the decoupled system in Eq. (74) is of eighth order
and the coupled Starobinsky identities in Eq. (62) are
only fourth order, there exist solutions of Eq. (74) which
are not solutions of (62). Hence, that our solution satis-
fies the decoupled version of these identities in Eq. (74)
is a priori trivial and is regarded solely as a consistency
check. The same logic applies to the Teukolsky equation
and the coupled Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities: A so-
lution of the Teukolsky equations (49) will automatically
satisfy the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities in Eq. (62),
but the converse is not true. This is why we need to check
whether Eq. (60) satisfies the Teukolsky equation (49a).

In this discussion, we only used the Teukolsky-
Starobinsky identities to check the consistency of our
solution, as well as to rewrite the solution of the Teukol-
sky equation for Ψ̃0 in a more convenient way. However,
we would like to remark that the horizon equations (40)
already provide the link between Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 on the hori-
zon, and their radial dependence can be found directly
by solving the Teukolsky equation for these two quanti-
ties (49). The Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities further
imply that the two independent solutions of the radial
Teukolsky equation (58) for Ψ̃4 are linked to those of Ψ̃0,
i.e., if k1 = 0 in Eq. (58), then the constant k3 = 0 needs
to vanish in Eq. (72).

V. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND
QUASINORMAL MODES

So far we have solved the field equations on a null hy-
persurface, which represents the isolated horizon, slightly
perturbed by an infalling flux specified by Ψ̃0. Given this
initial data at the null hypersurface and the radial depen-
dence of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 specified in the bulk (through the
solution of the radial Teukolsky equations (49)), we can
integrate the field equations everywhere to obtain the full
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spacetime solution. Additional restrictions must be im-
posed to obtain the QNMs. There are two natural sets of
conditions that select the QNMs. The usual formulation
of QNMs requires purely outgoing waves from the domain
both at the horizon and infinity. Alternatively, and that
is the path we will take here, requiring that the solutions
are analytic and stable towards the future (i.e., we dis-
card growing modes) also selects the QNMs. In Sec. V B,
we verify explicitly that the second set of boundary con-
ditions indeed is consistent with only outgoing radiation
at future null infinity, no incoming radiation from past
null infinity and ingoing modes at the horizon.

A. QNMs

We start by analyzing the convergence of the two inde-
pendent solutions (58) to the radial Teukolsky equation
for Ψ̃4 (49b). Using the coordinate shift

x = r + c (75)

and the transformation

X
(4)
lm = eiωxy(x) (76)

we can rewrite Eq. (49b) in the form of Eq. (1) in Ref. [65]

x(x−c)y′′+[B1+B2x]y
′+[ω2x(x−c)−2ηω(x−c)+B3]y = 0

(77)
with

B1 = −3c , B2 = 6− 2icω , η = 2i− cω , (78a)

B3 = 6− l(l + 1)− 7icω + 2c2ω2 . (78b)

Notice that these coefficients differ from the ones in
Eq. (11) of Ref. [65] for the Schwarzschild geometry6.
This difference is to be expected since we are using a
different coordinate system from the usual one. Since
a priori, it is not obvious the solution of the differential
equation (77) with the coefficients (78) coincides with the
one in Refs. [60, 65], we explicitly construct the series ex-
pansion representation of the two independent solutions
for the radial part of Ψ̃4 (X(4,1)

l,m and X(4,2)
lm ) and analyze

their eigenfrequencies.
The first solution of Eq. (77) can be written as a regular

series expansion around the regular singular point of the
differential equation at x = c (r = 0) [65]

y(x) = eiωxx−1+2icω
∞∑

k=0

ak

(
x− c

x

)k
, (79)

6 In Ref. [65], the wave equation for the Schwarzschild background
is expressed in the form of the generalized wave equation (77)
with c = 1 and the coefficients B1 = −(2s+ 1), B2 = 2(s+ 1−
iω), η = −ω, and B3 = 2ω2 − l(l + 1) + s(s + 1) − (2s + 1)iω.
These coefficients can be extracted by inspection from Eq. (11)
of Ref. [65]. For a gravitational perturbation s = 2.

where the coefficients of the series are given by Eqs. (40)
and (41) in Ref. [65]

α0a1 + β0a0 = 0 , αkak+1 + βkak + γkak−1 = 0 , (80)

with

αk = (k + 1)(3 + k − 2icω) (81a)

βk = 3− l(l + 1)− 2k2 + 4icω + 8c2ω2 + k(−2 + 8icω)
(81b)

γk = (k − 2icω)(k − 2− 2icω) . (81c)

Note that the coefficients ak also depend on the l index
explicitly (through βk) and on the m,n indices implic-
itly through the QNM frequencies. To avoid cluttering
of notation, we suppress these indices. Then, the first
independent solution of Eq. (49b) admits the series ex-
pansion

X
(4,1)
lm = e2iωr

(
r + c

c

)−1+2icω ∞∑

k=0

ak

(
r

r + c

)k
, (82)

which is regular around r = 0. The coefficient a0 = 1 in
Eq. (79) is chosen to coincide with the normalization of
the confluent Heun function (59). However, notice that
the confluent Heun function only has an analytic repre-
sentation in the domain r ∈ [0,∞) when the convergence
of the series (82) is uniform [65]. This occurs when the
frequency ω is a root of the infinite fraction [65]

0 = β0 −
α0γ1

β1 − α1γ2
β2−...

, (83)

which for the differential equation (77) with the coeffi-
cients (78) yields the quasinormal mode (QNMs) frequen-
cies ω = ωQNM

lmn (see Tab. 1 in Ref. [60]). It is customary
to sort the roots of Eq. (83) according to their ascendent
imaginary values using the index n, which denotes the
overtone number. In other words, the first solution of
the Teukolsky equation (49b) is in reality given by

Hc[(l−2)(l+3)+5ι, 5ι, 3−ι, 3, ι,−r
c
]δ(ω−ωQNM

n ) , (84)

where we have once more suppressed the l ,m harmonic
indices from the frequencies. Notice that it is quite re-
markable that we find the QNM frequencies ω = ωn by
solving Eq. (83) given that the coefficients (Eq. (78)) ap-
pearing in the generalized spheroidal wave equation (77)
are different from those found by Leaver in [60, 65]. This
happens because the coefficients entering the three-term
recurrence relation Eq. (81a), which are also the ones ap-
pearing in the infinite fraction (83), give rise to the same
eigenfrequencies as those reported in Refs. [60, 65].

The second independent solution of Eq. (49b) can be
obtained from Eq. (77) by further using the transforma-
tion

y(x) = (x− c)−2+2icωg(x) , (85)
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which yields the following differential equation for g(x)

x(x−c)g′′+[B̃1+B̃2x]g
′+[ω2x(x−c)−2η̃ω(x−c)+B̃3]g = 0

(86)
with

B̃1 = −3c , B̃2 = 2(1 + icω) , η̃ = 2i− cω (87a)

B̃3 = −l(l + 1)− icω + 2c2ω2 . (87b)

The second independent solution of Eq. (49b) 7 can be ex-
panded in a regular series at the horizon using Eqs. (49)-
(51) of Ref. [60], which yields

g(x) = e−iωxx−3−2icω
∞∑

k=0

bk

(
x− c

x

)k
(88)

with

α̃0b1 + β̃0b0 = 0 , α̃kbk+1 + β̃kbk + γ̃kbk−1 = 0 , (89)

and

α̃k = (k + 1)(k − 1 + 2icω) (90a)

β̃k = 3− l(l + 1)− 2k(k + 1)− 4icω(1 + 2k) + 8c2ω2

(90b)
γ̃k = (k + 2icω)(k + 2 + 2icω) . (90c)

The convergence of the series (88) is uniform when the
sum

∑
k bk is finite [65]. This occurs for the roots of equa-

tion (83) (replacing the coefficients αk, βk and γk by their
counterparts in Eq. (90)). The eigenfrequencies turn out
to be the complex conjugate of the QNM frequencies.
This can be seen by comparing Eqs. (90) and (81a). The
following relationship holds between these coefficients

β̃k = β̄k , α̃kγ̃k+1 = ᾱkγ̄k+1 , (91)

so the equation for the eigenfrequencies of the second
solution is the complex conjugate of Eq. (83). Naturally,
the solutions of this equation are the complex conjugates
of the QNM frequencies. Then, the second solution of
Eq. (49b) is

δ(ω−ω̄QNM
n )

(
−r
c

)−2+2icω
(
r + c

c

)−3−2icω∑

k=0

bk

(
r

r + c

)k

(92)
or using the confluent Heun function expression

δ(ω−ω̄QNM
n )

(
−r
c

)−2+ι
Hc[l(l+1)+ι2, ι(3+ι), ι−1, 3, ι,−r

c
] .

(93)
Therefore, the radial function X(4)

lm reads

X
(4)
lm (r) =

∑

n

k
(1)
lmnδ(ωlm − ωQNM

lmn )e2iωlmr

(
r + c

c

)−1+2icωlm ∞∑

k=0

ak

(
r

r + c

)k

+
∑

n

k
(2)
lmnδ(ωlm − ω̄QNM

lmn )
(
−r
c

)−2+2icωlm
(
r + c

c

)−3−2icωlm ∞∑

k=0

bk

(
r

r + c

)k

=
∑

n

k
(1)
lmnδ(ωlm − ωQNM

lmn )Hc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 10icωlm, 10icωlm, 3− 2icωlm, 3, 2icωlm,−
r

c
]

+
∑

n

k
(2)
lmnδ(ωlm − ω̄QNM

lmn )
(
−r
c

)−2+2icωlm

Hc[l(l + 1)− 4c2ω2
lm, 2icωlm(3 + 2icωlm), 2icωlm − 1, 3, 2icωlm,−

r

c
] ,

(94)

where k(1,2)lmn are complex, dimensionless integration con-
stants. Recall that we fixed the normalization of the
radial solution of Ψ̃4 to X(4)

lm (r = 0) = 1 in order to high-

7 Notice that these two solutions Eqs. (84) and (93) of Eq. (49b)
are independent. This can be seen by computing the Wronskian
of the two solutions.

light the role of the boundary conditions at the back hole
horizon. Hence, using the second expression in Eq. (94)
and the fact that the confluent Heun functions are nor-
malized as in Eq. (59), it follows that the integration
constants k(1,2)lmn need to satisfy

lim
r→0

∑

n

(
k
(1)
lmn + k

(2)
lmn

(
−r
c

)−2+2icωQNM
lmn

)
= 1 . (95)
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This expression emphasizes that the second solution of
the radial Teukolsky equation X

(4,2)
lm is divergent at the

horizon in these coordinates. Hence, for the boundary
condition in Eq. (95) to be satisfied k

(2)
lmn = 0∀n and

Re[
∑
n k

(1)
lmn] = 1 , Im[

∑
n k

(1)
lmn] = 0. Keeping only the

regular solution at the horizon is reasonable in our case
because we have explicitly constructed a coordinate sys-
tem that is horizon penetrating, and therefore should be
regular at the horizon. However, to keep the discussion

general, we shall not set k(2)lmn = 0 yet. We will keep these
modes in our solution of Ψ̃4 to show that these modes
correspond to unstable perturbations and are thus not
physical.

The series expansions for the two independent solu-
tions of X̄(4)

lm can be found analogously for ω̄. Combining
the above discussion with Eq. (57) and integrating over
ω and ω̄ yields

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

lm

∑

n

[
(b
−(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

−(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)e−iω

QNM
lmn ve2iω

QNM
lmn r

(
r + c

c

)−1+2icωQNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

ak

(
r

r + c

)k

+(b
−(2)
lmn −2Ylm + c

−(2)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)e−iω̄

QNM
lmn v

(
−r
c

)2icω̄QNM
lmn −2

(
r + c

c

)−3−2icω̄QNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

bk

(
r

r + c

)k

+(b
+(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

+(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)eiω̄

QNM
lmn ve−2iω̄

QNM
lmn r

(
r + c

c

)−1−2icω̄QNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

āk

(
r

r + c

)k

+ (b
+(2)
lmn −2Ylm + c

+(2)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)eiω

QNM
lmn v

(
−r
c

)−2icωQNM
lmn −2

(
r + c

c

)−3+2icωQNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

b̄k

(
r

r + c

)k]
,

(96)

or in terms of the confluent Heun functions

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

lmn

[
(b
−(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

−(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)e−iω

QNM
lmn vHc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 10icωQNM

lmn , 10icωQNM
lmn , 3− 2icωQNM

lmn , 3, 2icωQNM
lmn ,−r

c
]

+(b
−(2)
lmn −2Ylm + c

−(2)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)e−iω̄

QNM
lmn v

(
−r
c

)2icω̄QNM
lmn −2

Hc[l(l + 1) + 4c2ω2
lm, 2icωlm(3 + 2icωlm), 2icωlm − 1, 3, 2icωlm,−

r

c
]

+(b
+(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

+(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)eiω̄

QNM
lmn vHc[(l − 2)(l + 3)− 10icω̄QNM

lmn ,−10icω̄QNM
lmn , 3 + 2icω̄QNM

lmn , 3,−2icω̄QNM
lmn ,−r

c
]

+(b
+(2)
lmn −2Ylm + c

+(2)
lmn −2Yl ,−m)eiω

QNM
lmn v

(
−r
c

)−2icωQNM
lmn −2

Hc[l(l + 1)− 4c2ω̄2
lm,−2icω̄lm(3− 2icω̄lm),−2icω̄lm − 1, 3,−2icω̄lm,−

r

c
]
]

(97)

where we have defined

b
−(1,2)
lmn = k

(1,2)
lmn b

−
lm , c

−(1,2)
lmn = k

(1,2)
lmn c

−
lm . (98a)

b
+(1,2)
lmn = k̄

(1,2)
lmn b

+
lm , c

+(1,2)
lmn = k̄

(1,2)
lmn c

+
lm . (98b)

From Eq. (96), it is straightforward to analyze the
asymptotic behavior of Ψ̃4. Let us first consider the solu-
tion at future null infinity I + by taking the limit v → ∞
(with r = cnt). In this limit, we need to study the be-

havior of

lim
v→∞
r=cnt

Ψ̃4 ∼ b
−(1)
lmn −2Ylme

−iωQNM
lmn v + c

−(1)
lmn −2Yl−me

−iωQNM
lmn v

+ b
−(2)
lmn −2Ylme

−iω̄QNM
lmn v + c

−(2)
lmn −2Yl−me

−iω̄QNM
lmn v

+ b
+(1)
lmn −2Ylme

iω̄QNM
lmn v + c

+(1)
lmn −2Yl−me

iω̄QNM
lmn v

+ b
+(2)
lmn −2Ylme

iωQNM
lmn v + c

+(2)
lmn −2Yl−me

iωQNM
lmn v ,

(99)

where the constant factors coming from the evaluation of
the radial functions at r = cnt ̸= 0 have been omitted.
Recalling that the sum over the harmonic index m runs
from −l , . . .l, we can split this sum in two contributions
m = 0 and m ̸= 0. For m = 0 we can factor out the spin-
weighted spherical harmonic contribution trivially. For
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m ̸= 0, we relabel the sum over m ̸= 0 in the even terms
of Eq. (99), so that we can factor out the spin-weighted
spherical harmonic −2Ylm. To impose physical boundary
conditions for this solution, it is important to recall some
properties of the QNM frequencies. Given a quasinormal
mode frequency

ωQNM
lmn = Re[w] + iIm[w] , (100)

• Its imaginary part is negative Im[w] < 0.

• We will follow the convention that m ≥ 0, Re[w] >
0 and for m < 0, Re[w] < 0 for the regular
modes (notice that for the mirror modes the op-
posite holds).

• For m ̸= 0, ω̄QNM
lmn = −ωQNM

l−mn.

With these properties, we can impose the stability of
the modes towards the future in Eq. (99). For m = 0,
Eq. (99) simplifies to

lim
v→∞

r=cnt ,m=0

Ψ̃4 ∝ (b
−(1)
l0n + c

−(1)
l0n )e−iω

QNM
l0n v

+ (b
−(2)
l0n + c

−(2)
l0n )e−iω̄

QNM
l0n v

+ (b
+(1)
l0n + c

+(1)
l0n )eiω̄

QNM
l0n v

+ (b
+(2)
l0n + c

+(2)
l0n )eiω

QNM
l0n v .

(101)

Separating the frequency ωQNM
l0n in its real and imaginary

parts, we see that the first and third terms in Eq. (101)
are stable at I + since the real part is a negative expo-
nential, i.e.,

lim
v→∞

r=cnt ,m=0

e−iω
QNM
l0n v = lim

v→∞
r=cnt ,m=0

eIm[ωQNM
l0n ]ve−iRe[ωQNM

l0n ]v → 0 ,

(102)
and these modes decay exponentially as v → ∞. On the
contrary, the second and fourth terms in Eq. (101) are
unstable given that they grow exponentially in the limit
v → ∞

lim
v→∞

r=cnt ,m=0

eiω
QNM
l0n v = lim

v→∞
r=cnt ,m=0

e−Im[ωQNM
l0n ]veiRe[ωQNM

l0n ]v → ∞ .

(103)
Hence, to impose physical boundary conditions we need
to set

b
±(2)
l0n + c

±(2)
l0n = k

(2)
l0m(b±l0 + c±l0) = 0 . (104)

This can be attained by either restricting the constants
a±l0 (see Eq. (54)) or by setting k(2)l0n = 0 in Eq. (58). Since
we wish to keep the perturbation as general as possible
we choose the last option, which yields

b
−(2)
l0n = c

−(2)
l0n = b

+(2)
l0n = c

+(2)
l0n = 0 . (105)

For the m ̸= 0 case, Eq. (96) simplifies to

lim
v→∞

r=cnt ,m ̸=0

Ψ̃4 ∝ (b
−(1)
lmn + c

+(1)
l−mn)e

−iωQNM
lmn v

+ (b
−(2)
lmn + c

+(2)
l−mn)e

−iω̄QNM
lmn v

+ (b
+(1)
lmn + c

−(1)
l−mn)e

iω̄QNM
lmn v

+ (b
+(2)
lmn + c

−(2)
l−mn)e

iωQNM
lmn v ,

(106)

where we have used ω̄QNM
lmn = −ωQNM

l−mn to obtain the same
exponential terms that we had for the case m = 0. Using
the same reasoning as before, we only keep stable modes
on I +, so we need to set

b
∓(2)
lmn + c

±(2)
l−mn = k

(2)
lmnb

∓
lm + k

(2)
l−mnc

±
l−m = 0 . (107)

In order not to restrict the form of the perturbation, we
choose again k(2)lmn = 0, which yields

b
−(2)
lmn = c

−(2)
l0n = b

+(2)
l0n = c

+(2)
l0n = 0 . (108)

Further, at spatial infinity (v → ∞ and r → ∞), Ψ̃4

scales as

lim
v ,r→∞

Ψ̃4 ∝ 1

r
b
−(1)
lmn −2Ylme

iωQNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c log r/c)

+
1

r
c
−(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−me

iωQNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c log r/c)

+
1

r
b
+(1)
lmn −2Ylme

−iω̄QNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c log r/c)

+
1

r
c
+(1)
lmn −2Yl ,−me

−iω̄QNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c log r/c) .

(109)

These direct (∝ e−iω
QNM
lmn v) and mirror (∝ eiω̄

QNM
lmn v) terms

correspond to outgoing modes at spatial infinity. Given
the relationship between the gravitational wave strain
and Ψ̃4, we find outgoing gravitational radiation at I +.

The same discussion goes through for Ψ̃0. Starting
from the radial Teukolsky equation (49a) we can again
use the coordinate x = r + c and perform the transfor-
mation

X
(0)
lm = eiωx(x−c)axby(x) , a = 0, 2+2iω , b = −2,−4

(110)
to rewrite Eq. (49a) in the form of Eq. (77). Recall
that the Teukolsky equation is a second-order differential
equation, so it only has two independent solutions. How
is then possible that we have these four transformations
that leave the differential equation in the form of a gen-
eralized wave equation? The transformation with a = 0
and b = −2 ,−4 selects the first independent solution of
the Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃0, while a = 2 + 2icω and
b = −2,−4 selects the second solution. The existence of
two transformations for a single solution of the Teukol-
sky equation shows a certain degeneracy of this method
that was already hinted at in the discussion for Ψ̃4: We
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can have generalized wave equations with different co-
efficients Bi, η that nonetheless are solved by the same
three-term recurrence relation. This is the case for the
transformations a = 0 and b = −2,−4. The series rep-
resentation for X(0,1)

lm that we obtain (using either value
of b) is unique. For the sake of brevity, we only discuss
the case a = 0, b = −4 for the first solution of Eq. (49a).
The above transformation yields Eq. (77) with

B′1 = c , B′2 = −2(1 + icω) , η′ = −2i− cω (111)

B′3 = 2− l − l2 + 5icω + 2c2ω2 (112)

Using Eqs.(39)-(42) of Ref. [65], we can write the expan-
sion of the first solution of X(0)

l,m as

X
(0,1)
lm = e2iωr

(
r + c

c

)−5+2icω ∞∑

k=0

a′k

(
r

r + c

)k
, (113)

where the coefficients a′k satisfy Eq. (80) and the coeffi-
cients α′k, β

′
k and γ′k are

α′k = (k + 1)(k − 1− 2icω) (114a)

β′k = 3− l − l2 − 2k2 + 4icω + 8c2ω2 − 2k + 8ickω
(114b)

γ′k = (k − 2icω)(k + 2− 2icω) . (114c)

The series
∑
k a
′
k is finite when the frequencies are the

QNM frequencies ω = ωn. We again obtain this set of
eigenfrequencies because the algebraic equation given by

the infinite fraction (83) is the same that we obtained for
the first solution of Ψ̃4. This occurs because the coeffi-
cients α′k, β

′
k and γ′k are related with αk, βk and γk as

follows

β′k = βk , α′kγ
′
k+1 = αkγk+1 . (115)

Notice that this discussion constitutes proof that both
Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 can be decomposed using the same set of
eigenfrequencies, namely the QNM frequencies. Further,
this is independent of the relationship between these two
quantities at the horizon and the Teukolsky-Starobinsky
identities.

The coefficient a′0 = 1 is chosen so that Eq. (113) co-
incides with the first term in the small r limit expansion
of Eq. (59) , i.e,

Ψ̃
(1)
0 = 1− 2 + l(l + 1) + 2icω

1 + 2icω
+O(r2) . (116)

Given that Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 are related through the
Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities and that k(2)lmn was set
to zero by requiring the stability of the solution, the sec-
ond independent radial solution X(0,2)

lm will also vanish.
Defining

a
−(1)
lmn = k

(1)
lmna

−
lm , a

+(1)
lmn = k̄

(1)
lmna

+
lm (117)

and taking into account that we have already set k(2)lmn =

0, Ψ̃0 has the series expansion

Ψ̃0 =
1

2π

∑

l ,m ,n

(
a
−(1)
lmn e

−iωQNM
lmn ve2iω

QNM
lmn r

(
r + c

c

)−5+2icωQNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

a′k

(
r

r + c

)k

+a
+(1)
lmn e

iω̄QNM
lmn ve−2iω̄

QNM
lmn r

(
r + c

c

)−5−2icω̄QNM
lmn

∞∑

k=0

ā′k

(
r

r + c

)k)
2Ylm.

(118)

From this expression, we can evaluate the asymptotic
behavior of Ψ̃0 at spatial infinity

lim
v ,r→∞

Ψ̃0 ∝ 1

r5
a
−(1)
lmn e

iωQNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c ln r/c)

+
1

r5
a
+(1)
lmn e

−iω̄QNM
lmn (−v+2r+2c ln r/c)

(119)

Notice that in Eq. (119) the modes decay in the future
v → ∞. Further, at i0 (r → ∞ and v → ∞) Ψ̃0 decays
much faster than Ψ̃4. The same holds for I +, where the
gravitational degrees of freedom are therefore specified
by Ψ̃4.

Summarizing, the above discussion shows that for an
asymptotically flat spacetime with ingoing radiation at
the horizon and outgoing radiation at infinity, we find

the following solution for Ψ̃0

Ψ̃0 =
1

2π

∑

l,m

∞∑

n=0

2Ylm

(
a
−(1)
lmn þ4[(r + c)4e−iω

QNM
lmn vHlmn]

c4iωlmn(κ2(l) + ω2
lmn)(2κ(l) − iωlmn)

− a+lmn þ4[(r + c)4eiω̄
QNM
lmn vH̄lmn]

c4iω̄lmn(κ2(l) + ω̄2
lmn)(2κ(l) + iω̄lmn)

)
.

(120)

where the index n denotes the overtone number, ωn =

ωQNM
lmn are the QNM frequencies for each l ,m, and Hlmn

is a shortcut for

Hlmn =Hc[(l − 2)(l + 3) + 10icωlmn,

10icωlmn, 3− 2icωlmn, 3, 2icωlmn,−
r

c
] .

(121)
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At the horizon, Ψ̃0 takes the values

Ψ̃0 ≜
1

2π

∑

l,m,n

2Ylm
(
a−lmne

−iωnv + a+lmne
iω̄nv

)
(122)

where the coefficients a±lmn are defined in Eq. (117) and
the inverse relation is given by

a±lm =
∑

n

a±lmnδ(ω − ωQNM
lmn ) . (123)

Similarly, the perturbation to Ψ̃4 is given by

Ψ̃4 =
1

2π

∑

l,m,n

(
[b
−(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

−(1)
lmn −2Yl−m]e−iωnvHlmn

+[b
+(1)
lmn −2Ylm + c

+(1)
lmn −2Yl−m]eiω̄nvH̄lmn

)
.

(124)

In this section we have shown that imposing separabil-
ity, analicity and stability of the radial solution describ-
ing a quasi-isolated horizon yields the late stages of the
ringdown, given that the solution has an expansion in
terms of QNM frequencies. In this construction, we did
not impose the standard outgoing radiation condition.
Nevertheless, as we discuss next, our solutions naturally
satisfy these.

B. Boundary conditions

As highlighted in Sec. II A, the QNM frequencies are
often obtained by mapping the gravitational wave equa-
tion (e.g., the Regge-Wheeler/Zerilli or Teukolsky equa-
tions) to an eigenvalue problem with the following bound-
ary conditions:

• No incoming radiation from I −;

• Only ingoing/outgoing modes at H /I +.

These boundary conditions discard the continuous spec-
trum of solutions to the wave-type equation, leaving only
the discrete spectrum of QNM frequencies as the solu-
tion to the eigenvalue problem the differential equation
is mapped to. Our solution also satisfies these boundary
conditions, although we have not imposed them explicitly
to arrive at the ringdown solution we presented. In fact,
selecting analytic and stable solutions in the limit v → ∞
already discards the unphysical outgoing/ingoing modes
at the horizon/future null infinity. In the following, we
show explicitly that this is indeed the case.

We start by discussing the absence of incoming radia-
tion from I −. Given that the perturbed tetrad vectors
are parallel propagated along n, we can use the perturbed
tetrad discussed in Sec. III to naturally define a Bondi
frame at I −, which has been attached to our spacetime
manifold (see Fig. 3). The Bondi frame, denoted by a

subindex B is related to the perturbed spacetime tetrad
through a conformal factor Ω (that vanishes on I −)

ℓµB = lµ , nµB = Ω2nµ , mµ
B = Ω2mµ . (125)

For the moment, we will not need the particular form of
the perturbed spacetime tetrad vectors, we have used the
fact that they are parallel propagated along n to establish
the connection between the tetrad at the horizon and
that at I −, as we represent in Fig. 3. In Ref. [66], it
was argued that the Weyl scalar Ψ0 in an asymptotically
flat spacetime in the past 8 should decay along a past-
directed null geodesics as

Ψ0 = Ψ
(◦)
0 Ω+Ψ

(1)
0 Ω2 +O(Ω3) , (126)

where Ψ
(◦)
0 is the value of Ψ0 at I − and subsequent

terms represent the coefficients of the Taylor expansion
along the vector n (away from I − and into the space-
time). Notice that the discussion in Ref. [66] was non-
perturbative, so the above argument is general (as long
as the structure of I − is available) and should also ap-
ply to our example of a radiative perturbation. However,
to be able to use the results in Ref. [66], we need to es-
tablish the connection between the conformal factor Ω
and our coordinate system. Taking into account that we
defined the coordinate r as the affine parameter along
the past directed null geodesic with tangent vector −n,
it follows that Ω = −1/r. This means, in particular, that
we can identify the coefficients in the Taylor expansion
away from I − in Eq. (126) by expanding our perturba-
tive solution for Ψ̃0 in Eq. (72) in powers of 1/r. Using
Eq. (113), it follows that our ringdown solution has

Ψ
(◦)
0 = 0 , Ψ

(I)
0 = 0 , I = 1, ..., 4 , (127)

with Ψ
(5)
0 the first coefficient in the expansion that is

nonvanishing.
In Ref. [66], it was argued that the sufficient conditions

for the absence of incoming radiation through I − are
that i) Ψ0 decays at least as fast as Ψ0 ∼ 1/r3 in the r →
∞ limit, i.e., that Ψ

(◦)
0 = Ψ

(1)
0 = 0, and ii) Ψ1 satisfies

the peeling condition at I −, i.e., it has the asymptotic
behavior Ψ1 = Ψ

(◦)
1 Ω2. No conditions on the fall-off of

the Weyl scalars ΨI I = 2, 3, 4 were imposed to guarantee
the absence of incoming radiation from I −.

From Eq. (127), we see that in our particular ring-
down solution Ψ̃0 satisfies an even sharper decay, since
Ψ̃J0 , J = 2, 3, 4 also vanish. Hence, the first condition
is trivially satisfied for our ringdown solution. The sec-
ond condition requires more work to assess: It can be
explicitly checked by integrating the radial field equa-
tions, radial Bianchi identities and radial frame differen-
tial equations (Eqs. (A16), (A18) and (A22)). This can

8 The only assumption in Ref. [66] is the existence and regularity
of the hypersurface I −, which our solution satisfies.
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H

I−
N

v0

v1

ℓµ
mµ

−nµ

ℓµB

mµ
B

nµ
B

FIG. 3. Ilustration of a portion of the horizon and I − be-
tween v0 and v1. The null surface N generated by past-
directed null geodesics emanating from a particular cross-
section of the horizon is also depicted. This representation
illustrates how the tetrad basis defined at the horizon is par-
allel propagated along −nµ to I −.

be done methodologically by rewriting the radial part of
Ψ̃4, X

(4)
lmn, as the fourth radial derivative of another func-

tion proportional to X(0)
lmn (see Sec. VII). This allows us

to obtain analytic, explicit expressions for all the spin
coefficients, Weyl scalars and frame functions in terms
of X(0)

lmn and its derivatives. This procedure, although
straightforward, is quite lengthy, so it will be presented
explicitly elsewhere. However, by following this proce-
dure, we have indeed checked that the second condition
is also satisfied. Therefore, there is no incoming radiation
from I −.

Next, we discuss whether the two remaining bound-
ary conditions, the absence of outgoing radiation at the
horizon and incoming radiation from I +, are satisfied.
Hence, we wish to identify the ingoing and outgoing
modes of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 at the horizon and infinity. The
ingoing and outgoing modes can be easily identified in
Schwarzschild coordinates {t, r}, which are related to our
coordinates through the transformation

t = v − r− c log |r− c| , r = r + c . (128)

Applying this transformation to Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 in their series
expansion form Eqs. (82) and (113) and evaluating them
at the horizon yields

lim
r→c

Ψ̃4 ,0 ∝ e−iωlmn(t+r)|r− c|−iωlmnc ,

eiω̄lmn(t+r)|r− c|iω̄lmnc
(129)

which shows that only ingoing modes are present. Simi-
larly, when evaluating these expression in the limit r →

∞, we see that the dominant modes are

lim
r→∞

Ψ̃I ∝ e−iωlmn(t−r)
( r
c

)−5+I+icωlmn

,

eiω̄lmn(t−r)
( r
c

)−5+I−icω̄lmn
I = 0, 4 ,

(130)

which are outgoing. Therefore, by selecting an analytic
solution that is stable for growing values in v, the QNM
boundary conditions are automatically satisfied.

VI. PERTURBATIVE BLACK HOLE
TOMOGRAPHY

The notion of “gravitational wave tomography” has
been introduced in [33], that is, the horizon dynamics
in the strong field region can be determined from gravi-
tational waves in the weak field region. This is not sur-
prising as there is growing evidence that there is a close
interplay between properties of horizons and those of null
infinity. Even in the equilibrium case, isolated horizons
and null infinity share several mathematical structures
[67–69]. More generally, the notion of inferring horizon
dynamics from properties of the gravitational waveform
has been put forward in [34–36, 38, 70]. In the ringdown
regime specifically, several numerical studies have found
empirically that the infalling fluxes at the horizon can be
well modeled by a QNM expansion [21, 22, 71, 72]. These
previous efforts have been all heuristic in nature or have
been based on numerical observations. Our formalism
provides support for gravitational wave tomography, for
the first time, from analytical considerations in the per-
turbative regime.

Through Sec. II-V, we have stressed the relationship
between Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 and made this explicit. However, we
have not discussed black hole tomography in detail, i.e.,
how to reconstruct the geometry of the horizon from the
observed gravitational wave. To make this relationship
explicit, we first need to connect the asymptotic values
of Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 with their respective behavior at the hori-
zon. We sliced our spacetime using past-directed null
geodesics, so to take the limit to I + we would need
to vary simultaneously the coordinates v , r at the ap-
propriate rate. Instead, the analysis can be made more
transparent by expressing Ψ̃0 and Ψ̃4 in a more conve-
nient coordinate system. In particular, we will use hyper-
boloidal coordinates, which directly connect the horizon
with future null infinity [44, 73, 74]. Given that in the
gauge in which we expressed our solution, the coordi-
nates v , r maintain their original meaning as the affine
parameter along the generators of the horizon and the
past-directed null geodesics, we can use the background
coordinate transformation given in [74]

v = 2c (τ + h(σ)) , r =
c

σ
− c (131)



24

where h(σ) = 1
σ − log σ is the height function, and σ ∈

[0, 1] with σ = 1 being the horizon and σ = 0 future null
infinity I +.

From the expression we gave for Ψ̃4 and Ψ̃0 in series

form (see Eqs. (88) and (113)), it is straightforward to
express them in terms of these hyperboloidal coordinates.
We find

Ψ̃0 =σ5
∑

l,m,n

{
a−lmne

−2ciωlmn(τ+1)
∞∑

k=0

a′k(1− σ)k + a+lmne
2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)

∞∑

k=0

ā′k(1− σ)k

}
2Ylm , (132a)

Ψ̃4 =σ
∑

l,m,n

{
(b−lmn−2Ylm + c−lmn−2Yl ,−m)e−2ciωlmn(τ+1)

∞∑

k=0

ak(1− σ)k

+(b+lmn−2Ylm + c+lmn−2Yl ,−m)e2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)
∞∑

k=0

āk(1− σ)k

} (132b)

where the coefficients ak, a′k in the series expansions are
defined in Eq. (80), together with Eqs. (81a) and (114a) 9.
At the horizon, σ = 1 and the only non-vanishing coef-

ficient in the series are a0 = ā0 = a′0 = ā′0 = 1, so we
recover the boundary conditions at the horizon, which we
rewrite as

Ψ̃0 ≜
∑

l ,m ,n

{
ΨH ,−

0 ,lmne
−2ciωlmn(τ+1) +ΨH ,+

0 ,lmne
2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)

}
2Ylm , (133a)

Ψ̃4 ≜
∑

l ,m=0 ,n

{
ΨH ,−

4 ,l0ne
−2ciωl0n(τ+1) +ΨH ,+

4 ,l0ne
2ciω̄l0n(τ+1)

}
−2Yl0

+
∑

l ,m̸=0 ,n

{
ΨH ,−

4 ,lmne
−2ciωlmn(τ+1) +ΨH ,+

4 ,lmne
2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)

}
−2Ylm ,

(133b)

where we have just renamed the coefficients in the Ψ̃0 expansion as ΨH ,∓
0 ,lmn = a∓lmn, and we have defined

ΨH ,∓
4 ,l0n = b∓l0n + c∓l0n , (134a)

ΨH ,∓
4 ,lmn = b∓lmn + c±l−mn , m ̸= 0 . (134b)

The expressions in Eq. (132) make evident that Ψ̃0

decays much faster than Ψ̃4 in the limit σ → 0, i.e.,
while approaching I +. As a consequence, Ψ̃4 will be
dominant in the radiation zone, and we shall focus only
on this quantity. To leading order in σ, Ψ̃4 at I + reads

9 Notice that we have dropped the super-index (1) from Eq. (132a). It should be understood that we have set k2 = 0.
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lim
σ→0

σ−1Ψ̃4 =
∑

l ,m=0 ,n

{
ΨH ,−

4 ,l0ne
−2ciωl0n(τ+1)

∑

k

ak +ΨH ,+
4 ,l0ne

2ciω̄l0n(τ+1)
∑

k

āk

}
−2Yl0

+
∑

l ,m ̸=0 ,n

{
ΨH ,−

4 ,lmne
−2ciωlmn(τ+1)

∑

k

ak +ΨH ,+
4 ,lmne

2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)
∑

k

āk

}
−2Ylm

:=
∑

l ,m=0 ,n

{
ΨI + ,−

4 ,l0n e−2ciωl0n(τ+1) +ΨI + ,+
4 ,l0n e

2ciω̄l0n(τ+1)
}
−2Yl0

+
∑

l ,m̸=0 ,n

{
ΨI + ,−

4 ,lmn e
−2ciωlmn(τ+1) +ΨI + ,+

4 ,lmne
2ciω̄lmn(τ+1)

}
−2Ylm ,

(135)

where we have defined the asymptotic angular modes
ΨI + ,±

4 ,lmn in relation with the horizon angular modes
ΨH ,±

4 ,lmn. The sums
∑∞
k=0 ak, and its complex conju-

gate, are convergent by construction and depend only on
the QNM frequencies and the details of the background.
Hence, these sums can be expressed as

∞∑

k=0

ak = Flmn(ωlmn , c) (136)

and similarly for its complex conjugate. Notice that to
rewrite Eq. (132) in the form of Eq. (135), we have used
that Fl−mn = F̄lmn for m ̸= 0 and the relationship
between direct and mirror modes. From this discussion,
it follows that the direct and mirror modes of Ψ̃4 at the
horizon and future null infinity are related by a constant.
Namely,

ΨI + ,−
4 ,lmn = ΨH ,−

4 ,lmnFlmn(ωlmn , c) , (137a)

ΨI + ,+
4 ,lmn = ΨH ,+

4 ,lmnF̄lmn(ω̄lmn , c) . (137b)

This means, in particular, that if we can identify the pres-
ence of a given mode in the late stages of the ringdown
of the detected gravitational wave, say the fundamental
mode n = 0 in the l = 2, m = 0 gravitational wave strain
(accounting for the relationship between the strain and
Ψ̃4), we can calculate the value of the amplitude ΨI + ,±

4 ,200

and through Eq. (137), that of ΨH ,±
4 ,200, once the coeffi-

cient F200 has been computed. An analogous discussion
follows for any detected mode l,m, n. Further, notice
that through Eq. (54), we can obtain ΨH ,±

0 ,lmn, which will
allow us to reconstruct the geometry of the horizon us-
ing Eq. (53). In particular, we can explicitly relate the
modes of Ψ̃4 at infinity with those of Ψ̃0 at the horizon.
For m = 0, we find

ΨI + ,−
4 ,l0n =

K2
l Ψ

H ,−
0 ,l0n + 6icωl0nΨ̄

H ,+
0 ,l0n

4c4iωl0n(κ2(ℓ) + ω2
l0n)(2κ(ℓ) − iωl0n)

Fl0n

(138a)

ΨI + ,+
4 ,l0n =−

K2
l Ψ

H ,+
0 ,l0n − 6icω̄l0nΨ̄

H ,−
0 ,l0n

4c4iω̄l0n(κ2(ℓ) + ω̄2
l0n)(2κ(ℓ) + iω̄l0n)

F̄l0n

(138b)

and for m ̸= 0

ΨI + ,−
4 ,lmn =

K2
l Ψ

H ,−
0 ,lmn + (−1)m6icωlmnΨ̄

H ,−
0 ,lmn

4c4iωl0n(κ2(ℓ) + ω2
l0n)(2κ(ℓ) − iωl0n)

Flmn

(139a)

ΨI + ,+
4 ,lmn =−

K2
l Ψ

H ,+
0 ,lmn − (−1)m6icω̄lmnΨ̄

H ,+
0 ,lmn

4c4iω̄lmn(κ2(ℓ) + ω̄2
lmn)(2κ(ℓ) + iω̄lmn)

F̄lmn ,

(139b)

where we have introduced the shorthand notation Kl =√
(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1). These expressions can be in-

verted, and yield the modes of radiation at the horizon
ΨH ,∓

0 ,lmn as a function of the modes of the gravitational

wave strain observed far away ΨI + ,∓
4 ,lmn (for the explicit

expressions, see App. C).
The only thing left to complete this perturbative con-

struction of black hole tomography is to estimate the val-
ues of the constants Flmn. Given that the sum Flmn

is convergent when the coefficients ak are computed us-
ing the eigenfrequencies, we can approximate it by a fi-
nite number of terms, i.e., we can approximate Flmn by
F app
lmn, that we define as

F app
lmn(N) =

N∑

k=0

ak , (140)

where N will be chosen such that the sum has already
converged. In Fig. 4, we show F app

lmn as a function of N
for the fundamental mode of l = 2, 3, 4 (for non-rotating
black holes like the ones considered here, Fl−mn = F̄lmn

for m ̸= 0, and Fl0n = Fl1n = ... = Flln). The ap-
proximate value F app

lmn converges quickly in all cases (for
N ≳ 30 deviation of individual points with respect to the
average value is at maximum of the order 10−7). The
value of F app

lmn also converges quickly when we evaluate
the coefficients ak using higher overtones. In table I, we
present approximate values of F app

lmn for l = 2, 3, 4 and
n = 0, 1, 2. Its real and imaginary parts are obtained
as the averaged value of Eq. (140) for N ∈ [30, 200].
However, a word of caution is in order: the numerical
techniques we use to evaluate the value of the QNM fre-
quencies do not solve the infinite fraction (83) exactly. In
practice, the QNM frequencies are obtained using some
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FIG. 4. Convergence of F app
l00 for l = 2, 3, 4 as a function of

the number of elements in the sum N . Convergence is reached
after N > 10 and around N ≳ 30 the deviation with respect
to the mean is around 10−7.

n = 0 n = 1 n = 2

l = 2 0.398− 0.361i 0.823 + 0.753i −1.695 + 3.470i

l = 3 0.241− 0.502i 0.867 + 0.966i −3.602 + 1.584i

l = 4 0.049− 0.561i 1.016 + 0.936i −3.885 + 0.838i

TABLE I. Average values of F app
l0n for l = 2, 3, 4 and n = 0, 1, 2

and N ∈ [30, 200].

approximation techniques, for instance, by truncating
Eq. (83) by a large, but finite number of nested fractions.
As a consequence, the QNM frequencies we use are also
approximate. Given that Eq. (136) is only guaranteed to
converge for the eigenfrequencies of Eq. (83), if we choose
a sufficiently large N ≫ 100, we would obtain numerical
instabilities in Fig. 4 10. Hence, the values presented in
Tab. I are only meant to give an estimate of the order of
magnitude of the constants Flmn, a more careful analysis
would be needed to accurately evaluate them and assess
their error. However, we can already see from Eq. (137)
that if we were to detect the fundamental modes of the
l = 2, 3, 4 mode in the gravitational strain, the magni-
tude of the amplitude of that mode at the horizon would
be larger than observed at I + given that |Fl00| < 1.

A. Dependence on the slicing

Finally, notice that the values reported in Tab. I are
slicing dependent. In the following, we show this explic-
itly.

10 Heuristically, higher l narrows the stability region, i.e., for higher
l, Fapp

lmn destabilizes for smaller N .

The idea behind using an hyperboloidal slicing is to
create a coordinate system that is regular both at the
horizon and at I +. To accomplish this, we introduced
the height function h(σ) = −2c(1/σ− log σ) in Eq. (131)
that removes the singularities of the coordinate system
both at the horizon and infinity. The transformation in
Eq. (131) expresses the Weyl scalar Ψ̃4 in the so-called
minimal gauge [47]. However, other gauge transforma-
tions that are regular for σ ∈ [0, 1] are also possible and
would give rise to a different slicing of the spacetime. As
an example, we could consider the family of transforma-
tions

v = 2c

(
τ̂ +

1

σ
− log σ + f(σ)

)
, r =

c

σ
− c (141)

where we are using the height function ĥ(σ) = −2c(1/σ−
log(σ) + f(σ)), with f(σ) a real, regular function, and
f(0) and f(1) finite. Applying this coordinate transfor-
mation to the Weyl scalar Ψ̃4 and evaluating it at the
horizon yields Eq. (133a) with τ → τ̃ and the functions

Ψ̂H,−4,lmn =(b−lmn−2Ylm + c−lmn−2Yl−m)e−2icωlmnf(1)

(142a)

Ψ̂H,+4,lmn =(b+lmn−2Ylm + c+lmn−2Yl−m)e2icω̄lmnf(1) .

(142b)

Evaluating Ψ̃4 at I + (around σ = 0) in the coordinate
system (141) yields the second expression in Eq. (135)
with the functions

Ψ̂∞,−4 =e2icωlmn(f(1)−f(0))
∑

k

akΨ̂
H,−
4,lmn (143a)

Ψ̂∞,+4 =e−2icω̄lmn(f(1)−f(0))
∑

k

ākΨ̂
H,+
4,lmn (143b)

to first order in σ. This expression explicitly evidences
that changing the slicing by a function f(σ) changes also
the relationship between the value of Ψ̃4 at the horizon
and I +, given that

F̂lmn = e2icωlmn(f(1)−f(0))Flmn (144)

with Flmn defined in Eq. (136). This highlights the fact
that the mapping between the horizon and I + is slic-
ing dependent. The physical meaning of this dependence
is that by choosing different slicing we connect different
cross-sections of the horizon with different points of I +.
To see this, consider a function f(σ = 1) = 0. Then,
the minimal gauge in Eq. (131) and the transformation
in Eq. (141) map the cross-section of the horizon Sv to
two distinct points in I + as we show in Fig. 5.

As long as we use a “time coordinate” that is linearly re-
lated to a “well-defined” notion of time of the background,
changing the slicing will yield the same QNM frequencies,
although the relationship between the modes at the hori-
zon and far away will be different, as shown by Eq. (144).
Still, notice that the discussion above relating the modes
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τ = cnt , h(σ)

τ̂ = cnt , ĥ(σ)

I +

I −

H +

H −

FIG. 5. Illustration of a single τ = cnt and τ̂ = cnt slice with
f(1) = 0. These two slices connect the same cross-section of
the horizon Sv with two different points at I +.

of Ψ̃0 at the horizon, and those of Ψ̃4 at I + goes trough
by replacing F → F̂ using Eq. (144). Hence, the above
discussion about black hole tomography still applies once
we fix the gauge.

VII. Ψ̃2 AT THE HORIZON AND NULL
INFINITY

In this section, we also provide the explicit expressions
for the scalar component of the Weyl tensor Ψ̃2. In pa-
per I, we found that the geometric information about the
deformation of the horizon geometry was encoded in Ψ̃2.
In this dynamic setting, unfortunately, an interpretation
in terms of horizon and field multipole moments, and
related surficial and field Love numbers, is not straight-
forward. We will defer such an interpretation to later
work.

To obtain an expression for Ψ̃2 everywhere, we need to
integrate its radial equation. For this, it comes in handy
to derive a differential equation for the radial part of Ψ̃2

as a function of Ψ̃4. We start by taking the ∆ derivative
of Eq. (A18c)

∆2Ψ2−∆ðΨ3 = −3(∆µΨ2+µ∆Ψ2)+∆(π̄Ψ3)+∆(σΨ4)
(145)

where we have not yet expanded this equation to first
order in the radiative perturbation. The second term on
the left-hand-side can be rewritten as

∆ðΨ3 = ð2Ψ4 − 4ðµΨ3 − 4µðΨ3 + 2ðπ̄Ψ4 + 2π̄ðΨ4

+ π̄∆Ψ3 − µðΨ3 − āµΨ3 − λ̄ð̄Ψ3 + λ̄aΨ3−∆āΨ3 ,

(146)

where we used the commutation relation between δ
and ∆ in Eq. (A7) and Eq. (A18d). Plugging
Eq. (146) in Eq. (145), expanding the ð, ð̄ operators in
terms of the angular directional derivatives δ , δ̄, using
Eqs. (A18d), (A16b), (A16h), and π = α+ β̄ we obtain

∆2Ψ2 =δ2Ψ4 − 4δµΨ3 − 5µδΨ3 + 4δ(βΨ4) + π̄∆Ψ3

− λ̄δ̄Ψ3 − 3µ∆Ψ2 + 3(µ2 + |λ|2)Ψ2

+ 2β∆Ψ3 − 2(µβ + αλ̄)Ψ3 +∆(σΨ4) .

(147)

Collecting the terms with Ψ3 and using Eq. (A18c) to
eliminate the terms δΨ3, we obtain

∆2Ψ2 =δ2Ψ4 + 4δ(βΨ4) + (ᾱ+ 3β)δΨ4 − 8µ∆Ψ2

+ 4β(ᾱ+ 3β)Ψ4 + (3|λ|2 − 12µ2)Ψ2

+ [∆(σΨ4)− 4δµΨ3 − λ̄δ̄Ψ3 − 2αλ̄Ψ3

+ 5µσΨ4 − 4µπ̄Ψ3] .

(148)

Now expanding to first order in the radiative perturba-
tion around the Schwarzschild background, we see that
the expression between squared parenthesis vanishes to
first order in the perturbation. Rearranging the terms,
we obtain that at first order

∆2Ψ̃2+8µ∆Ψ̃2 + 12µ2Ψ̃2 = δ2Ψ̃4 + 4δ(βΨ̃4)

+ (ᾱ+ 3β)δΨ̃4 + 4β(ᾱ+ 3β)Ψ̃4

(149)

Finally, rewriting this expression in terms of the ð op-
erator and taking into account that π = 0 for the back-
ground spacetime, we obtain the concise expression

∆2Ψ̃2 + 8µ∆Ψ̃2 + 12µ2Ψ̃2 = ð2Ψ̃4 , (150)

relating the perturbation of Ψ2 with the gravitational
wave. Notice that this is a second-order differential equa-
tion, and as such, we must check that its solution is a
solution of the radial first-order differential equation for
Ψ2 (see Eq. (A18c) in App. A). The general solution of
this differential equation is of the form

Ψ̃2 =
q1

(r + c)4
+

q2
(r + c)3

− 1

(r + c)4

∫ r

0

(r′ + c)5ð2Ψ̃4dr
′

+
1

(r′ + c)3

∫ r

0

(r′ + c)4ð2Ψ̃4dr
′

(151)

where the integration constants qi = qi(v , z , z̄) are func-
tions on the horizon hyperfurface. For the ringdown solu-
tion we discussed above, we can find an explicit solution
in terms of a function g (and its complex conjugate ḡ),
which we define as being proportional to the radial part
of Ψ̃0, X

(0)
lmn, i.e.,

glmn(r) =
16(r + c)4c4iωlmn(κ

2
(l) + ω2

lmn)(2κ(l) − iωlmn)

l2(l − 1)2(l + 1)2(l + 2)2 + 62c2ω2
lmn

X
(0)
lmn .

(152)
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Defining this function is useful because through the
Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities, the radial part of Ψ̃4

can be written as the fourth radial derivative of the func-
tion g

X
(4)
lmn = ∆4[glmn(r)] . (153)

This allows to integrate Eq. (151) explicitly, yielding

Ψ̃2 =
q1

(r + c)4
+

q2
(r + c)3

+
1

2π

∑

l ,m ,n

√
l(l + 1)(l − 1)(l + 2)

2

{
e−iωlmnv(b−lmnYlm + c−lmnYl−m)∆2

[
g

(r + c)2

]

+eiω̄lmnv(b+lmnYlm + c+lmnYl−m)∆2

[
ḡ

(r + c)2

]}
.

(154)

The functions q1 and q2 are fixed by the boundary condition at the horizon in Eq. (53), and the condition that it
satisfies the first-order radial differential equation for Ψ̃2. Explicitly, we find

q1 =
1

2π

∑

lmn

3c2

2
Kl(l

2 + l − 3)

{
(a−lmnYlm + (−1)mā+lmnYl ,−m)e−iωlmnv

(K2
l − 6icωlmn)(κ2(ℓ) + ω2

lmn)
+

(a+lmnYlm + (−1)mā−lmnYl ,−m)eiω̄lmnv

(K2
l + 6icω̄lmn)(κ2(ℓ) + ω̄2

lmn)

}

(155a)

q2 =− 1

2π

∑

lmn

3c

2
Kl

{
(l2 + l − 2− 2icωlmn)

(a−lmnYlm + (−1)mā+lmnYl ,−m)e−iωlmnv

(K2
l − 6icωlmn)(κ2(ℓ) + ω2

lmn)

+(l2 + l − 2 + 2icω̄lmn)
(a+lmnYlm + (−1)mā−lmnYl ,−m)eiω̄lmnv

(K2
l + 6icω̄lmn)(κ2(ℓ) + ω̄2

lmn)

} (155b)

where we have defined Kl =
√

(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1).

This explicit expression shows that the perturbation of
Ψ2 at the horizon does not vanish when Ψ̃4 (or alterna-
tively Ψ̃0) is nonvanishing at the horizon. Additionally,
Eq. (155) shows that the functions q1 and q2 do not van-
ish in general. However, if the constants a±lmn satisfy
some relationship such that, e.g., q1 = 0, then q2 = 0.
The converse is also true.

In paper I, we identified the term r−3 in Ψ̃2 with the
field mass monopole and the term r−4 with its field spin
dipole. Furthermore, the Weyl scalar Ψ2 at the hori-
zon was related to the horizon multipole moments. Such
an identification in the dynamic case is not obvious, as
the scaling of the different l modes of the spherical har-
monic decomposition is no longer directly associated with
a given power of r. This is reminiscent of the structure of
the field multipole moments in the post-Newtonian set-
ting [75].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have applied the characteristic initial
value formulation to study the near horizon geometry of
perturbed horizon including the effects of small amounts
of infalling radiation. In the context of a binary system,

this effect of infalling radiation in the horizon geometry
is called tidal heating. We have focused our attention
on the ringdown phase, and we have reformulated the
black hole QNM problem in a fully 4-dimensional set-
ting. We recover the usual Schwarzschild QNM frequen-
cies. The reformulation also sheds light on the minimal
conditions required for QNM solutions to appear. Specif-
ically, we did not need to impose the absence of incoming
modes, but found that demanding analyticity and stable
solutions towards the future naturally selected the QNM
frequencies. Furthermore, we showed that, in the pres-
ence of a small flux of infalling gravitational radiation,
the unique solution of the perturbative equations when
we demand a mode decomposition, separability of the
horizon equations, analyticity and stability towards the
future is this QNM solution. This may have ramifica-
tions for data analysis, as it makes transparent when the
QNM description is valid.

Our analysis also addresses the “mystery” of why the
infalling radiation has the same features as the ringdown
waveform which is a superposition of damped sinusoidal
signals. This is an example of black hole “tomography” in
a perturbative setting: The present work can be seen as
providing analytical support for the existence of correla-
tions between gravitational wave observations and hori-
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zon dynamics.
In forthcoming work, we will complete the final remain-

ing step, i.e., reconstruct the near horizon metric. For
the QNM case, this will yield an explicit spacetime met-
ric near the remnant black hole resulting from a binary
black hole merger when the final black hole is slowly spin-
ning. We will also study physical aspects of this space-
time, such as properties of the light-ring and the effective
potential near the black hole. The dynamical multipole
moments of the horizon and asymptotic field, as well as
the Love numbers will be further investigated along with
implications for gravitational wave astronomy.

This analysis will also be particularly suited to the case
of extreme-mass-ratio systems wherein linear perturba-
tion theory provides an excellent approximation. This
would eventually provide a different route to the space-
time mapping problem where one used the motion of a
small object around a supermassive black hole to map
the spacetime around it with great precision [5]. Here,
one would be using the EMRI to measure the source mul-
tipole moments of the large black hole.

Our work highlights several open issues. There is
the natural question of extending this work to arbitrary
spins, i.e. for a general Kerr black hole. While technically
challenging, there are no questions of principle in that
direction. Furthermore, several works have found insta-
bilities in the QNM frequencies as the effective potential
is varied [76–80]. It would be interesting to investigate
whether such instabilities occur also in our formulation
of the QNM problem.

We have been working in the setting for which the

lowest multipole moments, namely the mass and angu-
lar momentum, do not change at linear order. This is
a consequence of the assumption that the flux at the
horizon is small. This approximation ensures that the
horizon inherits many structures from the isolated hori-
zon framework, simplifying its treatment. However, this
assumption can, and will be, relaxed. This requires the
horizon to be modeled as a dynamical horizon transition-
ing to the perturbed isolated horizon regime described in
this study [81, 82]. Such a transition could be captured
using second-order perturbation theory to account for the
infalling flux, as this suffices to describe the spacelike na-
ture of the dynamical horizon. A particularly exciting
direction is to develop a second-order black hole tomog-
raphy for the ringdown. This would enable us to in-
vestigate whether the nonlinearities observed at infinity
correspond directly to those experienced by the horizon.

However, already at linear order we gained invaluable
insight.

While we have not analyzed the multipole moments
explicitly, it is clear that the higher multipole moments
depend on the infalling radiation already at linear or-
der. This is generically not accounted for in the self-force
program, but might have potentially observable conse-
quences for EMRI observations and the spacetime map-
ping problem.
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Appendix A: The Newman-Penrose formalism and
our coordinate system

1. The Newman-Penrose formalism in a nutshell

The results discussed in the main text are expressed in
the language of the Newman-Penrose formalism, which
we summarize in the following. Given that we want to
exhaust the null structures of our spacetime (given by
the quasi-isolated horizon and null infinity), it is nat-
ural to introduce a tetrad basis of four null vectors
(ℓa , na ,ma , m̄a) at each point of spacetime. These vec-
tors satisfy the following inner-product relations

ℓ · n = −1 , m · m̄ = 1 , (A1)

with all other inner-products vanishing. The vector n
is chosen to be a past-directed, null geodesic, affinely
parametrized by the coordinate r, and emanating from a
cross-section of the horizon at r = 0. Hence, n takes the
form

na∇a := − ∂

∂r
. (A2)

The motivation to use this coordinate system and tetrad
was explained in great detail in Paper I, here we shall
assume this form for the tetrad component n without
proof. To satisfy the inner product relations in Eq. (A1),

the other basis vectors must be of the form:

ℓa∇a := D =
∂

∂v
+ U

∂

∂r
+X

∂

∂z
+ X̄

∂

∂z̄
, (A3a)

ma∇a := δ = Ω
∂

∂r
+ ξ1

∂

∂z
+ ξ2

∂

∂z̄
. (A3b)

The frame function U is real while X,Ω, ξi are complex.
Furthermore, as explained in Paper I, the frame func-
tions can be chosen such that at the horizon the frame
functions

U ≜ Ω ≜ X ≜ 0 , (A4)

vanish. The symbol ≜ denotes equality only at the hori-
zon.

Associated with this vector basis at each point of space-
time we can also define directional covariant derivatives,
which we denote

D := ℓa∇a , ∆ := na∇a , δ := ma∇a , δ̄ := m̄a∇a .
(A5)

The connection is represented as a set of 12 complex
scalars, the spin coefficients, which are defined using the
directional derivatives of the basis vectors:

Dℓ = (ϵ+ ϵ̄)ℓ− κ̄m− κm̄ , (A6a)
Dn = −(ϵ+ ϵ̄)n+ πm+ π̄m , (A6b)
Dm = π̄ℓ− κn+ (ϵ− ϵ̄)m, (A6c)
∆ℓ = (γ + γ̄)ℓ− τ̄m− τm̄ , (A6d)
∆n = −(γ + γ̄)n+ νm+ ν̄m̄ , (A6e)
∆m = ν̄ℓ− τn+ (γ − γ̄)m, (A6f)
δℓ = (ᾱ+ β)ℓ− ρ̄m− σm̄ , (A6g)

δn = −(ᾱ+ β)n+ µm+ λ̄m̄ , (A6h)

δm = λ̄ℓ− σn+ (β − ᾱ)m, (A6i)

δ̄m = µ̄ℓ− ρn+ (α− β̄)m. (A6j)

Eq. (A6) is useful to understand the geometric meaning
of the spin coefficients. Some important quantities for us
are the optical scalars of ℓ and n: the expansion of ℓ and
n are given by the real parts of ρ and µ respectively, while
their twist is encoded in the imaginary part of these spin
coefficients. The shears of ℓ and n are σ and λ. Apart
from the optical scalars, the spin coefficients character-
izing the tetrad basis are: κ and ν indicate that ℓ and n
are geodetic, while the ϵ + ϵ̄ and γ + γ̄ are their respec-
tive accelerations. The quantity a = α − β̄ codifies the
connection in the m − m̄ plane, and is therefore related
to the curvature of the 2-manifold spanned by m, m̄.

Since the null tetrad is typically not a coordinate basis,
the above definitions of the spin coefficients lead to non-
trivial commutation relations:

∆D −D∆ = (ϵ+ ϵ̄)∆− πδ − π̄δ̄ (A7a)

δD −Dδ = κ∆− (ρ̄+ ϵ− ϵ̄)δ − σδ̄ (A7b)

δ∆−∆δ = −π̄∆+ µδ + λ̄δ̄ (A7c)

δ̄δ − δδ̄ = (ρ̄− ρ)∆ + aδ − āδ̄ . (A7d)
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The Weyl tensor Cabcd breaks down into five complex
scalars

Ψ0 = Cabcdℓ
ambℓcmd , Ψ1 = Cabcdℓ

ambℓcnd , (A8a)

Ψ2 = Cabcdℓ
ambm̄cnd , Ψ3 = Cabcdℓ

anbm̄cnd , (A8b)

Ψ4 = Cabcdm̄
anbm̄cnd . (A8c)

Projecting the Einstein field equations in the tetrad ba-
sis yields a system of 16 complex first-order differential
equations relating the spin coefficients with the curvature
scalars. These are the so-called Newman-Penrose field
equations. The Bianchi identities, ∇[aRbc]de = 0, are
written explicitly as eight complex equations involving
both the Weyl and Ricci tensor components, and three
real equations involving only Ricci tensor components.
See [41, 83, 84] for the full set of field equations and
Bianchi identities (but beware that they use slightly dif-
ferent conventions such as the sign for the metric signa-
ture and normalization of the null tetrad, leading to some
minus sign changes).

Contrary to the usual formulation of the Newman-
Penrose field equations, it will be useful to introduce the
notion of spin-weights and to work with the ð operator for
derivatives in the m− m̄ plane. A tensor X projected on
them-m̄ plane is said to have spin weight s if under a spin
rotation m→ eiψm, it transforms as X → eisψX. Thus,
ma itself has spin weight +1 while m̄a has weight −1. For
instance, the scalar X = ma1 · · ·mapm̄b1 · · · m̄bqXa1···bq
has spin weight s = p − q and the Weyl tensor compo-
nent Ψk has spin weight 2− k.

The ð and ð̄ operators are defined as

ðX = ma1 · · ·mapm̄b1 · · · m̄bqδXa1···bq , (A9)

ð̄X = ma1 · · ·mapm̄b1 · · · m̄bq δ̄Xa1···bq . (A10)

From Eqs. (A6i) and (A6j), after projecting onto the m-
m̄ plane, we get

δma = (β − ᾱ)ma , δ̄ma = (α− β̄)ma . (A11)

A short calculation shows that

ðX = δX + s(ᾱ− β)X , ð̄X = δ̄X − s(α− β̄)X .
(A12)

The ð and ð̄ act as spin raising and lowering opera-
tors. This means in particular, that when acting over
the spin-weighted spherical harmonic basis defined in the
2-manifold spanned by m, m̄, they satisfy the following
useful relationships

ð sYlm =
1√

2(r + c)

√
(l − s)(l + s+ 1)s+1Ylm ,

(A13a)

ð̄ sYlm = − 1√
2(r + c)

√
(l + s)(l − s+ 1)s−1Ylm ,

(A13b)

ð̄ð sYlm = − (l − s)(l + s+ 1)

2(r + c)2
sYlm . (A13c)

See [85] for further properties of the ð operator and its
connection to representations of the rotation group.

Rewriting the field equations and Bianchi identities us-
ing the ð and ð̄ operators (for those spin coefficients with
a well-defined spin-weight) and splitting them into angu-
lar, evolution, and radial equations, we obtain the follow-
ing five sets of differential equations, encompassing the
system of angular equations for the spin coefficients

ðρ− ð̄σ = π̄ρ− πσ −Ψ1 , (A14a)

δα− δ̄β = µρ− λσ + |α|2 + |β|2 − 2αβ −Ψ2 , (A14b)
ðλ− ð̄µ = πµ− π̄λ−Ψ3 , (A14c)

their evolution equations

Dρ− ð̄κ = ρ2 + |σ|2 + (ϵ+ ϵ̄)ρ− πκ , (A15a)
Dσ − ðκ = (ρ+ ρ̄+ 3ϵ− ϵ̄)σ − π̄κ+Ψ0 , (A15b)

Dα− δ̄ϵ = (ρ+ ϵ̄− 2ϵ)α+ βσ̄ − β̄ϵ− κλ+ (ϵ+ ρ)π ,
(A15c)

Dβ − δϵ = (α+ π)σ + (ρ̄− ϵ̄)β − µκ− (ᾱ− π̄)ϵ+Ψ1 ,
(A15d)

Dλ− ð̄π = (ρ− 2ϵ)λ+ σ̄µ+ π2 , (A15e)
Dµ− ðπ = (ρ̄− ϵ− ϵ̄)µ+ σλ+ π̄π +Ψ2 , (A15f)

and their system of radial equations

∆λ = −2λµ−Ψ4 , (A16a)

∆µ = −µ2 − |λ|2 , (A16b)
∆ρ = −µρ− σλ−Ψ2 , (A16c)

∆σ = −µσ − λ̄ρ . (A16d)
∆κ = −π̄ρ− πσ −Ψ1 , (A16e)
∆ϵ = −π̄α− πβ −Ψ2 , (A16f)
∆π = −πµ− π̄λ−Ψ3 , (A16g)

∆β = −µβ − αλ̄ , (A16h)
∆α = −βλ− µα−Ψ3 . (A16i)

Similarly, we can also split the eight complex Bianchi
equations into a system describing the time-evolution of
the Weyl scalars

DΨ1 − ð̄Ψ0 = −πΨ0 + 2(2ρ+ ϵ)Ψ1 − 3κΨ2 , (A17a)
DΨ2 − ð̄Ψ1 = −λΨ0 + πΨ1 + 3ρΨ2 − 2κΨ3 , (A17b)
DΨ3 − ð̄Ψ2 = −2λΨ1 + 3πΨ2 + 2(ρ− ϵ)Ψ3 − κΨ4 ,

(A17c)
DΨ4 − ð̄Ψ3 = −3λΨ2 + 5πΨ3 + (ρ− 4ϵ)Ψ4 , (A17d)

and their radial differential equations

∆Ψ0 − ðΨ1 = −µΨ0 − π̄Ψ1 + 3σΨ2 , (A18a)
∆Ψ1 − ðΨ2 = −2µΨ1 + 2σΨ3 , (A18b)
∆Ψ2 − ðΨ3 = −3µΨ2 + π̄Ψ3 + σΨ4 , (A18c)
∆Ψ3 − ðΨ4 = −4µΨ3 + 2π̄Ψ4 . (A18d)
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Notice that Eqs. (A14b), (A15c) and (A15d) can be
rewritten in a more convenient way in terms of the 2-
manifold connection a and the spin coefficient π. From
the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (A14b) we can extract
the following two equations

−2ReΨ2 = δa+ δ̄ā− 2aā− µ(ρ+ ρ̄) + λσ + λ̄σ̄ ,
(A19a)

−2iImΨ2 = ðπ − ð̄π̄ − µ(ρ− ρ̄) + λσ − λ̄σ̄ . (A19b)

Furthermore, combining Eq. (A15c) with the complex
conjugate of (A15d) we obtain

Dπ − δ̄(ϵ+ ϵ̄) = π(2ρ+ ϵ̄− ϵ) + 2σ̄π̄ − κλ− κ̄µ̄+ Ψ̄1

(A20a)

Da− δ̄(ϵ− ϵ̄) = a(ρ+ ϵ̄− ϵ) + ρπ − σ̄(π̄ + ā)− κλ+ κ̄µ̄

− Ψ̄1 (A20b)

This form of Eqs. (A14b), (A15c), and (A15d) is the one
that we use in the derivations in Sec. III.

Finally, the frame functions U , Ω, X, and ξA defined
in Eq. (A3) also satisfy time-evolution

DΩ− δU = κ+ ρΩ+ σΩ̄ , (A21a)

Dξi − δXi = (ρ̄+ ϵ− ϵ̄)ξi + σξ̄i . (A21b)

and radial equations

∆U = −(ϵ+ ϵ̄)− πΩ− π̄Ω̄ , (A22a)

∆Xi = −πξi − π̄ξ̄i , (A22b)

∆Ω = −π̄ − µΩ− λ̄Ω̄ , (A22c)

∆ξi = −µξi − λ̄ξ̄i , (A22d)

which can be obtained from the commutation relations
in Eq. (A7).

2. Summary of our gauge choices

In this work, we restrict ourselves to perturbations of a
Schwarzschild isolated horizon. However, the framework
we detail in the main text can in principle be applied to
spacetimes that are not of type D, as long as they contain
an isolated horizon (e.g., the Robinson-Trautman space-
time). This is because we do not impose that the two
tetrad vectors ℓ and n be aligned along the two principal
null directions of a type D spacetime. Instead, we require
the two tetrad vectors ℓ and n to be geodesic, and one of
them, ℓ, to be a null generator of the horizon. The tetrad
vector n is chosen such that the tetrad basis is parallel
propagated along it. Notice that this choice of tetrad co-
incides with aligning the two vectors ℓ and n along the
principal null directions only for the Schwarzschild space-
time (so for instance, Ψ3 ̸= 0 in general, even for type
D spacetimes). This particular choice of coordinate sys-
tem and tetrad was detailed in Paper I. For completeness,
here we recap the gauge choices we made in the main text
both for the background spacetime and the perturbation.

For a general spacetime containing an isolated horizon,
we choose the vector na to be an affinely parameterized
geodesic, along which ℓ, m and itself are parallel prop-
agated. Then, we have ∆n = ∆ℓ = ∆m = 0. From
Eqs. (A6d), (A6e) and (A6f), this leads to

γ = τ = ν = 0 . (A23)

We first impose these conditions in the commutation rela-
tions in Eqs. (A7). Then, setting f = v in those equations
leads to

π = α+ β̄ , µ = µ̄ . (A24)

These must hold throughout the region where the coor-
dinate system is valid.

When specifying the Schwarzschild isolated horizon as
our unperturbed background (see Paper I for an ex-
plicit construction), the background spacetime can be
shown to be the usual Schwarzschild spacetime in a spe-
cial set of horizon-penetrating coordinates (analogous to
the Eddington-Finkelstein ones), which we denote by
(v, r, z, z̄). The nonvanishing spin coefficients and Weyl
scalars in these coordinates are

µ◦ = − 1

c+ r
, a◦ =

z√
2(r + c)

, ϵ◦ =
c

4(c+ r)2
,

(A25a)

ρ◦ = − r

2(c+ r)2
, Ψ◦2 = − c

2(c+ r)3
, (A25b)

and the unperturbed tetrad

la◦ = ∂v +
r

2(c+ r)
∂r , (A26a)

na◦ = −∂r , (A26b)

ma
◦ =

P0

(c+ r)
∂z . (A26c)

We remove the subindex ◦ to denote the unperturbed
quantities whenever possible.

In the main text, we perturb the basis vectors as fol-
lows

ℓa = ℓa◦ + ℓ̃a (A27a)
na = na◦ + ña (A27b)

ma = ma
◦ + m̃a (A27c)

and analogously for m̄. The perturbation to the basis
vectors is taken to be of the form

l̃a∂a = Ũ∂r + X̃A∂A (A28a)

m̃a∂a = Ω̃∂r + ζ̃A∂A (A28b)

where A = {z , z̄}. The outgoing transverse vector n is
unperturbed everywhere, so

ñ = 0 . (A29)
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At the horizon, the perturbing functions have been cho-
sen such that

Ω̃ ≜ Ũ ≜ X̃i ≜ 0 , ξ̃z ≜ 0 , (A30)

with

ξ̃z̄ ̸= 0 , ˜̄ξ
z

̸= 0 (A31)

the only nonzero quantities. This tetrad choice can be
shown to still satisfy the orthonormality conditions

(ℓ◦ + ℓ̃) · n◦ = −1 , (m◦ + m̃) · (m̄◦ + ˜̄m) = 1 , (A32)

and to be compatible with the gauge choices we made at
the horizon.

For the background and the perturbed spacetime we
chose

γ◦ = ν◦ = τ◦ = 0 , γ̃ = ν̃ = τ̃ = 0 , (A33)

and we work in a gauge in which

π◦ = α◦ + π̄◦ , a◦ = α◦ − β̄◦ . (A34)

The perturbation to these spin coefficients is expressed in
a gauge where analogous expressions hold for these spin
coefficients, so

π̃ = α̃+ ˜̄β , ã = α̃− ˜̄β . (A35)

Furthermore,

µ = µ̄ , ρ = ρ̄ (A36)

and the same applies to the perturbed quantities. Re-
garding the conditions at the horizon, for the background

Ψ◦0 ≜ Ψ◦1 ≜ 0 (A37)

and the surface gravity κ(ℓ) is related to the following
spin coefficients

ϵ◦ + ϵ̄◦ ≜ κ(ℓ) , ϵ◦ − ϵ̄◦ ≜ 0 . (A38)

The perturbation to these quantities satisfy

Ψ̃0 ̸= 0 , Ψ̃1 ̸= 0 , ϵ̃ ≜ 0 . (A39)

This gauge choice is not unique. We could also choose
instead ϵ̃ ̸= 0 and µ̃ ≜ 0, this choice is explained in
App. B.

Finally, we can choose the expansion to vanish at the
horizon to first order in the perturbation, i.e.,

ρ◦ ≜ 0 , ρ̃ ≜ 0 . (A40)

The vector ℓ is chosen to be geodesic at the horizon

κ◦ ≜ 0 , κ̃◦ ≜ 0 (A41)

and the shear also vanishes for the background spacetime,
but not for the perturbation

σ◦ ≜ 0 , σ ̸= 0 . (A42)

These choices are general as long as we work with an
isolated horizon background (these would also be valid
for Kerr if we work in the coordinate system given by
the initial value formulation). Because we are restricting
ourselves to Schwarzschild, we also have

π◦ = λ◦ = 0 (A43)

and

Ψ◦0 = Ψ◦1 = Ψ◦3 = Ψ◦4 = 0 . (A44)

In the main text, we consider perturbations of a
Schwarzschild isolated horizon, and therefore, these sim-
plifications have been used.

Appendix B: Alternative gauge choice

Rather than considering ϵ̃ to vanish at the horizon,
we can choose instead a coordinate system such that the
past directed lightcones coincide with those of the un-
perturbed spacetime. This choice corresponds to µ̃ ≜ 0
and implies µ̃ = 0 given the radial equation for µ (A16b).
Notice that given the remaining gauge freedom that we
have, we cannot set both ϵ̃ ≜ 0 and µ̃ ≜ 0 simultaneously.
In the following, we derive the system of ten differential
equations that determine the initial data at the horizon
and the respective constraint equations when µ̃ = 0. The
procedure is the same as the one we used in the main text,
so we shall be brief. Setting

µ̃ ≜ 0 , ϵ̃− ˜̄ϵ ≜ 0 (B1)

we obtain the following system of ten differential equa-
tions

Dσ̃ − κ(l)σ̃ ≜Ψ̃0 (B2a)

DΨ̃1 − κ(l)Ψ̃1 ≜ð̄Ψ̃0 (B2b)

DΨ̃2 ≜ð̄Ψ̃1 (B2c)

Dπ̃ ≜ð̄(ϵ+ ϵ̄) + ˜̄Ψ1 (B2d)

µD(ϵ̃+ ˜̄ϵ)− ðð̄(ð̃+ ˜̄ϵ) ≜ð˜̄Ψ1 + ð̄Ψ̃1 (B2e)

Dλ̃+ κ(l)λ̃ ≜ð̄π̃ + µ˜̄σ (B2f)

DΨ̃3 + κ(l)Ψ̃3 ≜ð̄Ψ̃2 + 3π̃Ψ2 (B2g)

DΨ̃4 + 2κ(l)Ψ̃4 ≜ð̄Ψ̃3 − 3λ̃Ψ2 (B2h)

Dã ≜− ā˜̄σ − ˜̄Ψ1 , (B2i)

Dξ̃z̄ ≜ σ̃ξ̄z̄ (B2j)
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and a group of five constraint equations

ðλ̃ ≜µπ̃ − Ψ̃3 (B3a)

−2ReΨ̃2 ≜ðã+ ð̄˜̄a+ ð̃a+ ˜̄ðā (B3b)

−2iImΨ2 ≜ðπ̃ − ð̄˜̄π (B3c)

ð̄σ̃ ≜Ψ̃1 (B3d)

ðπ̃ ≜µ(ϵ̃+ ˜̄ϵ)− Ψ̃2 . (B3e)

Notice that the expressions for σ̃, Ψ̃0, Ψ̃2 and Ψ̃4 at the
horizon do not change.

Appendix C: Complementary material

In this appendix, we compile some lengthy expressions
that have been omitted from the main text for the sake of
conciseness. In Eq. (61), we presented the solution to the
radial Teukolsky equation for Ψ̃0 as a function of Heun
functions, their derivatives and the polynomial functions
f
(1 ,2)
lm and g(1,2)lm . These polynomial functions are

f
(1)
lm =

h
(1)
0 (r) + h

(1)
1 (r)ω + h

(1)
2 (r)ω2 + h

(1)
3 (r)ω3 + h

(1)
4 (r)ω4

16c4(r + c)2ω(2κ(ℓ) − iω)(κ2(ℓ) + ω2)
, (C1a)

g
(1)
lm =

r

r + c

2r(r + c)(l2 + l − 1)− (2r2 + c2)− 4(r + c)4ω2

8c5(2κ(ℓ) − iω)(κ2(ℓ) + ω2)
, (C1b)

f
(2)
lm =

h
(2)
0 (r) + h

(2)
1 (r)ω + h

(2)
2 (r)ω2 + h

(2)
3 (r)ω3 + h

(2)
4 (r)ω4

16c4(r + c)2ω(2κ(ℓ) − iω)(κ2(ℓ) + ω2)
, (C1c)

g
(2)
lm =

c2

r2
g
(1)
lm , (C1d)

where we introduced the following auxiliary functions
h
(1 ,2)
i (r) for i = 0 , ..., 4

h
(1)
0 =− i(−1 + l)l(1 + l)(2 + l)r2 , (C2a)

h
(1)
1 =4c3 − 2r[3c2(−2 + l + l2)

+ c(−9 + 7l(1 + l))r + 4(−2 + l + l2)r2] ,
(C2b)

h
(1)
2 =− 4i(c+ r)2[c2 + c(1− 3l(1 + l))r

− 3(−2 + l + l2)r2] ,
(C2c)

h
(1)
3 =8(c+ r)4(2c+ r) , (C2d)

h
(1)
4 =− 16i(r + c)6 , (C2e)

and

h
(2)
0 =− i(−1 + l)l(1 + l)(2 + l)r , (C3a)

h
(2)
1 =2c(−3r + l(1 + l)(c+ r)) , (C3b)

h
(2)
2 =4i(c+ r)[c2l(1 + l) + c(−3 + 4l(1 + l))r

+ 3(−2 + l + l2)r2] ,
(C3c)

h
(2)
3 =− 8(r + c)4 , (C3d)

h
(2)
4 =− 16i(r + c)5 . (C3e)

In Sec. VI, we discussed black hole tomography and
showed that we could obtain explicit expressions relating
the mode decomposition of Ψ̃4 at future null infinity as a
function of the modes of Ψ̃0 at the horizon in Eqs. (138)
and (139). These expressions can be inverted to describe
the infalling gravitational radiation modes at the horizon
as a function of the outgoing gravitational wave strain.
Explicitly, we obtain for m = 0

ΨH ,−
0 ,l0n =

4c4iωl0n(κ
2
(ℓ) + ω2

l0n)(2κ(ℓ) − iωl0n)

Fl0n(K4
l + 36c2ω2

l0n)
(K2

l Ψ
I + ,−
4 ,l0n + 6icωl0nΨ̄

I + ,+
4 ,l0n ) (C4a)

ΨH ,+
0 ,l0n =−

4c4iω̄l0n(κ
2
(ℓ) + ω̄2

l0n)(2κ(ℓ) + iω̄l0n)

F̄l0n(K4
l + 36c2ω̄2

l0n)
(K2

l Ψ
I + ,+
4 ,l0n − 6icω̄l0nΨ̄

I + ,−
4 ,l0n ) , (C4b)



36

and for m ̸= 0

ΨH ,−
0 ,lmn =

4c4iωlmn(κ
2
(ℓ) + ω2

lmn)(2κ(ℓ) − iωlmn)

Flmn(K4
l + 36c2ω2

lmn)
(K2

l Ψ
I + ,−
4 ,lmn + (−1)m6icωlmnΨ̄

I + ,−
4 ,lmn ) (C5a)

ΨH ,+
0 ,lmn =−

4c4iω̄lmn(κ
2
(ℓ) + ω̄2

lmn)(2κ(ℓ) + iω̄lmn)

F̄lmn(K4
l + 36c2ω̄2

lmn)
(K2

l Ψ
I + ,+
4 ,lmn − 6(−1)micω̄lmnΨ̄

I + ,+
4 ,lmn ) . (C5b)

where again we use the notation Kl =
√

(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1).


