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In the presence of non-minimal gravitational couplings, matter field perturbations on a static
black hole spacetime may develop unphysical poles in their linearized equations. Physical solutions
confined in the domain between the event horizon and a pole satisfy a boundary value problem,
although with boundary conditions which are different from standard quasi-normal modes. We refer
to them as “trapped quasi-normal modes”. Focusing on a Schwarzschild black hole in Einstein-Proca
theory, we find that trapped quasi-normal modes accurately capture the behavior of perturbations
under time evolution. In particular, axial-vector modes are unstable, with a growth rate that
increases with multipole number. More interestingly, we uncover a new instability that affects
monopole perturbations. These results confirm the existence of a novel destabilization mechanism
of black holes by non-minimally coupled vector fields, with potential implications to well-studied
models of modified gravity and cosmology based on vector particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The response of black holes to perturbations provides
key information for their characterization, and is as such
an essential tool in the effort of testing gravity and new
physics, for instance the existence of yet-undiscovered
light particles, by experimental probes of black holes [1–
6]. Among the different types of responses, quasi-normal
modes (QNMs) are of prime interest, being directly mea-
surable, in the case of gravitational perturbations, in the
ring-down phase of a merger event [7–11]. Furthermore,
QNMs also serve to diagnose novel physical effects, in
particular instabilities such as those that characterize the
superradiance and scalarization mechanisms (see [12, 13]
for reviews).

Mathematically, QNMs are defined as solutions of a
specific boundary value problem in the domain exterior to
the black hole event horizon (see [14–17] for reviews). On
the other hand, it has been recently observed that mat-
ter fields which couple non-minimally with gravity may
develop poles in their equations of motion, at least in the
linearized approximation [18] (see also [19, 20]). These
poles need not be considered as physical as they arise
from a perturbative treatment, but nevertheless they do
affect the defining boundary value problem of QNMs. In-
deed, as we will see, regularity of the perturbation at a
pole’s location results in an additional boundary condi-
tion which prevents one from constructing global solu-
tions with a single QNM spectrum.

On the physical side, the issue of non-minimal gravita-
tional couplings has been argued to be linked to a novel
destabilization mechanism of black holes [21] (see also
[22] for earlier work). This conclusion was drawn from
the study of the Einstein-Proca theory describing a mas-
sive vector field coupled to gravity, a set-up motivated
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by a wealth of recent results related to the question of
stability of the Proca system [23–36]. Yet, in the non-
minimally coupled case, previous analyses were restricted
to a short-wavelength approximation, which is oblivious
to boundary conditions and is therefore not expected to
fully capture the dynamics of perturbations under time
evolution, and in particular may not be an accurate tool
to diagnose instabilities.

Our aim in this paper is to perform an exact treatment
of QNMs in the Einstein-Proca theory with a particular
choice of non-minimal coupling, and focusing for sim-
plicity on a Schwarzschild black hole background. Based
on both numerical and analytical results, we confirm the
existence of instabilities affecting perturbations in the re-
gion between the event horizon and the pole, which we
refer to as “trapped QNMs”. We also show that, although
distinct from standard QNMs, trapped QNMs also accu-
rately characterize the salient features of the evolution
of perturbations in the time domain. Our results for the
QNM spectrum show a non-trivial dependence on the
model parameters. In particular, we discover a new in-
stability affecting specifically monopole perturbations.

II. NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED
EINSTEIN-PROCA THEORY

Our set-up is the action of Einstein-Proca theory in-
cluding non-minimal gravitational couplings for the vec-
tor field:

S[g,A] =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνFµν − µ2

2
AµAµ

+
α

4
R̃µνρσFµνFρσ + βGµνAµAν

]
.

(1)
Here Fµν is the Abelian field strength, Gµν is the Ein-
stein tensor, and R̃µνρσ ≡ 1

4ϵ
µνµ′ν′

ϵρσρ
′σ′
Rµ′ν′ρ′σ′ is the

double-dual Riemann tensor. The scales MPl and µ are,
respectively, the Planck and Proca field masses, while the
non-minimal coupling constants are denoted by α and β,
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respectively of mass-dimension −2 and 0.
The above choice of non-minimal couplings is of course

not the only one. In the context of a massless vector
field, i.e. in Einstein-Maxwell theory, the first operator
has been shown to be the unique one leading to second-
order equations of motion for both the metric and vector
variables [37]. To our knowledge, an analogous unique-
ness theorem has not been established in the case of a
massive vector field, however it may be proved that the
terms in (1) are indeed unique if one demands second-
order field equations and a Lagrangian density that is
at most quadratic in the vector variable [18]. The ac-
tion written above may also be alternatively motivated
from the starting point of the Generalized Proca theory
[38, 39], since it may be shown that the most general
consistent linearization (about the trivial state Aµ = 0)
of this theory is given by the result (1).

In this work we focus on a Schwarzschild black hole
and work at linear order in vector field perturbations.
As we consider a Ricci-flat spacetime and neglect back-
reaction, the second non-minimal coupling (proportional
to β) in (1) plays no role, while the first one simplifies to
R̃µνρσFµνFρσ = −RµνρσFµνFρσ (Rµν = 0). The equa-
tion of motion for the vector is then

∇µF
µν − µ2Aν + αRµνρσ∇µFρσ , (2)

from which the Lorenz constraint follows: ∇µA
µ = 0.

In our analysis we will also consider the massless limit,
µ = 0, as a particular case. In this situation the Lorenz
constraint is not a consequence of the field equations but
may be imposed as a gauge condition.

We use the standard parametrization for the
Schwarzschild line element,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + 1

f(r)
dr2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (3)

in terms of the function f(r) = 1− rg/r, where rg is the
Schwarzschild radius. Henceforth we employ units with
rg = 1. Given the symmetries of the background met-
ric, the Proca field is decomposed into vector spherical
harmonics as

Aµ =
1

r

4∑
i=1

∑
l,m

ulmi (t, r)Z(i)lm
µ (θ, ϕ) , (4)

where, in our conventions,

Z(1)lm
µ = f(r)Y lm(dt)µ ,

Z(2)lm
µ =

1

f(r)
Y lm(dr)µ ,

Z(3)lm
µ =

r

l(l + 1)

[
∂θY

lm(dθ)µ + ∂ϕY
lm(dϕ)µ

]
,

Z(4)lm
µ =

r

l(l + 1)

[
csc θ∂ϕY

lm(dθ)µ − sin θ∂θY
lm(dϕ)µ

]
,

(5)
and Y lm(θ, ϕ) is the scalar spherical harmonic function.

The Lorenz constraint reduces to

∂u1
∂t

=
1

r

(
r
∂u2
∂r

+ u2 − u3

)
, (6)

when written in terms of the mode functions ulmi . No-
tice that we frequently omit the labels l,m on the mode
functions.

Monopole perturbations defined by l = 0 are distin-
guished in that the functions u3 and u4 do not enter
the expansion (4). The constraint (6) then relates the
remaining variables, so eventually one obtains a single
dynamical equation,

DuM − f

P−

[
µ2 + P−

(
2

r2
− 3

r3

)]
uM = 0 , (7)

for the variable uM ≡ u002 . Here we have introduced
the notation D ≡ − ∂2

∂t2 + ∂2

∂r2∗
, where r∗ is the tortoise

coordinate (i.e. dr∗ = dr/f(r)), and

P−(r) ≡ 1−
r3−
r3

, r− ≡ (−2α)1/3 . (8)

As anticipated, the mode equation (7) features a real pole
at r = r−, in addition to the usual poles at r = 0, 1,∞.
If r− < 1, this pole is “hidden” inside the event horizon
and therefore does not qualitatively affect the boundary
value problem in the physical domain r ∈ (1,∞). On the
other hand, we expect substantially novel effects when
r− > 1 (equivalently α < −1/2).

The existence of an additional pole in the mode equa-
tions persists for higher multipoles [18]. For simplicity,
in this paper we restrict our attention to axial-vector
perturbations characterized by the function u4. Notice
that this variable is not constrained by the Lorenz con-
dition and, in the massless case, is automatically gauge-
invariant. The mode equation may be expressed as

DuA − f

P+

[
µ2 +

l(l + 1)P−

r2

+
9

4r2

(
1− 1

P+

)(
f +

(
5

3
− 7

3r

)
P+

)]
uA = 0 ,

(9)

with the notation uA ≡ P
1/2
+ u4, and where

P+(r) ≡ 1−
r3+
r3

, r+ ≡ α1/3 . (10)

Thus the axial mode equation exhibits an additional real
pole at r = r+, which lies in the physical domain when
r+ > 1 (equivalently α > 1). Notice, incidentally, that
r = r+ is a double pole, unlike in the monopole case.

Our goal for the reminder of the paper will be to study
the solutions of Eqs. (7) and (9) under the assumption
that the poles lie “outside” the black hole horizon, thus
qualitatively affecting the boundary conditions.
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III. MONOPOLE PERTURBATIONS

We Fourier-transform, uM (t, r) = e−iωtuM (r), to ob-
tain from (7) a second-order ODE. As explained, the
equation contains three poles of physical relevance, and
we find the following asymptotic expressions valid in the
vicinity of each:

uM =


Aine

−iωr∗ +Aoute
iωr∗ , r → 1 ,

B1(r − r−)

+B2 (1 + c(r − r−) log |r − r−|) , r → r− ,

Cine
−
√

µ2−ω2r∗ + Coute
√

µ2−ω2r∗ , r → ∞ ,

(11)
where c ≡ µ2r3−

3(r−−1) .
1 QNMs are defined by the boundary

conditions corresponding to infalling wave at the horizon
and outgoing wave at spatial infinity, i.e. Aout = 0 and
Cin = 0, where we assume µ < |ω| in order to have the
correct oscillatory behavior at infinity (otherwise the so-
lutions correspond to quasi-bound states). Unlike in the
standard situation, here these conditions do not suffice
to fix the boundary value problem due to the pole at
r = r−. The additional physical input is that observable
quantities must be finite at and in the vicinity of the pole.
This implies B2 = 0. Indeed, a calculation of the electric
field Ftr results in a divergent expression, ∝ log |r− r−|,
unless this choice is made.

Having determined the boundary conditions, the mode
equation (7) may be solved in each of the regions r ∈
(1, r−) (“inside the pole”) and r ∈ (r−,∞) (“outside the
pole”) in the frequency domain, where one seeks to de-
termine the spectrum of eigenvalues ω. We also study
Eq. (7) in the time domain, where the PDE is solved
for uM (t, r) given an initial profile uM (0, r) and suit-
able boundary conditions. For concreteness we con-
sider a simple Gaussian form as the initial condition:
u(0, r∗) = exp

[
−
(
r∗−a
∆

)2], u̇(0, r∗) = 0. We have veri-
fied that our results are largely insensitive to the param-
eters a and ∆ that define the initial waveform, provided
they are chosen such that the form has zero amplitude,
within numerical precision, at each pole (i.e. vanishing
Dirichlet boundary conditions). Moreover, we have also
considered a more general class of initial conditions, again
with consistent results. We refer the reader to Appendix
A for details, including explanations on the spectral and
time domain methods used in our numerical calculations.

We first study the boundary value problem in the “inte-
rior” of the pole. Spectral analysis reveals that the fun-
damental mode has a purely imaginary frequency ωint.
Such fully damped modes are also found in the stan-
dard QNM spectrum of gravitational perturbations [40],

1The leading asymptotic expression for uM is the same as one
approaches r− from the left or right, but this equality does not
hold for the subleading terms in the series. The same comment
applies to the axial mode in the next section.

although there this phenomenon happens for relatively
high overtones and is known to be related to the so-called
“algebraically special” mode [41]. Fully damped modes
are also characteristic of asymptotically de Sitter black
holes [17, 42, 43], which might suggest an analogy be-
tween trapped QNMs and QNMs of spacetimes with two
horizons. The present case is however clearly distinct
since higher overtones are not purely imaginary. More-
over, de Sitter black holes have a branch of QNMs which
approach the purely damped modes of empty de Sitter
spacetime in the limit of vanishing black hole mass. In
contrast, here the pole r− also goes to zero if one lets
the Schwarzschild radius go to zero, so that there is no
equivalent of “empty de Sitter limit” for trapped QNMs.

More remarkable is the existence of unstable QNMs,
which is seen to occur for relatively large values of r−, as
Imωint changes sign and becomes positive. This is illus-
trated in Fig. 1, where we show the fundamental mode
and first overtone for a particular value of the Proca mass
µ. In fact, the onset of the instability appears to be con-
trolled by the dimensionless combination µr−. This may
be understood from inspection of the effective potential
in Eq. (7), which is approximated by

VM ≃ (µr−)
2 (1 + 1/r−)

3(r/r− − 1)
, (12)

in the vicinity of the pole. Thus VM is negative in the
pole interior, with a “well” whose depth is characterized
by µr−. Strictly speaking, of course, the “well” is in-
finitely deep, however one expects the number of bound
states supported but the potential to increase as µr−
increases. Fig. 1 shows that this is precisely the case,
as higher overtones become unstable only for sufficiently
large values of µr−. What is perhaps unexpected is that
there exists a critical value, µr− ≈ 2.8, below which no
unstable modes exist. As suggested by (12), and as ver-
ified numerically, this value is approximately universal,
independent of µ and r−, provided r− is sufficiently large.
We also mention that unstable monopole modes are not
predicted by the short-wavelength analysis employed in
[21], highlighting the fact that this approximation may
fail to diagnose instabilities.

Another noteworthy property is the non-trivial depen-
dence of ωint on the pole distance. We particularly re-
mark on the presence of “nodes” in the curves shown in
Fig. 1 at which their slopes are discontinuous. In some
cases this is attributed to a “crossing” of modes, e.g. when
the first and second overtones (the latter not included in
Fig. 1) exchange their roles. This explains, in particular,
why the real part of the first overtone jumps discontinu-
ously from a finite value to zero: there is another branch
of QNMs which at this point takes on the role of first
overtone, and this mode is purely damped. Another pos-
sibility is that a node corresponds to a bifurcation point,
i.e. a point where two QNM branches merge into a single
one. This is in fact the case for the node at r− ≃ 51.2
in Fig. 1, although again the other branch is not shown
as it corresponds to a higher overtone. We mention that
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the phenomena of QNM crossing and bifurcation have
been observed in other systems [44–52]; see also [53] for
further details.
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the “interior” frequency ωint of
monopole perturbations on the value of r−, choosing µ = 1/10
for the Proca mass. The curves show the imaginary part
(blue) of the fundamental mode as well as the real (green)
and imaginary (red) parts of the first overtone mode. Solid
curved indicate negative (stable) Imωint, dashed indicate pos-
itive (unstable) Imωint.

The previous conclusions may be corroborated through
a time-domain analysis. Focusing for simplicity on the
fundamental mode, we display in Fig. 2 the time evolu-
tion of the mode function uM for various values of r−. At
late times, after the interactions of the waveform with the
pole have subsided, the curve shows a clear exponential
behavior, either decaying or growing, and measurement
of the slope shows in each case perfect agreement with
the spectral method calculation, cf. Table I. In partic-
ular, we find no evidence of a power-law tail, which is
again in analogy with the situation of asymptotically de
Sitter black holes [54–56].
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FIG. 2. Time evolution of uM inside the pole. The parameter
setting is µ = 1/10, a = −2 and ∆ = 1/3, with varying
values of r−. The mode function is evaluated r∗ = a, where
the tortoise coordinate is normalized such that the pole is at
r∗ = 0.
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the “exterior” frequency ωext of
monopole perturbations on the value of r−, choosing µ = 1/10
for the Proca mass. The curves show the imaginary (blue) and
real (red) parts of the fundamental mode.
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of uM outside the pole. The parame-
ter setting is r− = 2, a = 2 and ∆ = 1/3, with varying values
of µ. The mode function is evaluated r∗ = a.

Considering next the exterior domain r ∈ (r−,∞), our
numerical results derived from the spectral and time evo-
lution analyses are exhibited in Figs. 3 and 4. We find
no evidence of instabilities, in accordance with the in-
tuition derived from the form of the effective potential
VM , which is strictly positive outside the pole. More-
over, purely damped modes are absent in the spectrum,
in contrast to what we observed in the interior domain.
We thus conclude, as anticipated, that interior and exte-
rior QNM spectra are different.

We have also computed the fundamental mode fre-
quency from the time domain profile using the Prony
method. As shown in Table I, the results of both meth-
ods agree very well. In addition to the QNM behavior
at intermediate timescales, the curve now also exhibits a
late-time oscillating tail characterized by the mass scale
µ, as is typical of massive fields in asymptotically flat
spacetimes [57–59].

The stability of the QNM spectrum in the exterior re-
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µ = 1/10, r− = 2 ωint ωext

Spectral method −0.1523i ±0.1668− 0.2869i
Prony method −0.1523i ±0.1664− 0.2865i

TABLE I. Comparison of results for the fundamental QNM
frequency of monopole perturbations, using a particular pa-
rameter setting, for the spectral and Prony methods.

gion is in agreement with the findings of Ref. [18], which
assumed that the pole was located inside the black hole
horizon. Similarly, the analysis of [21] concluded, based
on dispersion relations derived in a short-wavelength ap-
proximation, that all modes are stable outside the pole.
On the other hand, the dispersion relation of monopole
perturbations was shown to be stable also inside the
pole. This demonstrates, very notably, that the short-
wavelength approximation is in general inconclusive and,
in particular, may miss the existence of instabilities.

IV. AXIAL-VECTOR PERTURBATIONS

We turn to the set-up where r+ > 1, such that the
axial mode equation (9) exhibits a pole in the physical
domain. We find the following asymptotic expressions
valid, respectively, in the vicinity of r = 1, r+,∞ :

uA =


Aine

−iωr∗ +Aoute
iωr∗ , r → 1 ,

(r − r+)
1/2(B1 +B2 log |r − r+|) , r → r+ ,

Cine
−
√

µ2−ω2r∗ + Coute
√

µ2−ω2r∗ , r → ∞ .

(13)
It may be checked that the magnetic field components
Frθ and Frϕ are singular at r = r+ unless B2 = 0. Thus
the boundary value problem is determined by the condi-
tions Aout = B2 = Cin = 0 which define physical QNM
solutions.

Our study of the mode equation in frequency space
shows that the fundamental and first overtone modes are
unstable in the interior region, for all values of the pole
distance, multipole number l and Proca mass µ, at least
in the range µ ≲ O(1). On the other hand, higher over-
tones display the phenomena of mode crossing and bifur-
cation as functions of r+, similarly to the monopole set-
ting. For instance, using the particular parameter choice
of Fig. 5, we find that the second overtone is purely
damped for r+ ≲ 2.1, then develops a real part in the
range 2.1 ≲ r+ ≲ 14, then turns purely damped again
before becoming unstable for r+ ≳ 15. Similarly to the
monopole sector, the number of unstable modes increases
as r+ becomes large, an observation which is confirmed
by an analytical approximation for the QNM frequencies;
see Appendix C.

The diagnostics of instabilities afforded by the spec-
tral analysis is corroborated by the solutions of the PDE
in the time domain. As Fig. 6 shows, the function uA
grows exponentially at late times, and slope measure-
ments agree with the QNM spectrum, cf. Table II. On

2 5 10 20

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

r+

|ω
in
t|

FIG. 5. Dependence of the “interior” frequency ωint of axial-
vector perturbations on the value of r+, with l = 1 and µ =
1/10. The curves show the fundamental (blue), first overtone
(green) and second overtone (red) frequencies. Solid curves
indicate positive (unstable) Imωint, dashed indicates negative
(stable) Imωint, and dotted indicates Reωint (zero for the
fundamental mode and first overtone).

r+=2
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r+=10
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1.× 10-4
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1× 104

1× 108

1× 1012

1× 1016

t
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A
|

FIG. 6. Time evolution of uA inside the pole. The parameter
setting is µ = 1/10, l = 1, a = −2 and ∆ = 1/3, with varying
values of r+. The mode function is evaluated r∗ = a.

the other hand, from Fig. 7 we see that the destabiliza-
tion rate depends on the multipole number l. A fit of
the numerical results shows a very clear linear depen-
dence on l(l + 1), which is the combination that enters
the effective potential, cf. Eq. (9). The linear behavior
is consistent with the analysis of dispersion relations in
the short-wavelength approximation, which has the form
ω2 ≃ k2 + l(l+1)

r+(r−r+) in the vicinity of the pole [21]. It
follows that, for fixed l, perturbations localized near the
pole interior experience the fastest instability rate. We
may therefore estimate (r−r+) = −|r−r+| ∼ 1/k for the
typical wavelength. Then the above expression for ω2 is

minimized at ω2
int ∼ −

[
l(l+1)
r+

]2
, i.e. Imωint ∝ l(l + 1).

We remark that unstable QNMs with instability rates
that grow with multipole number have been previously
studied in [60].

We can actually improve on the short-wavelength ap-
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FIG. 7. Imaginary part of ωint for the axial fundamental mode
as function of multipole number l, using the parameter setting
r+ = 6 and µ = 1/10. The red dashed line is the linear fit:
0.167 l(l + 1) + 0.0203.

l = 1, µ = 0, r+ = 5 ωint ωext

Spectral method 0.6091i ±0.02214− 0.2181i
Prony method 0.6061i ±0.02451− 0.2004i

l = 1, µ = 1/10, r+ = 5 ωint ωext

Spectral method 0.6098i ±0.01657− 0.2099i
Prony method 0.6066i ?− 0.2107i

TABLE II. Comparison of results for the fundamental QNM
frequency of axial-vector perturbations, using particular pa-
rameter settings, for the spectral and Prony methods. The
question mark indicates that the Prony method fails to ex-
tract the real part of the frequency, as discussed in the main
text.

proximation through a more careful analysis of the mode
equation, which allows us to explain the slope and in-
tercept of the linear fit in Fig. 7. Referring the reader
to Appendix C for the derivation, we have the analyt-
ical estimate ωint ≃

[
l(l+1)
r+

+ µ2r+
3

]
i. This expression

is valid for large l. Comparison with the numerical fit
shows perfect agreement for the slope (≃ 1/r+), which
moreover matches the back-of-the-envelope estimate of
the previous paragraph. The prediction for the intercept
also agrees reasonably well with the numerical results.

We find no qualitative novelties in the exterior region
r ∈ (r+,∞) relative to the results for the monopole mode.
In agreement with expectations, the spectrum is stable,
with a dependence of the QNM frequency ωout on the
pole location, cf. Fig. 8. From the time domain evolution
we observe again the interplay of oscillations modulated
by ωout and the mass scale µ. Unlike the monopole, the
axial mode has a consistent massless limit, which mani-
fests itself in the time domain through the absence of the
latter µ tail; see Fig. 9. The application of the Prony
method confirms that the QNM spectrum serves as an
accurate measure of the behavior of perturbations under
time evolution, as shown by the agreement of the two cal-

-Im ωext
Re ωext

2 3 4 5

0.02

0.05

0.10

0.20

0.50

r+

ω
ex
t

FIG. 8. Dependence of the “exterior” frequency ωext of axial-
vector perturbations on the value of r+, choosing µ = 1/10
and l = 1. The curves show the imaginary (blue) and real
(red) parts of the fundamental mode.

μ=0
 μ=0.1
 μ=0.2

0 20 40 60 80

10-5

0.01

t
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FIG. 9. Time evolution of uA outside the pole. The parameter
setting is r+ = 5, a = 6 and ∆ = 1/2, with varying values of
µ. The mode function is evaluated r∗ = a.

culations, cf. Table II. However, we find that the precision
of the method decreases as the Proca mass increases, as
the QNM behavior is quickly hindered by the µ tail; see
Appendix A for further details.

V. DISCUSSION

We have investigated the phenomenon of trapped
QNMs as a novel destabilization mechanism of black
holes. Although the focus of this work was on the non-
minimally coupled Einstein-Proca theory, we naturally
expect trapped QNMs to exist quite generically in models
characterized by non-minimal gravitational couplings. In
fact, it is not hard to devise toy models that fall into this
category. For the sake of illustration, in Appendix B we
briefly discuss a simple scalar-tensor theory that accom-
modates trapped QNMs in a Schwarzschild background.
Interestingly, this set-up features some qualitative differ-



7

ences relative to the vector-tensor one: we find an insta-
bility for all values of the pole distance, similarly to the
axial-vector case and in contrast to the monopole one,
yet the destabilization rate is controlled by the mass of
the field rather than by the multipole number. We plan
to delve into this property in a forthcoming work [53],
where the reader may also find further results as well as
extensions of the present analysis. In particular, there we
elaborate and improve on the analytical approximations
derived in Appendix C.

Our work may be generalized in several directions. The
inclusion of a cosmological constant would be straight-
forward. In the case of anti-de Sitter space, this could
find applications in holographic condensed matter sys-
tems [61, 62]. We have also already mentioned the case
of de Sitter space as a interesting variation on the theme
of trapped QNMs because of the presence of a second
horizon. In relation to this, we remark that the polar-
vector mode equations are sensitive to both poles r± [18].
However, since both cannot lie in the physical domain,
we do not expect novel features in comparison with the
axial modes. On the other hand, in systems with several
non-minimal couplings, and thus several scales, one may
foresee the possibility of having two or more poles outside
the event horizon, giving rise to a new type of boundary
value problem in the region between two such poles.

On a more physical note, it would be critical to under-
stand how trapped QNMs evolve beyond the linearized
regime, in particular whether the instability is potentially
quenched by non-linear effects or if it should instead be
seen as catastrophic, hence ruling out or at least con-
straining a wide class of models of modified gravity and
cosmology. This could be investigated by taking into
account the backreaction of the field on the spacetime
geometry in a perturbative fashion, or more ambitiously
by full numerical relativity calculations [63].
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Appendix A: Numerical calculations

In this Appendix we provide details on our numerical
schemes and set-up, as well as information on the con-
vergence of the spectral method and error estimates of
the time-domain method.

1. Spectral method

QNM frequencies are determined by a spectral method
based on Chebyshev interpolation; see [64, 65] for text-
book introductions.

We study a generic boundary value problem for an
equation of the form

ψ′′(x) + p(ω, x)ψ′(x) + q(ω, x)ψ(x) = 0 , (A1)

where x ∈ [−1, 1], ψ is assumed analytic in this domain,
and ω is a complex parameter one seeks to determine.
The domain is discretized into a Chebyshev grid defined
by

xn = cos
( n
N
π
)
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N , (A2)

and the function ψ(x) admits an approximate represen-
tation given by

ψN (x) ≡
N∑

n=0

ψ(xn)Cn(x) , (A3)

where the cardinal functions are defined as

Cn(x) ≡ cos (n arccos(x)) . (A4)

It may be shown that ψN converges uniformly to ψ in
the limit N → ∞ [64].

Substituting (A3) in (A1) results in a set of algebraic
equations,

N∑
n=0

Mmn(ω)ψ(xn) = 0 , (A5)

where the elements Mmn are determined by

Mmn(ω) = C ′′
n(xm)+p(ω, xm)C ′

n(xm)+q(ω, xm)Cn(xm) .
(A6)

Non-trivial solutions of (A5) are given by detM(ω) = 0,
which determines the spectrum {ω}.

2. Time-domain method

To solve the mode equations in the time domain we
utilize a finite difference method in the radial direction
and the default ODE integration method of Mathematica
(Adams) along the time direction. The radial grid is
chosen to have uniform spacing in the tortoise coordinate
r∗, starting at a narrow distance from the pole, and is
wide enough so that the two endpoints remain causally
disconnected throughout the evolution. Without loss of
generality, we set r∗ = 0 at the pole r±.

As explained in the main text, the standard choice of
initial data is given by a Gaussian waveform with zero
velocity,

u(0, r∗) = exp

[
−
(
r∗ − a

∆

)2
]
, u̇(0, r∗) = 0 . (A7)
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FIG. 10. Time evolution of uA inside the pole. The parameter
setting is µ = 1/10, l = 1, a = −2, ∆ = 1/3 and r+ = 2. The
mode function is evaluated r∗ = a. The two curves correspond
to different choices for the parameter b in Eq. (A8): b = 0
(blue) and b = 10 (red).

This choice leads to two initial superposed modes, one
moving outward and one inward. Time evolution then
eventually results in five components: two initial Gaus-
sian waves, two associated late-time tails (if they exist),
and the QNM component.

Our calculations have been verified to be robust under
changes in the initial data, i.e. the parameters a and ∆.
Furthermore, we have verified some of the calculations
with the more general initial profile

u(0, r∗) = exp

[
−
(
r∗ − a

∆

)2
]
sin(br∗) , (A8)

corresponding to a wave-packet that is shifted by ±b in
momentum space. Despite very different evolutions on
short time-scales, the behavior at late times becomes uni-
versal and consistent with the predictions of the spectral
analysis. See Fig. 10 for an example.

3. Prony’s method

Prony’s method allows one to extract the QNM fre-
quencies from the time domain profile. We refer the
reader to [16, 66] for modern expositions and references
to the mathematical literature. In brief, the method con-
sists of considering a waveform ϕ(t) in the discretized
time interval t ∈ {t0, t0 + h, . . . , t0 + Nh}, where N is
an integer and h is the step size. The waveform is then
approximated by a finite sum of complex exponentials,

ϕ(t) ≈ ϕN (t) ≡
p∑

n=1

cne
−iωnt , (A9)

where p ≡ ⌊N/2⌋. Define

xn ≡ ϕ(t0 + nh) =

p∑
k=1

c̃kz
n
k , (A10)
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1.× 10-11
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|ω
M
ax
N
-
ω
N
|

FIG. 11. Convergence test for monopole QNM frequency of
fundamental mode in the pole interior, using µ = 1/10 and
MaxN = 80. The curves show the imaginary part for r− = 2
(circles) and r− = 6 (triangles).

where c̃k = cke
−iωt0 and zk = eiωkh, and let

A(z) =

p∏
n=1

(z − zn) =

p∑
n=0

αnz
n , (A11)

which defines also the sequence {αn}pn=0. Noting that
p∑

n=0

αnxn+m =

p∑
k=1

c̃kz
m
k A(zk) = 0 , (A12)

and αp = 1, we obtain p equations for the unknowns
{αn}p−1

n=0. After solving these, Eq. (A11) then determines
the parameters zk, and hence the frequencies ωk.

4. Convergence tests for spectral method

We comment here on the convergence of our spectral
method calculations. The test that a result must pass for
it to be accurate is that the quantity |ωMaxN −ωN | must
decrease as N increases, or at least not increase or oscil-
late randomly. Here N denotes the number of nodes in
the Chebyshev grid, ωN is the frequency computed with
this grid size, while ωMaxN is the frequency computed
with some large value MaxN ; see e.g. [67].

Spectral analysis in the pole interior shows very good
convergence, as is apparent from Figs. 11 and 13. Con-
vergence in the pole exterior, cf. Figs. 12 and 14, is on
the other hand much slower. This is expected from the
fact that the norm of the frequency becomes small as the
pole distance increases, as seen in Figs. 3 and 8. In spite
of this, we still find that the error remains under control
and displays a clear decreasing trend, provided the pole
radius is chosen not too large.

5. Time-domain error analysis

In this section we discuss the precision and accuracy
of our results for the time-domain integration and Prony
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FIG. 12. Convergence test for monopole QNM frequency of
fundamental mode in the pole exterior, using µ = 1/10 and
MaxN = 100. The curves show the imaginary (blue) and real
(red) parts for r− = 2 (circles) and r− = 6 (triangles).

60 70 80 90
1.× 10-82

1.× 10-62

1.× 10-42

1.× 10-22

N

|ω
M
ax
N
-
ω
N
|

FIG. 13. Convergence test for axial QNM frequency of fun-
damental mode in the pole interior, using l = 1, µ = 1/10
and MaxN = 100. The curves show the imaginary part for
r− = 2 (circles) and r− = 6 (triangles).

methods. We comment on (i) the error due to the dis-
cretization in the radial direction, (ii) the effect of our
regularization scheme at the pole, and (iii) the finite
window effect on the QNM extraction with the Prony
method.

Discretization error

The fourth order finite difference operator for
the differential equation −∂2t u(t, r∗) + ∂2r∗u(t, r∗) −
V (r∗)u(t, r∗) = 0 is given by

∆hu(t, r∗) =
1

12h2

[
− u(t, r∗ − 2h) + 16u(t, r∗ − h)

− 30u(t, r∗) + 16u(t, r∗ + h)− u(t, r∗ + 2h)
]
,

(A13)
where h is the grid spacing size. The PDE is then dis-
cretized into a set of ODEs: −∂2t uI(t)+

∑
J ∆ϵ,IJuJ(t)−

VIuI(t) = 0, where I-th mode uI corresponds to the
mode function at r∗ = ϵ + hI, and VI is the potential

40 50 60 70

1× 10-7

1× 10-6

1× 10-5

1× 10-4

0.001

0.010

N

|
ω
M
ax
N
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ω
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FIG. 14. Convergence test for axial QNM frequency of fun-
damental mode in the pole exterior, using l = 1, µ = 1/10
and MaxN = 80. The curves show the imaginary (blue) and
real (red) parts for r− = 2 (circles) and r− = 6 (triangles).

evaluated at this radius. Here ϵ denotes the distance
from the edge of the grid to the pole (see below for more
details on this) and ∆ϵ,IJ is the matrix of coefficients of
the finite difference operator (A13).

The discretization error may be defined as the residue
of the differential equation resulting from the discretiza-
tion process [68]:

Eh ≡
∣∣∆hu− ∂2r∗u

∣∣
ULP(u) + |∆hu|

=

∣∣∆hu− ∂2t u− V u
∣∣

ULP(u) + |∆hu|
, (A14)

where ULP stands for “unit at the last place”, equal to
2−52 ∼ 10−16 for the double precision ODEPACK library
of Mathematica [69]. Notice that the numerator of Eh is
precisely the ODE set after discretization. As we apply
the Adams solver in the time domain [70], Eh can be well
estimated through spline interpolation in the same basis
[71]. In Fig. 15 we show the discretization error for the
axial mode equation in the pole exterior. It is clearly
seen that the error is O(ULP) everywhere, except when
u approaches zero, which results in Eh ∼

√
ULP ∼ 10−8

(not visible in the figure as it occurs on very localized
regions in the t − r∗ plane), as expected for a second-
order equation. Similar results have been obtained for
the other equations considered in this paper.

Pole regularization

In numerical calculations, boundary conditions cannot
be set at the exact location of a pole. One considers in-
stead a small displacement ϵ, so that in the situation of
Dirichlet boundary conditions that we use in this work,
we have u(t, r∗ = ±ϵ) = 0 at the pole (where the sign
depends on whether we consider the exterior or interior
domain, and recall that we define the tortoise coordinate
such that r∗ = 0 corresponds to the pole). In our calcula-
tions ϵ is chosen as 10−8, and we have verified the robust-
ness of the results under changes in ϵ, provided it is not
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FIG. 15. Discretization error log10 Eh for the axial mode equa-
tion in the pole exterior, with the parameter setting l = 1,
µ = 1/10, r+ = 5, ∆ = 1/2, a = 6, h = 1/80 and ϵ = 10−8.

much larger than this value. Furthermore, the boundary
condition remains tightly satisfied over a long enough pe-
riod, ensuring the soundness of our time-domain analysis.

Formula (A14) for the discretization error does not ap-
ply very close to the pole. In this case, a good measure of
the precision of the numerics is provided by the logarith-
mic gradient, d log u/d log r∗. From the analytical form of
the near-pole solution, we may predict the limiting value
of this quantity as one approaches the pole. We then
compare this with the results of our numerical calcula-
tions with varying ϵ, and assess whether it approaches
the predictions as ϵ is made smaller. We find our results
to be numerically consistent.

QNM extraction

As we have seen, in the pole exterior region the norm of
the QNM frequency becomes small for large values of the
pole distance. This affects not only the precision of the
spectral method calculation but also the QNM extraction
via the Prony method. The reason is that the smallness
of |ω| causes the waveform to become quickly dominated
by the late-time tail associated to the Proca mass µ, as
explained in the main text. This should serve as word
of caution regarding the precision of our calculations for
the QNM frequencies with the Prony method. This issue
appears to be less important for the monopole mode (cf.
Table I) and for the axial mode in the regime of very
small µ (cf. Table II).

We extract the µ tail by performing a fit of the form
utail ∝ t−qeiµt on a time window that is late enough so
that the tail shows clear dominance. To a good approx-
imation, our results are consistent with the prediction
q = l + 1 [72], which is moreover robust under changes
in the fitting window. Note however that one does not
expect an exact agreement, since it is known that the tail
is in general sensitive to initial conditions [73].

Appendix B: Scalar-tensor toy model

Although the focus of this paper was on the non-
minimally coupled Einstein-Proca theory, we have em-
phasized that trapped QNMs are a very general phe-
nomenon. As an interesting illustration, we consider a
scalar-tensor theory described by the action

S[g, ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

2
∇µϕ∇µϕ− µ2

2
ϕ2

+ γRµρστRν
ρστ∇µϕ∇νϕ

]
.

(B1)
The derivation of the mode equation results in the fol-
lowing effective potential:

V =
f

r2

[
(l(l + 1) + 6) r − 8

r
+
µ2r2 + 3

P
− 9f

P 2

]
, (B2)

for the mode function u defined via ϕ =
r−1P (r)−1/2

∑
l,m u(t, r)Y lm. Here we defined

P (r) ≡ 1−
r6p
r6
, r6p ≡ 6γ . (B3)

This model therefore exhibits a second-order pole at
r = rp. Assuming γ > 1/6, the pole lies in the physi-
cal domain and we expect interesting effects associated
to trapped QNMs in the region r ∈ (1, rp).

Before discussing the numerical calculations, it is in-
teresting to comment on the predictions afforded by the
short wavelength approximation. In this regime, we find
the following result for the dispersion relation:

ω2 = f2k2 +
f

r2

[
l(l + 1) +

µ2

r6 − r6p

]
, (B4)

where k is the radial momentum. We thus see that the
scalar mode should be free from pathologies associated
to ghost or gradient instabilities. On the other hand,
we note that the mass term has the wrong sign in the
pole interior, suggesting the existence of unstable QNMs.
We also remark that the gradient terms in the disper-
sion relation are independent of the non-minimal cou-
pling constant. This may be understood from the fact
that we can write the kinetic operators in (B1) in terms
of an effective metric gµν +2γRµρστRν

ρστ , which on the
Schwarzschild background becomes conformally related
to the Schwarzschild metric. This observation highlights
that the existence of a pole in the mode equation does
not necessarily translate into the existence of gradient-
unstable solutions.

Turning to the numerical analysis in the frequency and
time domains, we consider the boundary value problem
discussed in the main text. For simplicity, here we focus
only on the interior region, r ∈ (1, rp), and on the fun-
damental mode. Consistently with the intuition grasped
from the dispersion relation (B4), we find that trapped
QNMs are unstable, with a growth rate that increases
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with the mass µ. The exception is the massless case,
µ = 0, which exhibits a stable spectrum; cf. Fig. 16. So-
lutions of the mode PDE as functions of time confirm
these results (see Fig. 17), once again highlighting the
value of trapped QNMs as a diagnostic tool for instabil-
ities.

μ=0
μ=0.5
μ=1
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1.× 10-6
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0.01

1

rp

|Im
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t|

FIG. 16. Dependence of the “interior” frequency ωint of the
fundamental mode of scalar perturbations on the value of rp,
using l = 0 and several values of µ. Imωint is negative (stable)
for µ = 0 and it is positive (unstable) for µ > 0.
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FIG. 17. Time evolution of the scalar mode function inside
the pole. The parameter setting is l = 0, a = −2, ∆ = 1/3
and rp = 10, using several values of µ. The mode function is
evaluated r∗ = a.

Appendix C: Near-pole expansion

Consider a generic Schrödinger-type equation d2u
dr2∗

+

(ω2 − V )u = 0, where we assume the potential admits
the following expansion near r∗ = 0:

V =
V−2

r2∗
+
V−1

r∗
+ V0 + · · · . (C1)

Truncating the potential at the order shown results in a
Whittaker equation, with solution

u = c1M−V−1
2κ , v2

(2κr∗) + c2U−V−1
2κ , v2

(2κr∗) , (C2)

where Ma,b and Ua,b are the Whittaker functions, κ ≡√
V0 − ω2 and v ≡

√
1 + 4V−2 . Note that Ma,b is regular

at r∗ = 0 while Ua,b is singular; hence we choose c2 = 0
(and we set c1 = 1 for simplicity). The function Ma,b

may be expressed in terms of the Laguerre function Lβ
α,

so that

u =
Γ (1 + v) Γ

(
1
2

(
1− v − V−1

κ

))
Γ
(

1
2

(
1 + v − V−1

κ

))
× e−κr∗(2κr∗)

1
2 (1+v)Lv

− 1
2

(
1+v+

V−1
κ

)(2κr∗) .
(C3)

We now make the assumption that the above solution
is valid not only close to the pole but also in a certain
domain where κr∗ is large and negative. This is reason-
able since we expect the solutions to be localized near the
pole so that the structure of the potential far from it (i.e.
the terms omitted in (C1)) should have a small impact
on the form of the solution. Still, as we discuss below,
this assumption will impose restrictions on the regime of
applicability of the present analysis.

Expanding then at large κ|r∗| (with r∗ < 0 in the pole
interior), we get a combination of exponentially growing
and decaying solutions,

u ≃ −ie−iπ
2

(
v+

V−1
2

)
Γ (1 + v)

Γ
(

1
2

(
1 + v − V−1

κ

)) (2κr∗)−V−1
2κ e−κr∗

− e
−iπ

2

(
v−V−1

2

)
Γ (1 + v)

Γ
(

1
2

(
1 + v + V−1

κ

)) (2κr∗)V−1
2κ eκr∗ .

(C4)
Localized solutions in the potential “well” of the pole
must decay as r∗ → −∞, so we obtain the condition

1

2

(
1 + v − V−1

κ

)
= −n , n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (C5)

or, solving for ω2,

ω2 = V0 −
V 2
−1(

2n+ 1 +
√

1 + 4V−2

)2 . (C6)

Naturally we do not expect this formula to provide
a good approximation for the trapped QNM spectrum
in every situation. First, we note that the validity of
the near-pole expansion, Eq. (C1), for large values of
κ|r∗| implies, in particular, that κ2|V−2| ≫ κ|V−1| ≫ |V0|
(unless of course V−2 = 0). Second, we have also assumed
that the solution decays exponentially as one moves away
from the pole. This requires that the frequency lie deep
enough in the potential well so that the mode is always
in the classically forbidden region away from the pole.
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FIG. 18. The effective potential V (r∗) for monopole (blue)
and axial-vector perturbations with l = 1 (green) and l = 2
(red). The parameter setting is µ = 1/10 and r± = 60.

In other words, if the potential has other wells besides
the pole (and let Vmin be the minimum of all these wells,
i.e. the minimum of V without the pole), then we must
require ω2 < V 2

min for the analysis to be self-consistent.

1. Monopole mode

Evaluating (C6) with the coefficients corresponding to
the monopole potential, we obtain the following approx-
imation for the trapped QNM spectrum:

ω2 = −
µ4r2−

36(n+ 1)2
+
µ2(4r− − 3)

6r−
+

(r− − 1)(2r− − 3)

r4−
.

(C7)
As explained, we expect this formula to be valid for
modes that are sufficiently localized in the vicinity of
the pole. Since the monopole potential exhibits a finite
negative well when expressed in terms of the tortoise co-
ordinate (see Fig. 18), we anticipate that Eq. (C7) will
only correctly reproduce the spectrum of sufficiently un-
stable modes. The self-consistency of the approximation

therefore requires that µ2r− ≫ n+ 1, so that

ω ≃ µ2r−
6(n+ 1)

i . (C8)

This predicts, in particular, a linear scaling of Imω with
the pole distance r−, in perfect agreement with the exact
numerical results.

2. Axial-vector mode

Applying (C6) to the axial mode potential we find

ω2 = V0 −
1

(2n+ 1)2

[
l(l + 1)

r+
+
µ2r+
3

− 4r+ − 5

4r2+

]2
,

(C9)
with

V0 = − (4r+ − 5)l(l + 1)

2r3+
+

(
2

3
− 1

2r+

)
µ2

+
176r2+ − 496r+ + 323

48r4+
.

(C10)

The potential also exhibits a local minimum in this case,
with the difference that Vmin strongly depends on the
multipole number l, explicitly Vmin ∝ −l(l + 1); see
Fig. 18. A necessary condition for formula (C9) to be
applicable is therefore that ω2 be sufficiently large and
negative.

Two interesting regimes may be identified. The first is
when l = O(1), 0 < µ ≲ 1 and µ2r+ ≫ 2n+ 1, so that

ω ≃ µ2r+
6(n+ 1/2)

i . (C11)

This is very similar to the result for the monopole mode.
The second case is when n = O(1), µ ≲ 1 and l(l+1) ≫
r2+, leading to

ω ≃ 1

2n+ 1

[
l(l + 1)

r+
+
µ2r+
3

+
n(n+ 1)(4r+ − 5)

r2+

]
i .

(C12)
Note that this regime is consistent, because although the
potential well Vmin also becomes deeper as l increases, it
does so slower than ω2. As mentioned in the main text,
the last result explains the scaling with l observed in the
exact numerical calculations.
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