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Review of analytic results on quasinormal modes of black holes
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We present a concise review of known analytic results for quasinormal modes of black holes and
related spacetimes. Our emphasis is on those regimes where the perturbation equations admit
exact or perturbative solutions, providing insights complementary to numerical or semi-analytic
approaches. We discuss solvable cases in lower-dimensional spacetimes, algebraically special modes,
and exact results in higher-curvature gravity theories. Particular attention is given to the eikonal
regime and its correspondence with null geodesics, as well as to beyond-eikonal approximations based
on inverse multipole expansions in parametrized metrics. We review analytic solutions obtained in
the near-extremal limit of Schwarzschild–de Sitter black holes, in the regime of large field mass,
and in pure de Sitter and anti–de Sitter spacetimes, where boundary conditions play a crucial role.
While not exhaustive, this overview highlights the diversity of techniques and physical insights made
possible by analytic treatments of quasinormal spectra.

I. INTRODUCTION

The advent of gravitational wave astronomy and ob-
servation in electromagnetic spectra has opened an un-
precedented observational window into the strong-field
regime of gravity [1–9]. The detection of gravitational
waves from binary black hole mergers by the LIGO and
Virgo collaborations [10–12] has confirmed one of the
most striking predictions of general relativity and en-
abled the study of black holes as astrophysical objects.
A particularly important phase of the gravitational wave
signal is the ringdown, during which the merged object
settles into a stationary black hole. This stage is governed
by quasinormal modes (QNMs), which encode the char-
acteristic oscillations of the perturbed black hole space-
time [13–15]. Since QNMs depend only on the geometry
of the final black hole, their detection provides a direct
probe of the near-horizon structure of spacetime and the
first few overtones of quasinormal spectrum, essential for
the early ringdown phase [16, 17], are especially sensi-
tive to the geometry extremely close to the event horizon
[18, 19].

Future gravitational wave observatories, such as the
space-based LISA mission [20], will dramatically increase
the sensitivity to the ringdown phase, allowing for pre-
cision tests of gravity in the strong-field regime. More-
over, QNMs offer a powerful tool for testing the no-hair
theorem and for distinguishing black holes from exotic
compact objects. The goal of the present work is to re-
view analytic results on QNMs in black hole spacetimes,
highlighting the mathematical techniques and physical
insights obtained in those special cases where exact or
approximate solutions are available.

Despite their significance, obtaining closed-form ex-
pressions for quasinormal modes remains a formidable
challenge. In most cases, the differential equations gov-
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erning linear perturbations are too complex to admit ex-
act analytic solutions. Even for the Schwarzschild space-
time—the simplest vacuum black hole solution in general
relativity—the Regge–Wheeler equation describing axial
gravitational perturbations [21] does not yield analytic
expressions for the QNM spectrum. As a result, one must
rely on a variety of numerical and semi-analytic methods,
such as the continued fraction method [22], the WKB ap-
proximation [23–28], time-domain integration [29], and
spectral methods [30–32], to compute the complex QNM
frequencies.

The situation becomes even more intricate for rotating
or charged black holes, where variable separation may
be less straightforward, and the effective potentials of-
ten lack the frequency-independent, single-peak barrier
structure required for many approximation techniques
(see, for instance, [22, 33–39]). As a result, exact analytic
solutions for quasinormal modes are exceedingly rare and
typically exist only in highly symmetric or fine-tuned sce-
narios. Nevertheless, analytic progress has been made
in certain regimes—such as near-extremality, asymptotic
limits, or high multipole numbers—where simplifications
allow closed-form or perturbative analytic results. This
review aims to systematize such cases and illustrate the
physical insight they offer.

One of the most fruitful analytic regimes is the so-
called eikonal limit, which corresponds to high-frequency
perturbations with large multipole numbers ℓ. In
this limit, the behavior of quasinormal modes can be
intuitively understood using a geometric-optics anal-
ogy, where perturbations follow unstable circular null
geodesics around the black hole. Specifically, the real
part of the QNM frequency corresponds to the angular
frequency of the orbit, while the imaginary part is re-
lated to the Lyapunov exponent that governs its insta-
bility [40]. This elegant correspondence allows for the
derivation of compact analytic expressions in the eikonal
regime and has been applied successfully in a wide vari-
ety of spacetimes [40–43]. Moreover, null geodesics play
a critical role in critical collapse and black hole formation
[44, 45].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2504.05014v1
mailto:bolokhov-sv@rudn.ru
mailto:milenas577@mail.ru 


2

The eikonal approximation is also the regime where
the WKB method reaches its highest accuracy, enabling
semi-analytic computations of QNMs. In this context,
QNM spectra often become nearly independent of the
spin of the perturbing field and converge rapidly to their
asymptotic behavior even at moderate ℓ values. Analytic
formulas in this regime have been extensively developed
across a broad range of black hole and compact object
models, [46–56].

Beyond the eikonal limit, analytic techniques have con-
tinued to evolve. Recent work has demonstrated that
controlled expansions in inverse powers of ℓ allow one to
compute subleading corrections to the eikonal frequency,
producing analytic expressions that remain accurate at
intermediate values of ℓ [57]. These beyond-eikonal ap-
proximations have been successfully applied in numer-
ous recent studies to analyze black hole perturbations in
various alternative gravity theories and exotic scenarios
[43, 58–63]. Such approaches offer a compelling balance
between analytical clarity and quantitative accuracy.

Analytic results for quasinormal modes, although con-
fined to special cases or regimes, are of high value both
theoretically and practically. Firstly, they make explicit
the dependence of QNM frequencies on the physical pa-
rameters of the black hole or the underlying theory of
gravity, thereby providing direct physical insight. Sec-
ondly, they serve as benchmarks to validate numerical
computations and test the convergence and accuracy of
semi-analytical methods. Thirdly, they are indispensable
in parameter scans across large theory spaces or families
of compact objects, where numerical methods may be
computationally expensive or unstable. In this way, ana-
lytic approaches enhance our understanding of black hole
spectroscopy.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we re-
view cases in which analytic expressions for quasinormal
modes have been obtained in lower-dimensional space-
times, where the perturbation equations are typically
simpler and exactly solvable. Section III is devoted to
algebraically special modes, which, while not comprising
the full QNM spectrum, admit exact solutions in special
settings and reveal important mathematical structure.

In Section IV, we discuss exactly solvable models aris-
ing in modified gravity theories and higher-curvature cor-
rections, including cases where the perturbation equa-
tions reduce to hypergeometric or Pöschl–Teller forms.
Section V focuses on the eikonal regime and its corre-
spondence with unstable null geodesics, while Section
VI details the derivation of analytic QNMs in terms of
Lyapunov exponents and photon sphere characteristics.
In Section VII, we explore beyond-eikonal analytic ap-
proximations based on inverse multipole expansions in
parametrized spherically symmetric spacetimes. Section
VIII presents analytic results in the near-extremal limit
of de Sitter black holes, where the wave equation reduces
to exactly solvable forms such as the Pöschl–Teller poten-
tial. In Section IX, we analyze the regime of large field
mass µM ≫ 1, where the WKB approach provides highly

accurate expressions through a 1/µ expansion. Section X
reviews quasinormal modes in pure de Sitter and anti–de
Sitter spacetimes, highlighting the role of boundary con-
ditions and causal structure. Finally, in Section XI, we
summarize our conclusions and comment on prospects
for future work.

II. ANALYTIC QUASINORMAL MODES IN

THE BTZ BLACK HOLE BACKGROUND

One of the most important exactly solvable models for
quasinormal modes is provided by the (2+1)-dimensional
Banados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole [64]. Un-
like in higher-dimensional cases, the wave equations gov-
erning perturbations of this spacetime are analytically
solvable for scalar, electromagnetic, and even spinor
(Weyl/Dirac) fields. This makes the BTZ background
a valuable testing ground for exploring the properties of
quasinormal modes (QNMs) and their role in holography,
especially in light of the AdS/CFT correspondence.

The BTZ metric for a non-rotating black hole in
asymptotically AdS3 spacetime is given by

ds2 =

(

−M +
r2

ℓ2

)

dt2 −
(

−M +
r2

ℓ2

)−1

dr2 − r2dφ2,

(1)
where M is the black hole mass and ℓ is the AdS radius,
related to the cosmological constant via Λ = −1/ℓ2. The

event horizon is located at r = r+ = ℓ
√
M .

The scalar field Φ obeys the Klein-Gordon equation

∇µ∇µΦ = 0. (2)

Using the separation of variables ansatz

Φ(t, r, φ) =
1

r1/2
f(r)e−iωt+imφ, (3)

and transforming to the tortoise coordinate r∗ via

dr∗

dr
=

(

r2

ℓ2
−M

)−1

, (4)

the equation reduces to a Schrödinger-like wave equation:

d2f

dr2∗
+
[

ω2 − V (r)
]

f = 0, (5)

where the effective potential is

V (r) =
3r2

4ℓ4
− M

2ℓ2
− M2

4r2
+
m2

ℓ2
− Mm2

r2
. (6)

At the horizon (r∗ → −∞), the physical boundary
condition is purely ingoing waves:

Ψ(r∗) ∼ e−iωr
∗

, r∗ → −∞. (7)

At spatial infinity (r∗ = 0), the potential diverges, im-
plying that the solution must vanish:

Ψ(r∗) → 0, r∗ → 0. (8)
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These boundary conditions define the quasinormal spec-
trum.

Introducing the new variable x = 1/ cosh2(
√
Mr∗) ∈

[0, 1], the wave equation transforms into a hypergeomet-
ric equation. By suitable rescaling of the wavefunction,

f(r∗) = (1 − x)3/4xiω/2
√
My(x), (9)

the function y(x) satisfies the standard hypergeometric
form:

x(1 − x)y′′ + [c− (a+ b+ 1)x]y′ − aby = 0, (10)

with the parameters

a = 1 +
im

2
√
M

− iω

2
√
M
, (11)

b = 1− im

2
√
M

− iω

2
√
M
, (12)

c = 1− iω√
M
. (13)

The ingoing condition at the horizon (x = 0) and van-
ishing at infinity (x = 1) impose quantization:

a = −n or b = −n, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (14)

leading to exact quasinormal frequencies:

ω = ±m− 2i
√
M(n+ 1). (15)

These results hold for both scalar and electromagnetic
fields due to the equivalence of their wave equations in
three dimensions.

The exact solvability of the scalar and electromag-
netic QNMs in the BTZ background provides a valu-
able benchmark for testing numerical methods and un-
derstanding the physics of AdS black holes. The QNM
frequencies scale with the black hole radius, and hence
with its temperature, consistent with expectations from
the AdS/CFT correspondence [65–67]. In the dual CFT,
these frequencies govern the thermalization timescales of
perturbations, linking gravitational dynamics in the bulk
with relaxation in the boundary theory [68]. The BTZ
black hole is thus an important toy model for exploring
black hole spectroscopy and holography.

In [69], the authors analyzed the quasinormal modes
(QNMs) of a (2 + 1)-dimensional BTZ black hole, tak-
ing into account the quantum backreaction from a con-
formally coupled scalar field. The backreaction arises
from the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor
〈Tµν〉 due to Hawking radiation and leads to a modified
spacetime geometry. The corrected semiclassical Einstein
equations take the form

Gµν + Λgµν = κ〈Tµν〉. (16)

The modified BTZ metric is given by

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2 dφ2, (17)

with the corrected lapse function

f(r) =
r2

L2
−M − 2ℓpF (M)

r
, (18)

where L is the AdS radius, M the black hole mass, ℓp =
~/8 is the Planck length in (2+1) dimensions, and F (M)
encodes the one-loop backreaction correction due to the
scalar field:

F (M) =
M3/2

2
√
2

∞
∑

n=1

e−inδ
[

cosh(2πn
√
M) + 3

]

[

cosh(2πn
√
M)− 1

]3/2
, (19)

where δ is an arbitrary phase [69].
The evolution of a conformally coupled scalar field

Φ(t, r, φ) is governed by the wave equation:

�Φ =
1

8
RΦ. (20)

Using the ansatz Φ(t, r, φ) = e−iωteiLφ ψ(r)√
r

and the tor-

toise coordinate dr∗/dr = 1/f(r), the wave equation re-
duces to

(

d2

dr2∗
+ ω2 − V (r)

)

ψ(r∗) = 0, (21)

with the effective potential

V (r) =

(

M + 4L2

4r2
− 3ℓpF (M)

2r3

)

f(r). (22)

The appropriate boundary conditions for quasinormal
modes in this asymptotically AdS spacetime are:

• purely ingoing waves at the horizon (r∗ → −∞),

• Dirichlet boundary condition at spatial infinity
(r∗ → 0).

By expanding the potential near the boundary, it was
shown that the leading effect of the backreaction is equiv-
alent to a constant energy shift:

ω2 → ω̃2 = ω2 −
(

4L2 +M
)

(

L

M

)3/2

F (M) ℓp. (23)

The wave equation in this form admits an exact solution
in terms of modified Bessel functions:

G(r∗, ξ; ω̃) =

In(z(ξ)) [In(Z0)Kn(z(r∗))−Kn(Z0)In(z(r∗))]√
LMIn(Z0)

, (24)

where n = −iω̃/
√
LM and Z0 =

√

V0/(LM). Here,
Iν(z) and Kν(z) denote the modified Bessel functions
of the first and second kind, respectively. These special
functions appear as solutions to the differential equation
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arising in the Green function method and are chosen to
satisfy the appropriate boundary conditions at the hori-
zon and at spatial infinity.

The quasinormal frequencies are determined from the
poles of the Green function, that is, the condition

In(Z0) = 0. (25)

The physical implications of these corrections are sig-
nificant: backreaction due to Hawking radiation leads to
QNMs with higher real frequencies and reduced damp-
ing rates. This makes small quantum-corrected black
holes better oscillators (with higher quality factors Q =
|ωRe|/|ωIm|) compared to classical macroscopic black
holes.

The exact solutions were generalized for other 2 + 1
dimensional black holes [70, 71]. However, adding higher
curvature corrections in the Gauss-Bonnet form [72] al-
ready leads to the spectral problem which cannot be
solved analytically [73]. The two dimensional black holes
sometimes also admit exact solutions as shown in [74, 75].

III. ALGEBRAICALLY SPECIAL MODES

A. Algebraically special modes for Schwarzschild

black hole and Schwarzschild singularity

An intriguing class of analytic solutions in black hole
perturbation theory arises from so-called algebraically

special modes. These modes, originally identified in the
context of the Teukolsky formalism and characterized by
vanishing of specific invariants (e.g., the Starobinsky con-
stant), often admit exact analytical expressions and are
closely associated with unique features in the structure
of the perturbation equations.

In [76], Cardoso and Cavaglià explored the role of alge-
braically special modes in the stability analysis of four-
dimensional negative-mass Schwarzschild and (anti-)de
Sitter spacetimes. These spacetimes exhibit naked sin-
gularities and, though unphysical from the standpoint of
the cosmic censorship conjecture, they serve as testbeds
for studying perturbative instabilities.

The background metric considered has the form

ds2 = f(r)dt2 − dr2

f(r)
− r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (26)

f(r) = α
r2

R2
+ 1− 2M

r
, (27)

where α = +1 corresponds to AdS, α = −1 to dS, and R
is the AdS/dS curvature radius. The mass parameter M
is allowed to take negative values, and the perturbations
are classified into odd (Regge-Wheeler) and even (Zerilli)
sectors.

The master wave equations for both parity sectors re-
duce to Schrödinger-like forms:

d2Ψ±
dr2∗

+
[

ω2 − V±(r)
]

Ψ± = 0, (28)

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate defined by dr/dr∗ =
f(r). The effective potentials V± can be written in a
supersymmetric form as

V± =W 2 ± dW

dr∗
+ β, (29)

withW (r) and β being functions determined by the back-
ground geometry and multipole number ℓ.

Algebraically special modes are defined as those for
which the quasinormal frequency satisfies ω2 = β, leading
to the solution

Ψ±(r∗) = χ±(r∗)

(

C1 + C2

∫ r∗ dr′∗
χ2
±(r

′
∗)

)

, (30)

χ±(r∗) = exp

(

±
∫

W (r′∗)dr
′
∗

)

. (31)

Remarkably, these modes can be constructed ex-
actly, allowing a detailed investigation of their behav-
ior near singularities and boundaries. The authors
demonstrate that for the negative-mass Schwarzschild
and Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetimes, the even-parity
(Zerilli) algebraically special modes are regular and grow
exponentially in time, implying instability:

ωs = i
(ℓ− 1)ℓ(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

12|M | . (32)

In contrast, the odd-parity modes are found to be stable
under the same conditions.

The analysis further reveals that these instabilities per-
sist even in the presence of a cosmological constant, al-
though the precise behavior depends on the boundary
conditions imposed at spatial infinity. In asymptotically
AdS spacetimes, the choice of boundary conditions (e.g.,
reflective vs. transparent) can determine the presence or
absence of instability. Overall, this work shows that al-
gebraically special modes are not merely mathematical
curiosities but can be physically significant in diagnosing
instabilities in geometries beyond the usual positive-mass
black holes.

B. Algebraically Special Modes and Darboux

Transformations

Algebraically special modes form a distinguished class
of solutions to black hole perturbation equations, char-
acterized by their reflectionless nature: waves purely in-
going at the horizon and outgoing at infinity. Histori-
cally, such solutions were first studied in the context of
Schwarzschild perturbations, and later extended to Kerr
spacetime and other settings. A seminal analysis of these
modes for Schwarzschild black holes was presented in [77],
while further developments appeared in [78].

A central observation is that algebraically special so-
lutions are often tied to exact, closed-form expressions
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for the wavefunction at specific (imaginary) frequencies.
For instance, for the Regge-Wheeler equation governing
axial perturbations of Schwarzschild black holes,

d2X

dx2
+
[

ω2 − VRW(r)
]

X = 0, (33)

the algebraically special frequency is given by [79]

ω∗ = −in(n+ 1)

3M
, n =

1

2
(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2), (34)

and the exact solution is

X∗(r) =

(

n+
3M

r

)

e−iω∗x, (35)

describing a purely ingoing wave with no reflection. A
corresponding Zerilli solution can be obtained via the
Chandrasekhar transformation.

These special solutions play a pivotal role in the the-
ory of Darboux transformations, which relate pairs of
second-order linear differential equations while preserv-
ing the spectrum under suitable conditions. This connec-
tion has been fully explored in [80], where the authors
identified Chandrasekhar’s transformation between the
Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli equations as a classical Dar-
boux transformation.

Let us briefly outline the mechanism. Consider two
Schrödinger-type wave equations

d2y

dx2
+ q(x)y = 0, (36)

d2Y

dx2
+Q(x)Y = 0, (37)

connected by the Darboux transformation

Y = y′ + f(x)y, (38)

where f(x) satisfies the Riccati equation

f ′ − f2 − q(x) = −c, (39)

and Q(x) = q(x)−2f ′(x). The generator function f(x) is
typically constructed from a known solution u(x) of the
original equation via

f(x) = − d

dx
lnu(x). (40)

In the Schwarzschild case, using the algebraically spe-
cial solution X∗(x) as the generating function yields
the Zerilli potential from the Regge-Wheeler one, con-
firming their isospectrality. Importantly, this approach
shows that the reflection and transmission coefficients,
and hence the quasinormal spectra, are preserved under
the Darboux map — provided the potentials are short-
ranged and regular [80].

The analysis is further enriched in the Kerr case. Al-
though the Teukolsky equation with its long-range po-
tential does not allow a standard Darboux mapping to

a short-range equation, a generalized Darboux transfor-
mation (GDT) can be invoked. The GDT takes the form

Y = β(x)y′ + f(x)y, (41)

and allows, under proper constraints, the transformation
of long-range potentials into short-range ones. This tech-
nique underlies the derivation of the Sasaki-Nakamura
equation from the Teukolsky equation [81].

Moreover, the existence of algebraically special solu-
tions simplifies the construction of such transformations.
For example, the Kerr algebraically special modes are
known in closed form and can be used to generate GDT
mappings between Teukolsky-derived equations [79, 80].

Summarizing, the connection between algebraically
special modes and Darboux transformations has been ex-
plored in [80] and shown that certain special solutions
can be mapped between different types of perturbation
equations (e.g., axial and polar) via Darboux or super-
symmetric quantum mechanical transformations, further
underscoring the algebraic structure behind these modes.
Notably, an explicit analysis of this mechanism shows
how algebraically special solutions relate to reflectionless
scattering.

It is worth mentioning that algebraically special modes
should not be confused with the purely imaginary modes
which appear frequently in the spectra of various black
hole models [30, 82–97]. The latter may indicate the hy-
drodynamics mode in the gauge/gravity duality, purely
de Sitter branch of modes in asymptotically de Sitter
spacetimes or simply the onset of instability [82, 98]. The
algebraically special modes for Schwarzschild stars have
been found in [99], while for four and higher dimensional
Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole in [91, 100, 101].

C. Are algebraically special modes special?

Algebraically special modes occupy a unique place in
the study of black hole perturbations. While they share
many features with quasinormal modes (QNMs), they
do not fully qualify as QNMs in the conventional sense.
These modes correspond to special discrete frequencies
at which the black hole potential becomes reflectionless.
That is, a wave sent from infinity toward the black hole
at this special frequency will be entirely absorbed, with
no reflection, and vice versa.

Mathematically, both QNMs and algebraically special
modes obey similar-looking boundary conditions: they
are purely ingoing at the black hole horizon and purely
outgoing at spatial infinity. However, the crucial dis-
tinction is that QNMs describe damped oscillations with
complex frequencies and non-zero reflection, whereas al-
gebraically special modes are typically associated with
purely imaginary frequencies and zero reflection. In fact,
at the algebraically special frequency, the reflection coef-
ficient vanishes, which implies that the effective potential
becomes transparent for waves at this specific energy.
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Feature QNMs Algebraically Special Modes

Horizon behavior Ingoing Ingoing

Infinity behavior Outgoing Outgoing

Frequency type Complex (damped) Usually purely imaginary

Reflection coefficient Non-zero Zero (reflectionless)

Excitation in dynamics Yes (dominates late-time signal) No (typically not excited)

Appears in Green’s function Yes No

Physical interpretation Observable in ringdown Mathematical symmetry/structure

TABLE I. Comparison between quasinormal modes and algebraically special modes.

One of the earliest and most influential studies of such
modes is due to Chandrasekhar, who demonstrated their
existence in the Schwarzschild geometry through a re-
markable factorization of the Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli
equations [102]. These results were further refined in
later works such as [103], which examined the analytic
structure of the Green’s function and showed that these
modes, while satisfying the same asymptotic boundary
conditions as QNMs, do not appear as poles in the

Green’s function and therefore do not dominate the time
evolution of perturbations.

Thus, algebraically special modes can be viewed as a
mathematical curiosity that provides insights into the
symmetry structure of black hole perturbation theory.
However, they do not generally correspond to physically
excited modes in dynamical processes such as black hole
mergers. This distinction is summarized in Table I.

In summary, while algebraically special modes for-
mally satisfy the same boundary conditions as quasinor-
mal modes and share certain spectral properties, they
do not appear in the physical spectrum that governs the
time evolution of perturbations. Nevertheless, their role
in the mathematical structure of black hole perturbation
theory—especially their connection to Darboux transfor-
mations and potential isospectrality—makes them a valu-
able topic of theoretical interest.

IV. PARTICULAR CASES IN THEORIES WITH

HIGHER CURVATURE CORRECTIONS AND

MODIFIED THEORIES OF GRAVITY

An intriguing exactly solvable case for quasinormal
modes (QNMs) appears in the context of Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet (EGB) gravity with a negative cosmological con-
stant. In particular, for a special value of the Gauss-
Bonnet coupling constant α = R2/2, where R is the AdS
radius, the metric of a D-dimensional EGB-AdS black
hole simplifies considerably and allows for an analytical
treatment of perturbations [85].

The background metric in this case is given by

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

D−2, (42)

where

f(r) =
r2

R2

(

1−
(rH
r

)D−1
)

, (43)

and rH denotes the event horizon. This is structurally
equivalent to the BTZ-like form, with the effective po-
tential taking a form that allows for exact solutions.

The scalar field perturbations in this geometry are gov-
erned by the standard Klein-Gordon equation:

1√−g∂µ
(√−ggµν∂νφ

)

= m2φ, (44)

which, after separation of variables and transforming to
the tortoise coordinate r∗, reduces to a Schrödinger-like
equation.

In this specific background, the radial part of the
perturbation equation transforms into a hypergeomet-
ric equation, enabling exact determination of the QNMs.
The solution satisfying the boundary conditions of in-
going waves at the horizon and vanishing at the AdS
boundary leads to the discrete spectrum of quasinormal
frequencies [85]:

ω = − i

R2

(

2rH(2 + n)±
√

R2(2 + ℓ) + 4r2H

)

,

where rH is the event horizon radius, n the overtone
number, and ℓ the multipole number. This expression
demonstrates how the imaginary part increases linearly
with n, reflecting the increasing damping of higher over-
tones. The presence of the square root reflects the in-
fluence of both the spacetime curvature and the angular
momentum on the oscillatory part of the spectrum.

These analytic results not only offer a rare opportunity
to probe the spectrum of higher-curvature black holes in
exact form but also reveal the onset of eikonal instability
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at large ℓ [104–109] [82–84, 86], as the square root term
can become imaginary depending on the parameters. It
is worth mentioning that similar simplification, allowing
for exact solutions, takes place in 4-dimensional Lifshitz
Black Hole and topological BHs [110–112].

V. EIKONAL REGIME AND FIRST-ORDER

WKB APPROXIMATION

In the study of black hole perturbations, one par-
ticularly useful approximation arises in the eikonal
regime, where the angular momentum number ℓ is
large. In this limit, the perturbation equations sim-
plify significantly, and analytical expressions for quasi-
normal frequencies can often be obtained using the
Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) method. The WKB
formula for finding quasinormal modes of black holes was
first found in [23] and later developed to higher orders in
[24, 26–28]. It has been used in great number of publica-
tions as a quick and relatively accurate method for find-
ing quasinormal modes and grey-body factors (see, for ex-
ample, [55, 113–130] and references therein). It should be
noted that the WKB method is applicable only in space-
times that are asymptotically flat or de Sitter, where
the boundary condition corresponds to a purely outgo-
ing wave—either at spatial infinity or at the cosmological
horizon. In asymptotically anti–de Sitter (AdS) space-
times, the boundary at infinity is timelike and requires
different boundary conditions (typically Dirichlet), which
are incompatible with the assumptions of the WKB ap-
proximation.

The general form of the master wave equation for linear
perturbations of black holes is

d2Ψ

dr2∗
+
[

ω2 − V (r)
]

Ψ = 0, (45)

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate defined by dr∗/dr =
1/f(r) and V (r) is the effective potential which depends
on the spin of the field and the black hole background.
In the eikonal limit (ℓ≫ 1), the potential typically forms
a single peak, making it amenable to a WKB-type treat-
ment.

At first order, the WKB method gives the following
quantization condition for quasinormal modes [23]:

i(ω2 − V0)
√

−2V ′′
0

= n+
1

2
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (46)

where V0 is the maximum of the potential and V ′′
0 is

the second derivative with respect to r∗ evaluated at the
peak. Solving for ω yields:

ω =
√

V0 − i

(

n+
1

2

)

√

− V ′′
0

2V0
. (47)

This formula provides analytic access to the quasinor-
mal spectrum at high ℓ and gives reasonably accurate
results even at moderate ℓ, especially for low overtones.

Schwarzschild Black Hole. For the Schwarzschild
black hole, the effective potential for scalar and gravita-
tional perturbations in the eikonal limit is:

V (r) = f(r)
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
, f(r) = 1− 2M

r
. (48)

This potential attains its maximum at

r0 = 3M, (49)

which corresponds to the location of the unstable circu-
lar photon orbit (though we postpone the geometrical
interpretation to the next section).

Evaluating V0 and V ′′
0 at r0 = 3M , one obtains the

well-known analytic expression for quasinormal modes in
the eikonal regime [131, 132]:

ω =
1

3
√
3M

(

ℓ+
1

2
− i

(

n+
1

2

))

+O
(

1

ℓ

)

. (50)

Kerr Black Hole (Slow Rotation). For the slowly
rotating Kerr black hole, the perturbation equations are
more involved but can still be treated analytically in the
eikonal limit. In this case, the quasinormal frequencies
for a perturbation with azimuthal number m and multi-
pole number ℓ are approximated as [131, 132]:

ω ≈ ωSch + amδω +O(a2), (51)

where ωSch is the Schwarzschild eikonal frequency, and
the correction δω depends on the field’s spin and parity.
The linear term in a reflects the Zeeman-like splitting of
modes due to the black hole’s rotation.

Eikonal formulas derived for various black hole mod-
els, fields’ configurations and gravitational theories are
summarized in table II.

The derivation and physical interpretation of the
eikonal formula in terms of the photon sphere and its
instability properties will be discussed in detail in the
next section, where we explore the correspondence be-
tween quasinormal modes and null geodesics.

VI. EIKONAL QUASINORMAL MODES AND

NULL GEODESIC CORRESPONDENCE

In the eikonal (large-ℓ) limit, the quasinormal mode
(QNM) spectrum and the black hole shadow are both
governed by the geometry of unstable circular null
geodesics (the photon sphere). For a general static,
spherically symmetric metric of the form

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 + dr2

g(r)
+ r2dΩ2,

perturbations of massless fields are governed by a wave
equation that reduces to a Schrödinger-like form for the
radial part:

d2Ψ

dr2∗
+
[

ω2 − Veff(r)
]

Ψ = 0,
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Gravitational Theory Publication

Schwarzschild, Kerr, R-N [39, 61, 131, 132]

Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet [41, 88, 133–135]

Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet [136, 137]

Einstein-Weyl Gravity [138, 139]

Dilaton Gravity [30, 51, 140, 141]

LQG-inspired metrics [32, 54, 123, 142, 143]

Starobinsky-Bel-Robinson gravity [43]

Tangherlini metric [26]

BH in the Goedel Universe [50]

brane-world models [144, 145]

Preston-Poisson BH [146]

SdS [57, 147]

Kazakov-Solodukhin BH [148]

general parametrized BHs [58, 149–151]

BH in galactic halo [152, 153]

Effective Field Theory [154]

T-duality inspired BHs [19]

Regular BHs in higher curvature gravity [155]

pure Weyl gravity [96]

BHs with anisotropic fluid [156]

scalar-tensor theories [46–48]

Regular BHs in ASG [157]

Regular BHs in electrodynamics [158, 159]

M-T wormholes [160, 161]

scalar coupled to Einstein tensor [97]

TABLE II. Examples of gravitational theories and corre-
sponding key publications on the eikonal limit of quasinormal
modes.

where the tortoise coordinate is defined by

dr∗
dr

=
1

√

f(r)g(r)
.

In the eikonal limit ℓ ≫ 1, the effective potential is ap-
proximated as

Veff(r) ≈ f(r)
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
.

This potential has a peak near the radius of the unstable
circular photon orbit r = rc, and the QNMs can be com-
puted using the first-order WKB formula (e.g., Schutz
and Will, 1985):

i(ω2 − V0)
√

−2V ′′
0

= n+
1

2
,

where V0 = Veff(rc) and V ′′
0 is the second derivative of the

potential with respect to the tortoise coordinate, evalu-
ated at r = rc.

Solving for ω, one obtains:

ω =
√

V0 − i

(

n+
1

2

)

√

− V ′′
0

2V0
.

Using the eikonal approximation ℓ≫ 1, we have:

V0 = f(rc)
ℓ2

r2c
,

√

V0 = ℓ

√

f(r)

r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

≡ Ωcℓ.

Similarly, one can show (see [40]) that the second deriva-
tive of the potential in tortoise coordinates yields the
Lyapunov exponent:

λ =

√

√

√

√

g(r)

2

(

2f(r)

r2
− f ′′(r)

f(r)
+

(

f ′(r)

f(r)

)2
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

.

Substituting into the WKB result, the QNM frequencies
take the form [40]:

ωQNM = Ωcℓ− i

(

n+
1

2

)

λ,

where:

Ωc =

√

f(r)

r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

.

The same photon orbit determines the black hole shadow
observed at infinity. The critical impact parameter for a
massless particle approaching the black hole is:

bc =
r

√

f(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

.

This corresponds to the apparent radius of the shadow
Rsh = bc for an observer at asymptotic infinity. Hence,
both the real part of the QNM frequency (via Ωc) and
the size of the shadow (via bc) are determined by the
geometry of the photon sphere [162, 163].

This geometric interpretation provides a powerful link
between QNMs and the geodesic structure of space-
time, and has been verified in many cases including
Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes. However, this cor-
respondence is not universally valid.

In particular, the correspondence relies on the form
of the effective potential being dominated by a standard
centrifugal term ∝ ℓ2/r2 in the eikonal regime. If the po-
tential is modified—for example, by higher curvature cor-
rections or matter couplings—the centrifugal term may
acquire ℓ-independent contributions or deviate from the
usual form, breaking the assumptions of the WKB expan-
sion and thus invalidating the geodesic correspondence.

In [41, 88, 136], it was shown that for Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet black holes, the eikonal QNM frequencies of grav-
itational perturbations do not coincide with the predic-
tions from the geodesic correspondence, due to the mod-
ification of the effective potential by the higher curva-
ture terms. This effect is usually absent for test fields in
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Quantity Expression Depends on

Photon sphere radius rc
d

dr

(

f(r)

r2

)

= 0 Geometry f(r)

Angular frequency Ωc

√

f(r)

r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

f(r) at rc

Lyapunov exponent λ

√

√

√

√

g(r)

2

(

2f

r2
−

f ′′

f
+

(

f ′

f

)

2
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

f(r), g(r) at rc

Eikonal QNM frequency ω ω = Ωcℓ− i

(

n+
1

2

)

λ Photon orbit properties

Shadow impact parameter bc
r

√

f(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rc

f(r) at rc

TABLE III. Quantities governing eikonal QNMs and the black hole shadow, all derived from the photon sphere.

asymptotically flat black hole background, where the cor-
respondence still holds, as was shown in various theories
of gravity [32, 54, 60, 113, 143, 164].

Further refinements were given in [42], where it was
demonstrated that in asymptotically de Sitter space-
times, an additional “de Sitter branch” of QNMs ex-
ists, for which the correspondence with photon spheres
fails. The standard correspondence applies only to the
Schwarzschild-like branch. A more recent work [43] em-
phasized that when the effective potential lacks a well-
defined peak or if the Taylor expansion near the peak
fails to match the full WKB series, the correspondence
becomes unreliable.

The eikonal regime may also signal the onset of a
catastrophic dynamical instability, rendering the linear
approximation invalid [104, 107, 108, 165], and conse-
quently breaking the correspondence with null geodesics.
This so-called eikonal instability arises at high multipole
numbers ℓ, since in certain modified gravity theories, in-
creasing ℓ not only raises the potential barrier but also
deepens a negative gap in the effective potential. This
structure allows for the formation of bound states with
negative energy, triggering the instability [165].

Thus, while the geodesic-QNM correspondence is ele-
gant and holds in many cases, its validity is ultimately
contingent upon the applicability of the WKB method
and the dominance of a standard centrifugal barrier in
the effective potential.

VII. BEYOND THE EIKONAL LIMIT

A significant step toward obtaining analytic results
for quasinormal modes (QNMs) and grey-body factors
of black holes was proposed in [57]. There, the authors
extended the WKB approach beyond the eikonal limit
to construct compact analytic expressions that remain
remarkably accurate even for low multipole numbers ℓ.
The general strategy is to match the Taylor expansion of
the effective potential near its peak with the asymptotic
boundary conditions, order by order in inverse powers of

κ = ℓ+ 1/2.
The starting point is the wave-like equation

d2Ψ

dr2∗
+
(

ω2 − V (r∗)
)

Ψ = 0, (52)

with QNM boundary conditions:

Ψ(r∗ → −∞) ∝ e−iωr∗ , Ψ(r∗ → +∞) ∝ e+iωr∗ . (53)

In this framework, the first-order WKB approximation
gives the leading-order eikonal result. However, the au-
thors of [57] systematically expanded the frequency ω in
powers of κ−1:

ω = Ωκ− iλK +

∞
∑

n=1

Cn
κn

, (54)

where Ω and λ are respectively related to the real and
imaginary parts of the eikonal QNM frequency, and K =
n+ 1/2 is the overtone index.

Applying this expansion to Schwarzschild-de Sitter
spacetime, they obtained analytic formulas for scalar,
electromagnetic, Dirac, and gravitational perturbations
up to sixth order in κ−1. For example, for gravitational
perturbations, the analytic expression reads:

ω =
ς

3
√
3M

[

κ− 7ς2

432κ
− 5K2ς2

36κ

]

−

iK
ς

3
√
3M

[

1− 7ς2

216κ2
+

385ς4

15552κ2
+

235K2ς4

3888κ2

]

+O
(

κ−3
)

,

(55)

where ς =
√
1− 9ΛM2. Similar expressions were ob-

tained for Dirac and Maxwell fields. Despite being de-
rived through an asymptotic expansion, these formulas
yield excellent agreement with exact numerical values
even for low ℓ (as demonstrated in detailed tables com-
paring with Page’s results).

An important extension of this method was its applica-
tion to black holes in effective field theories [154], where
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an analogous expansion in κ−1 was constructed for the
modified effective potential. Furthermore, the method
was also adapted to compute analytic grey-body fac-
tors using similar expansions. In particular, the authors
proposed a technique to extrapolate the WKB-derived
transmission coefficients into the infrared and ultraviolet
regimes, improving the accuracy of Hawking radiation
spectra computed from analytic approximations.

This analytic formalism is not only efficient but also
flexible, as evidenced by its implementation in a publicly
available Mathematica notebook [57]. The method has
since been applied to various modified gravity models,
including scalar-tensor, Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet,
and regular black hole spacetimes [32, 59–62, 142, 143,
161, 164, 166–168]. The same approach can be applied
to finding the analytic expressions for grey-body fac-
tors [169]. The same boundary conditions (53) apply
to asymptotically flat or de Sitter wormholes, where the
purely incoming wave at minus infinity now corresponds
to a wave traversing the wormhole throat and propagat-
ing into the other universe [170]. Analytic quasinormal
modes beyond the eikonal limit for various traversable
wormhole geometries [171, 172] have been recently ob-
tained in [161].

VIII. NEAR-EXTREME BLACK HOLES

In this section, we review quasinormal modes of black
holes that are not asymptotically flat but instead asymp-
totically de Sitter. The spectrum of such black holes ex-
hibits several distinctive features, and a substantial body
of literature is devoted to the study of their quasinor-
mal frequencies [36, 56, 96, 100, 173–179], including their
implications for the Strong Cosmic Censorship conjec-
ture [180–184]. In the near-extremal limit, where the
event horizon approaches the cosmological (de Sitter)
horizon, the spectral problem simplifies dramatically and
admits exact analytic solutions.

A. Bosonic fields in the background of

near-extremal Schwarzschild–de Sitter Black Holes

A remarkable regime in which analytic expressions for
quasinormal modes can be obtained is the near-extremal
limit of the Schwarzschild–de Sitter (SdS) black hole. In
this limit, the black hole horizon rb approaches the cos-
mological horizon rc, i.e.,

rc − rb
rb

≪ 1.

In such cases, the effective potential for scalar, elec-
tromagnetic, and gravitational perturbations simplifies
drastically and becomes exactly solvable, as first shown
by Cardoso and Lemos [185].

The SdS metric is given by the following metric func-
tion:

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

a2
, a2 =

3

Λ
.

In the near-extremal limit, f(r) can be approximated in
the region between the two nearly coinciding horizons as

f(r) ≈ (r − rb)(rc − r)

r2b
,

which leads to a remarkably simple form for the wave
equation:

d2φ

dr2∗
+

[

ω2 − V0

cosh2(κbr∗)

]

φ = 0,

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate, κb is the surface grav-
ity of the black hole horizon, and V0 is a constant depend-
ing on the type of perturbation:

V0 =

{

κ2bℓ(ℓ+ 1), scalar and electromagnetic,

κ2b(l + 2)(l − 1), gravitational.

The potential above is the well-known Pöschl–Teller

potential, whose quasinormal spectrum is known ex-
actly [132]:

ω = κb

[

−i
(

n+
1

2

)

+

√

V0
κ2b

− 1

4

]

, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Explicitly, this yields:

ω = κb

[

−i
(

n+
1

2

)

+

√

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 1

4

]

(scal., el-mag.),

ω = κb

[

−i
(

n+
1

2

)

+

√

(l + 2)(l − 1)− 1

4

]

(grav.).

These expressions are exact in the near-extremal limit
and provide a rare analytic handle on the entire QNM
spectrum, including highly damped modes. The exact
solvability also explains the numerical success of earlier
studies where the SdS potential was fitted to the Pöschl–
Teller form [186].

The appearance of this solvable potential is geomet-
rically tied to the fact that, in the near-extremal limit,
the region between the two horizons becomes a narrow
throat, akin to a nearly symmetric potential well in the
tortoise coordinate. The wave equation thus mimics that
of quantum mechanical scattering in a hyperbolic poten-
tial.

This approach was extended to the D-dimensional
charged black hole in [187] and a generalized Pöschl–
Teller potential was introduced in [188].
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B. Bosonic and Fermionic Fields in the

Kerr-Newman-de Sitter background: Exact

Solutions Beyond the Pöschl–Teller Potential

While scalar, electromagnetic, and gravitational per-
turbations of the near-extremal Schwarzschild–de Sitter

black hole reduce to a wave equation with the Pöschl–
Teller potential, fermionic fields do not. As shown
in [189], the effective potentials for Dirac and Rarita–
Schwinger fields take a more complicated form which,
nevertheless, still admits an exact analytic treatment.

The Dirac equation in this background yields the ef-
fective potential

V±1/2(r∗) = κ2e

(

ℓ+
1

2

)[

ℓ+
1

2
∓ sinh(κer∗)

]

1

cosh2(κer∗)
+O(κ3e),

which is manifestly not of the Pöschl–Teller form due to the asymmetry introduced by the hyperbolic sine. Similarly,
the Rarita–Schwinger field exhibits an analogous potential structure (see Appendix A of [189]).

Despite this, using a Frobenius expansion and analytic continuation methods, it was shown that the QNM spectrum
can still be expressed analytically:

ω

κe
= ±

√

(ℓ+ s)(ℓ + 1− s) +
(2s− 1)(2s− 5)

12
− i

(

n+
1

2

)

+O(κe), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

where s = ±1/2 or ±3/2 is the spin of the field. This
expression reduces to the Pöschl–Teller result for s = 1
and s = 2, and provides new exact QNM frequencies for
half-integer spin fields.

Interestingly, the deviation from the Pöschl–Teller
form does not obstruct solvability, because in the near-
extremal limit κe ≪ 1, the wave equation simplifies suffi-
ciently for a closed-form Frobenius solution to truncate.
Thus, exact results can still be obtained, even though the
effective potential lacks full symmetry.

This case highlights that analytic solvability in the
near-extremal regime is not exclusive to Pöschl–Teller-
type potentials, but can emerge from other structural
simplifications, as is the case for fermions. Furthermore,
this analysis has been extended to include charged and
rotating de Sitter black holes, allowing analytic QNM
formulas for arbitrary spin fields in the near-extremal
Kerr–Newman–de Sitter geometry [189].

IX. QUASINORMAL MODES IN THE LARGE

FIELD MASS REGIME

Massive fields play an important role in the study
of quasinormal modes for several theoretical and phe-
nomenological reasons. First, many well-motivated ex-
tensions of the Standard Model predict the existence
of massive bosonic fields, including scalar (e.g., dila-
ton, axion-like), vector (Proca), and tensor fields. In
the context of black hole perturbation theory, massive
fields introduce qualitatively new features into the spec-
trum, such as the possibility of quasi-bound states and
long-lived modes, often referred to as “quasiresonances”
[34, 54, 128, 190–194]. These modes can dominate the
late-time response of the black hole and may have ob-

servable astrophysical consequences [195]. Moreover, the
interaction between black holes and massive fields is rel-
evant for models of dark matter, especially ultralight
bosons, which could form clouds around rotating black
holes through superradiance [196–198]. Understanding
the quasinormal spectrum of massive fields in realistic
spacetimes is therefore essential for interpreting gravita-
tional wave signals and probing fundamental physics in
the strong-field regime. In addition, even originally mass-
less fields can behave as effectively massive in the pres-
ence of strong magnetic fields [37, 199–201] or in certain
extra-dimensional scenarios [202] where tidal forces mod-
ify the dispersion relation. Finally, the late-time behav-
ior of massive fields differs significantly from the massless
case: instead of pure power-law tails, the field exhibits
slowly decaying oscillatory tails that can dominate the
signal at late times [203–212].

In addition to the eikonal limit and near-extremal
regimes, analytic expressions for quasinormal modes
(QNMs) can also be obtained when the mass µ of the
perturbing field is large compared to the black hole mass
M , i.e., µM ≫ 1. In this limit, the effective potential for
a massive scalar field in the Schwarzschild–de Sitter back-
ground develops a single sharp peak, making it amenable
to a WKB treatment similar to that used in the large-ℓ
expansion.

The Klein–Gordon equation for a massive scalar field in
this background leads to the standard wave-like equation
where the effective potential reads

V (r) = f(r)

(

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
+ µ2 +

f ′(r)

r

)

.

For µM ≫ 1, the potential becomes dominated by
the mass term and possesses a single maximum between
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the event and cosmological horizons. This justifies the
application of the WKB method and an expansion in

powers of 1/µ. Following [94], one can express the QNM
frequencies as

ωn = µ
√

1− σ2 − i
Kσ3

√
1− σ2

3M
+O

(

1

µ

)

, K = n+
1

2
,

where

σ = (9M2Λ)1/6.

Higher-order terms in 1/µ can also be systematically included. Up to second order, the expansion reads

ωn = µ
√

1− σ2 − i
Kσ3

√
1− σ2

3M

− σ4
√
1− σ2

1296M2µ

(

−72ℓ2 − 72ℓ+ 12K2(σ2 − 1) + 29σ2 − 11
)

+ i
Kσ5(1− σ2)3/2

46656M3µ2

(

864ℓ2 + 864ℓ+ 76K2(σ2 − 1) + 865σ2 + 167
)

+O
(

1

µ3

)

.

These expressions are in excellent agreement with both
numerical WKB results and time-domain simulations.

This large-mass expansion is conceptually similar to
the eikonal expansion in 1/ℓ, but more suited for fields
with high Compton frequency µ≫ 1/M . It also demon-
strates the emergence of oscillatory exponential decay at
late times for massive fields, in contrast to the purely
exponential tails in the massless case. Such analytic ap-
proximations hold promise for modeling black hole per-
turbations from realistic, massive fields (e.g., ultralight
scalars or massive standard model fields), particularly in
astrophysical or cosmological contexts where Λ 6= 0. This
approach of expansion in terms of 1/µ was extended to
the charged black holes in [94, 167].

X. BEYOND-EIKONAL ANALYTIC

QUASINORMAL MODES OF PARAMETRIZED

SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC BLACK HOLES

In many cases, quasinormal modes (QNMs) in the
eikonal limit ℓ ≫ 1 can be related to properties of null
geodesics. However, to obtain more accurate analytic
expressions for lower multipoles, one can systematically
go beyond the leading order in 1/ℓ. This is especially
useful when the black hole spacetime is not known in
closed form, but is given in a general parametrized way.
One powerful and systematic framework is the Rezzolla–
Zhidenko parametrization [213], which provides a conver-
gent expansion for any spherically symmetric and asymp-
totically flat black hole.

This parametrization combines two types of expan-
sion: a 1/r-expansion at large distances and a continued-

fraction expansion near the event horizon. As such,
it provides a general and systematic framework for de-
scribing asymptotically flat, spherically symmetric black
hole spacetimes in arbitrary metric theories of grav-
ity. Due to its flexibility and convergence properties,
the parametrization has been extended to include axi-
ally symmetric and higher-dimensional black holes [214–
216], as well as other compact objects [217]. It has
been employed in a wide range of recent studies to ana-
lyze various physical phenomena around black holes and
to construct analytic approximations to numerically ob-
tained black hole solutions [218–236]. Remarkably, in
many cases, only the first few terms in the expansion
are sufficient to approximate the black hole metric with
high accuracy [149], which is why truncated forms of
the parametrized metric have been widely studied in the
works cited above.

The line element is written as

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 + dr2

g(r)
+ r2dΩ2,

with two independent functions f(r) and g(r). These are
re-expressed via functions N(r) and B(r) as

f(r) = N2(r), g(r) =
N2(r)

B2(r)
.

A compactified radial coordinate is introduced:

x = 1− r0
r
, x = 0 at the horizon, x = 1 at infinity.

The functions N(x) and B(x) are expanded as:



13

A(x) ≡ N2(x) = x
[

1− ǫ(1− x) + (a0 − ǫ)(1− x)2 + Ã(x)(1 − x)3
]

,

B(x) = 1 + b0(1− x) + B̃(x)(1 − x)2,

where Ã(x) and B̃(x) are expressed via continued fractions:

Ã(x) =
a1

1 + a2x
1+

a3x

1+...

, B̃(x) =
b1

1 + b2x

1+
b3x

1+...

.

The parameter ǫ = 2M−r0
r0

quantifies deviation from the Schwarzschild horizon radius. The coefficients a0, b0 are
related to post-Newtonian parameters, while ai, bi describe higher-order deformations determining the near-horizon
behavior.

The radial equation for scalar and electromagnetic and gravitational fields usually reduces to a wave equation of
the form:

d2Ψ

dr2∗
+
[

ω2 − Vs(r)
]

Ψ = 0,
dr∗
dr

=
1

√

f(r)g(r)
.

The effective potential takes the general form:

Vs(r) =
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)f(r)

r2
+ (1 − s)

(

g(r)f ′(r) + f(r)g′(r)

2r
− s(f(r)g(r) − f(r))

r2

)

,

where s = 0, 1, 2 corresponds to scalar, electromagnetic,
and gravitational perturbations, respectively. Note that
in this context we consider only axial gravitational per-
turbations within Einstein’s theory, coupled to a general
anisotropic fluid background [142, 237, 238]. The inclu-
sion of genuinely non-Einsteinian gravity sectors typically
leads to a qualitatively different effective potential struc-
ture.

To go beyond the eikonal limit, one expands the ef-
fective potential near its peak in powers of 1/κ, where
κ = ℓ+ 1

2 . Using the WKB method, the QNM frequency
is expressed as a power series:

ω =
∞
∑

n=−1

ωn
κn
.

Retaining corrections up to O(κ−1), the fundamental
mode (n = 0) frequency for a general parametrized black
hole is given analytically as [58]:

ω =
2κ

3
√
3
− 2iK

3
√
3
+O(κ−1),

with spin corrections and deviations from Schwarzschild
encoded via ǫ, a1, b1, yielding:

ω =
2κ

3
√
3
− 2iK

3
√
3
+ ǫ (· · · ) + a1 (· · · )

+ b1 (· · · ) +O(κ−2),

where K = n + 1
2 , and the full expression appears in

Eq. (15) of [58].

This formula is remarkably accurate even for low mul-
tipoles, especially for scalar and electromagnetic fields.
Comparison with numerical WKB-Padé results shows
sub-percent deviations for ℓ = 2. For gravitational per-
turbations, accuracy is slightly reduced, suggesting the
benefit of extending to second order in 1/κ, which re-
mains tractable and compact.

This method allows for model-independent constraints
on QNMs, enabling checks of phenomenological bounds
(such as Hod’s inequality [239]) across a wide class of
black holes with parametrically small deviations from
Schwarzschild geometry.

XI. QUASINORMAL MODES IN PURE DE

SITTER AND ANTI–DE SITTER SPACETIMES

While quasinormal modes are typically associated with
perturbations of black holes, they can also arise in max-
imally symmetric spacetimes such as pure de Sitter and
anti–de Sitter space. In these cases, the causal bound-
aries (cosmological or timelike) replace the role of black
hole horizons in defining the appropriate boundary con-
ditions for quasinormal ringing.
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de Sitter Space

In the static patch of D-dimensional de Sitter space,
the metric is

ds2 =

(

1− r2

L2

)

dt2 −
(

1− r2

L2

)−1

dr2 − r2dΩ2
D−2,

where L =
√

3/Λ is the de Sitter radius. Despite the ab-
sence of a black hole, this spacetime possesses a cosmo-
logical horizon at r = L, which acts as a causal boundary.
As a result, one can meaningfully define QNMs as solu-
tions to the wave equations that are regular at the origin
and purely outgoing at the cosmological horizon [240–
242].

In this setup, the Klein–Gordon or Maxwell equations
reduce to hypergeometric-type equations, leading to the
exact QNM spectrum. For a massless field of spin s, the
quasinormal frequencies in D = 4 take the simple form:

ω(dS)
n = − i

L
(ℓ+ n+ 1− δs0δn0) , n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

as derived in [240] and reaffirmed numerically in [184].
These frequencies are purely imaginary, reflecting non-
oscillatory, exponentially decaying behavior of perturba-
tions.

Furthermore, in the presence of a small black hole
(r0 ≪ rc), the QNM frequencies approach their pure de
Sitter values according to the universal law [184]:

ωn = ω(dS)
n

(

1− M

rc
+O

(

M2

r2c

))

,

indicating that the dominant part of the spectrum de-
pends only on the cosmological scale rc, and not on the
near-horizon geometry. This regime ensures that the
damping rates satisfy both Hod’s proposal and the Strong
Cosmic Censorship bound:

|Im(ω)| ≪ κ0
2

≤ κi
2
,

where κ0 and κi are surface gravity at the event and
Cuachy horizons respectively.

Anti–de Sitter Space

In contrast, pure anti–de Sitter (AdS) space is not glob-
ally hyperbolic, and its boundary at spatial infinity re-
quires additional conditions to render the wave dynamics
well-posed. The metric in static coordinates reads:

ds2 =

(

1 +
r2

L2

)

dt2 −
(

1 +
r2

L2

)−1

dr2 − r2dΩ2
D−2.

Here, quasinormal modes are defined as solutions regu-
lar at the origin and satisfying Dirichlet, Neumann, or

more generally Robin-type boundary conditions at spa-
tial infinity [243]. These modes are especially significant
in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence, where
they describe poles in correlation functions of the dual
conformal field theory [65, 67, 244].

In global anti–de Sitter (AdS) spacetime, the Klein–
Gordon equation for a scalar field admits an exact spec-
trum of quasinormal (or, more precisely, normal) modes
when suitable boundary conditions are imposed at spa-
tial infinity. For Dirichlet boundary conditions, the mode
frequencies are discrete and take the form

ωn =
2n+∆

L
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

where L is the AdS curvature radius, and ∆ is the con-
formal dimension of the dual operator in the boundary
CFT. The value of ∆ is related to the mass of the bulk
scalar field via

∆ =
D − 1

2
+

√

(D − 1)2

4
+m2L2.

This result is derived by solving the Klein–Gordon equa-
tion in AdS and identifying the quantization condition
that ensures regularity at the origin and vanishing (or
appropriate falloff) at the timelike boundary. The gen-
eral expression, including mass dependence and dimen-
sionality, is presented in Eq. (51) of [240]. For a massless
scalar field in four dimensions, this simplifies to ∆ = 3,
recovering the spectrum

ωn =
2n+ 3

L
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

When the black hole is immersed in AdS spacetime, the
quasinormal modes of black holes transition to the modes
of pure AdS spacetime, when the radius of the event hori-
zon is much smaller than the AdS radius [245].

Overall, the existence of well-defined QNMs in pure de
Sitter and AdS spacetimes emphasizes that quasinormal
ringing is not exclusive to black holes, but rather a gen-
eral feature of spacetimes with causal boundaries. These
spectra also serve as important benchmarks for testing
numerical methods, analytical techniques, and quantum
gravity conjectures such as dS/CFT and AdS/CFT.

XII. CONCLUSIONS

In this review, we have surveyed a wide range of
analytic results for quasinormal modes of black holes,
highlighting the special regimes and symmetries that al-
low exact or perturbative expressions to be obtained.
These include exactly solvable cases in lower dimen-
sions and higher-curvature theories, algebraically special
modes, the eikonal regime and its geometric interpreta-
tion, near-extremal and large-field-mass limits, and sys-
tematic beyond-eikonal expansions in parametrized back-
grounds. We also examined the role of boundary condi-
tions in defining QNMs in pure de Sitter and anti–de
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Sitter spacetimes, where the presence of cosmological or
timelike boundaries leads to discrete spectra even in the
absence of event horizons.

While our emphasis has been on recent developments
and analytically tractable regimes, we did not attempt
to cover all known analytic results. In particular, the
high-overtone asymptotics of quasinormal modes, includ-
ing their connection to the area spectrum and quantum
gravity proposals [246–249], have already been compre-
hensively reviewed in earlier works.

Analytic methods, though often limited in scope, pro-
vide indispensable insights into the dynamics of black
hole perturbations and serve as powerful tools for theory

development and observational interpretation. Future
progress may come from extending these techniques to
rotating or dynamical backgrounds, exploring new sym-
metry reductions, or further connecting analytic QNMs
to fundamental aspects of quantum gravity and hologra-
phy.
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