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Schwarzschild black holes evolve toward their static configuration by emitting gravitational waves,

which decay over time following a power law at fixed spatial positions.

We derive this power

law analytically for the second-order even gravitational perturbations, demonstrating that it is
determined by the fact that the second-order source decays as the inverse square of the distance.

Quadratic gravitational modes with multipole ¢ decay according to a law
. Consequently, nonlinear tails may persist longer than their

the linear Price law scaling ~ ¢~2¢73

linear counterparts.

Introduction — The advent of gravitational wave
(GW) astronomy has ushered in a new era for conduct-
ing precise tests of strong-field gravity [1-4]. Ground-
based detectors, such as LIGO, VIRGO, and KAGRA,
alongside the upcoming space-based mission LISA, are
achieving sensitivities that enable detailed studies of
black hole (BH) merger ringdowns [5-9]. A critical as-
pect of this exploration involves understanding the late-
time behavior of perturbations around BHs, where both
linear and nonlinear effects leave distinctive imprints on
the emitted GWs.

For years, linear BH perturbation theory has pro-
vided the foundation for modeling BH ringdowns, yield-
ing the well-established result that, at late times, BHs
relax through a sequence of exponentially damped os-
cillations, known as quasinormal modes (QNMs), fol-
lowed by an inverse power-law decay with time. This is
famously represented by Price’s scaling: massless fields
in a non-spinning BH background decay at fixed spatial
locations as ~ t~2¢=3 at very late times, where £ is the
corresponding multipole number [10-19].

To accurately model the ringdown waveforms of BHs,
significant efforts have been dedicated to refining our
understanding of the QNM spectra and Price tails [20—
31]. Linear predictions have been rigorously validated
by numerical relativity simulations and increasingly
precise GW observations. Recently, there has been a
surge of interest in the nonlinear evolution of BH per-
turbations [32-63], uncovering phenomena absent in
linear treatments, such as quadratic QNMs and non-
linear power-law tails.

These nonlinear tails are of particular interest, as
they naturally emerge from the outgoing QNM pro-
files present in the ringdown dynamics [64, 65], with
their origins closely tied to the nonlinear nature of grav-
ity. Recent numerical advancements have identified the
power-law behaviors associated with these nonlinear
tails for the Weyl scalar, which are distinct from Price

~ tfzefl, in contrast to

simulations of BH mergers have provided evidence for
power-law tails that diverge from the Price tail [67, 68].
These developments provide insight into the rich phe-
nomenology of nonlinear effects in BH perturbation the-
ory and highlight the necessity for new experimental
efforts, such as GW waveform modeling, to detect their
corresponding signatures.

The aim of this letter is to offer a simple analyti-
cal understanding of the nonlinear tails of GWs emit-
ted during the Schwarzschild BH ringdown. As we will
demonstrate, the power law is fully governed by the fact
that the second-order source decays as ~ 1/r? at large
distances from the BH and, as a consequence, the corre-
sponding Green function must be solved in (a slightly)
curved spacetime.

Spectroscopy for a Schwarzschild BH — Our start-
ing point is a Schwarzschild BH with mass M whose
spacetime is described by the metric (setting Gy = 1)

2

ds? = —f(r)dt2+%+r2dﬂg, F(r) =1-2M/r, (1)
Adopting the Regge-Wheeler-Zerilli formalism [69,
70] for the first-order metric perturbations in the
Schwarzschild spacetime and separating angular vari-
ables with tensor harmonics of indices (¢, m), the equa-
tions are divided into the even and odd parity parts.
In this paper we limit ourselves to the the even par-
ity mode, corresponding to the Zerilli equation at first-
order. Even though there are seven equations for the
even parity part of the metric perturbation, at first-
order one can reduce the dynamics to a single Zerilli
equation for a function wéz (r,t) in the so-called Regge-
Wheeler (RW) gauge

9 o2
~s3taz V) D (r,t) =0,

tails [66]. For instance, it has been shown that the 2XNZ(\ + 1)r3 + 602 Mr? + 18AM?r + 18 M3

power-law of the £ = 4 mode generated at second order V(r) = f(r) r3(\r + 3M)?2 ’
from two £ = 2 modes decays at large times as ~ t =19, 2)
suggesting a more general law of the form ~ t=2¢=2,
Moreover, recent 3+1-dimensional numerical relativity
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The evolution is determined by a retarded Green’s func-
tion solving the equation

o o v G L'y =4 " !

o T aE (r)| G(t=t5r,r") = 6(t=1")8(r—1"),

(4)
under the boundary condition G(¢t — t/;r,7’) = 0 for
t < t'. The retarded Green function receives three con-
tributions, G = (Gr + G + Gp). At linear order and
for t' > t—|r—r'|, the Green’s function G ~ G behaves
as in flat background: a wave arrives at (¢,r) without
passing through the potential barrier, and thus with-
out being reflected or deformed. For ¢/ < ¢ — |r — /|,
the Green’s function G' >~ G oscillates with QNM fre-
quencies: a wave generated in this region pass through
the potential and is deformed into a first-order QNM.
Finally, the branch-cut part G describes the backscat-
tering of waves by the long-range part of the poten-
tial barrier and is responsible for the Price’s tail. At
the linear order the contribution of G is usually small
compared to the other contributions [15], and one may
neglect it. In the Supplementary Material we offer a
self-similar and quantum mechanical derivation of the
linear Price’s tail which is alternative to the usual Green
function branch-cut argument.

At second-order, perturbation theory becomes much
more involved, but there are general considerations
which we may propose to arrive at some universal re-
sults. Consider for instance the multipole ¢ = 4 which
can be constructed out of the linear modes (2, £2). Fol-
lowing closely Ref. [39], one can write the second-order

equation for wii)4(t, ) as

o> o
—5@ + g V| Ui = Sasa(rt), (5)

where Syi4(r,t) is the regularized quadratic source
built up with the linear modes (2, +2). The key point is
that it behaves as ~ 1/r? at large radii (and as (r—2M)
close to the horizon)

1 2
Siear > 2M.8) ~ = [62, 0] . ()

The behaviour is in fact valid for any multipole, and in
the following it will suffice to use the following expres-
sion

—2iwy (t—7y)

— (7)

Sgig(T > 2M, t) ~ -

where wy is the QNM of the multipole (¢,+¢). Tt rep-
resents the starting point for our considerations on the
nonlinear tails.

Nonlinear tails — As we have already mentioned, at
first-order in perturbation theory, the QNMs arise from
the QNM component G¢ of the Green’s function, while
the Price’s power-law tails come from the branch-cut
component Gg. This indicates that both are generated
in a region in which the potential V' (r) is important: the
first-order QNMs are excited near the peak of the po-
tential barrier, and the first-order tails emerge from the
long-range decay of the potential or, equiva- lently, the
fact that perturbations in a non-flat space-time travel
not only on the light cone, but also inside it.

In contrast, the second-order power-law tail origi-
nates from the flat part G of the Green’s function,
meaning they are produced in asymptotically “flat re-
gions”, and from the edge of the source distribution at
(t' — 1)) =~ up with some finite support. It might be sur-
prising that a non-oscillating tail can be produced by
oscillating QNMs, but it can be understood as follows
[64]: an observer at position (¢, r,) sees the edge (t'+77)
extending from (t—7.) to (t+7.) and cannot detect the
edge for (¢’ +r.) < t — r., as waves generated in this
region are partially scattered by the potential barrier
before reaching the observer. The first-order perturba-
tions wéz(t',ri) ~ e~ ({'=rl) are constant along the
edge (t' —rl) ~ ug and, therefore, they do not exhibit
oscillations, thus leading to long-lasting tails [64].

Now we arrive at a critical observation. Since the
source at large values of r decays at ~ 1/r?, and since

00+ 1)

V(rs2M)~ ——, (8)

r
it is clear that the flat Green function G may not be
evaluated neglecting such a leading term as it scales
with the same power of the source. In other terms, the
flat part G of the Green function must be calculated
taking the centrifugal term in the potential.

Imagine that QNMs turn on at a given time ty at a
given point ¢ (typically the photon ring ro ~ 3M for
¢>> 1) and moves outward at light speed, with a finite
support in term of the retarded time v’ = (¢ —77) =~ uo.
On the other hand the advanced time v = (¢ + 17,)
ranges from (¢ — r.) to (t + r.). We further assume
that the observer is located at points farther apart in
the time direction than in the radial direction, that is
t > r.. Under these circumstances the source acquires
the form

e—2iw;gu0

9)

Sfif(uu U) ~ m7

up to a multiplicative constant. The nonlinear tail is
therefore dictated by the integral



t+r.(r) do’
I(t,r) = / — Gr(triuo, ), (10)
t
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where one has also to account for the fact that at large
radii r, is not exactly equal to r and subleading terms
are relevant to catch the nonlinear tails. The closed
form of G is obtained in the Supplementary Material.
For instance, for £ = 2, it reads

oo T 1
Gr(t,rt',r") = 2 162,77

+ o3t 6t — )22 + r'Q)} ,

[(t — Y 4 3t 4 22y

leading to

32 [nr3

For ¢ = 4, using the Green function given in the Sup-
plementary Material, we find

512 [m r®
Z(t ~ = 12
(t>7) 315\/;10’ (12)
which reproduces the scaling found numerically in Ref.

[66]. Furthermore, by using the general form of the
Green function in Eq. (S39), our general finding is

(=1)f 224100 — 1) [m it
t>n = er—n \/;t%”' (13)

Let us notice here that a similar result holds for the
Reissner-Nordstrom BH with metric of the form (1)
with f = 1 —2M/r + Q*/r?. In this case, using the
corresponding relation 7, (r) in the integral (10), we get

1 Z22£+1 ! — 1) 41
Trn(t > 1) ~ C ) ae—1) \/g . (14)

(20+1)(2¢—1)! 20
where
R
Og = m(2M)272kQ4k' (15)
k=0

There is one more passage to perform though to arrive
at the final result.

From the RW to the asymptotic flat gauge — The
last necessary step we have to take in order to obtain
the correct power-law tail of the gravitational waveform
is to go to an asymptotic flat (AF) gauge from the RW
gauge. This is because the Regge-Wheeler-Zerilli for-
malism that we have employed is under the RW gauge

and this gauge is not asymptotically flat. Following Ref.
[39], we can write the fundamental modes at infinity in
the asymptotic flat gauge at first- and second-order for
the modes (2,42) and (4, £4) as

1)AF 1«
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From this expression, we deduce that the leading power-
law tail for the gravitational waveform for the even
modes is

t
1
R T P N ()

This is our final result for the nonlinear tail of the even
gravitational degrees of freedom.

Conclusions — It is well-established that, when a BH
reaches its static configuration, linearized fluctuations
at fixed spatial positions decay over time according to
the Price’s power law. In this Letter, we have provided
an analytical explanation for the power-law tail that
governs the decay of nonlinear perturbations at sec-
ond order in perturbation theory. The exponent of this
power law is determined by the fact that the second-
order source decays as the inverse of the square of the
distance, which may result in a significantly longer de-
cay time compared to the linear case. Specifically, the
quadratic even modes decay as ~ t~2¢~! in contrast
to the linear Price’s scaling ~ t=2¢=3. In other words,
the linear perturbation theory might be inadequate for
predicting the late-time evolution of the ringdown, ne-
cessitating the inclusion of higher-order corrections.

Note Added

When finalizing this work, we became aware of Ref.
[71], which addresses the nonlinear tail of an interacting
scalar field in a Schwarzschild spacetime. In contrast
to this reference, we have focused on the nonlinear tail
of the second-order gravitational degrees of freedom.
Nevertheless, where overlap occurs, our results are fully
consistent.
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Supplementary Material
LINEAR TAILS
In this Supplementary Material we offer an alternative derivation for the Price’s tail for the odd modes. The

corresponding metric perturbations for the Schwarzschild BH are the functions hgz(t, r) and hE?ZL (t,r) and they
are determined by the solution Qg (t,r) of the RW equation as

—1 (0)
W _ (1_2M Oy, _ O(r Qem)
hEm = (1 , ) T‘Q@m, 8t = 81"* 5 (Sl)
where Qg (t,7) is the time derivative of qg, (7, t), such that [10]
¢
Qem (1, t) = / dt’ Qe (r,t). (52)

At large radii, g, satisfies the equation

Oqem _ Pqem  LL+1)
ot? or? r2
This differential equation is invariant under the rescaling (¢,r) — (At, \r) with a constant A, so that we we may
look for self-similar solutions of the form

Gem = 0. (83)

1 t
qu(tur) = t_a(bfm(z)u Z=—. (84)
r
It then turns out that g, (z) satisfies
2 1
(1= 20~ 2at 26+ (040 + D) 0 0 (55)
Expressing ¢, as
le
(bfm(z) = (22 — 1)0./2 ffmu (SG)
we find that fy,, satisfies
2
(1 =22 f) —2zf, + (f(f—i—l) — ﬁ) Jem = 0. (S7)

Eq. (S7) is the associated Legendre differential equation and it is solved by the associated Legendre functions
Pj(z) and Qf(z) as

flm = Ang;(z) + Bng?(Z). (88)

As we are interested in the region z > 1, we may use the following expressions of Pj*(z) and Q¢(z)

) 2=-1r=30 (=1 — )~ tHa-t l4+l—a  fl—a , 31
Pi(z) = (22 — 1)9/2T(— — a) 211 < 2 1+ ’€+§’_2>

200(5 + 0)2 1 (+a 1-(—a 1 1
2401\ — ’ AP ’ (Sg)
(22 - 1)%20(1 + /£ — a) 2 2 2 2
amo—t—1 1Tl +a+1) _, . a l+a 1+0+a 31
a _ _iam £=1__5 b—a—1/_2 5 e
Qi(z) = €72 i 71“(64—%) z (2 —1)2 o Fy (1—|— 5 ' g ,€+2,—22>. (S10)

On the other hand, the static problem of Eq. (S3), i.e. qem = qem(r), is solved by the two independent modes

a(r) =7 () =t (S11)



2

The dominant one for large r is the r**! solution which is obtained for large z (large ¢ and fixed r) if the second
term in the right-hand side of Eq.(S9) vanishes. This is possible if I'(1 4+ ¢ — a) has a pole, which is possible when

a=/0+1+n, n=0,1,---. (512)
In this case we get for large z, fom, ~ 274! since n = 0 is the dominant term. It is easy to see that
ré-{-l
QEm ~ t2g+2 I (813)
so that
1
le ~ mv (814)
and [10]
m 1 o 1
Pggn, ~ £20+3° P ~ £20+2° (S15)

Quantum mechanical analogy

Let us note that the we can write Eq. (S7) as
Hyfom =0, (S16)

where

2

d d
Hy=(1- 22)2@ —22(1— 22)& + L0+ 1)(1 - 2?) — a®. (S17)

If we define operators L}t as

d
Lf=(2*- 1)5 +(04+1)z,

L; =(2* - 1)% — Lz, (S18)
then we can express Hy as
Hy=Lf Ly +?—a®> =L, L + ((+1)>—a* (S19)
The operators szt satisfy the relations
Hey L = LfH,,  Hy1L, =L, Hy, (S20)

and therefore, th can be considered as raising and lowering ladder operators. It is easy to see that we can define
conserved quantities Cy

Cy=L}f ConiLy; (S21)
such that
[Ce, Hy] = 0. (S22)
The first quantity Cj in this hierarchy is defined as

Co=Ly = (2* - 1)di, (S23)

z

which satisfies

2

d d
[Co,Ho) =0,  Hy=(1- 22)2@ —22(1— 22)& + a?. (S24)



3

As we have already mentioned above, the solution of the static problem of Eq. (S3) is r“*!, so that H, should
have a solution, which for large z scales like z7*~1. Since the solution of

Lf¢=0, (525)
is solved by
¢ = (22— 1)~ D2, (S26)
which has the correct z—¢~1 at large z; inspection of Eq. (S19), reveals that
a="0+1, (S27)

as we found above, in order H, to have the correct scaling solution z—*~! at large z.

NONLINEAR TAILS: THE RETARDED GREEN FUNCTION

Let us consider the differential equation for a generic scalar W(r,t)

O?W(t,r) B O?W(t,r)
ot? or?

(t,7) + W; Dy —o, ($28)

where for large r we confuse r, with r. The corresponding Green function Gr(t,7;t', ') satisfies

0*Gr  O*Gp  L(l+1)
a2z 9r2 2

Gr=46(t—t)o(r—7"). (S29)

Expanding Gg(t,r;t',7') in Fourier modes as
’o 1 - iw(t—t") o ’
GF(t,’f';t,T):ﬁ dwe Gr(w,r,r"), (S30)

we find that Green function in the frequency domain é(w, r,1’) satisfies

Gt + (w2 - LE—L_ )> Gr=—d(r—1"), (831)

r

where the superscript " denotes derivative with respect to r. The homogeneous problem satisfies
{(+1
o + (w2 _ (7+Q)> 6 =0, (S32)
r

which is just the Schrédinger equation for the scattering of stationary states in an 1/r2, corresponding to 1D
conformal quantum mechanics. Eq. (S32) is solved by the modes

o1 (wv T) = \/?]Z (OJT), P2 (wv T) = \/?W(wr), (833)

where j, and n, are spherical Bessel functions. Then, the Green function é(w, r,7’) turns out to be
ép(w, ror') = wrr’ <jg(wr)ng(wr’) O(r — ") + jo(wrne(wr)0(r' —r) ) , (S34)
so that the Green function in the time domain for » > 7’ is given by
1 e . /
Gr(t,rt',r") = —/ dwe™ ) wrr! jo(wr)ng (wr'), r>nr. S35
F( ) \/ﬂ . j@( ) @( ) ( )

By using the following representation of the spherical Bessel functions

i) = (=) (3 i)l I ) = (-0 (5 i)l ot (536)

x dx T x dx T




we find that

0 J4 oo : /
T TR A5 i i A 1 d 1 1 M(tft/)cos(wr) sin(wr’)
ettt <o () () s [ e e (537

The integral in Eq. (S37) can be performed in the complex w-plane using the fact that it posseses a pole of order
(2¢+1)at w=0. Theresult for 0 < |r — /| <t —t' <r+71'is

jo(t—t") cos(wr) sin(wr’)

’ ’ 1 >~
I(t,t' ") = E/_wdwe 3T
_ \/E(_l)e[_((t—t’)—|—r—r’)2£+((t—t’)—r—l—r’)y—i-((t—t’)—r—r’)ze—i-((t—t’)—l—r—l—r’)ze .

212/
(S38)

Therefore, we have
A 041, 16+1 1d ‘ 1 d ‘ I(tv t/a T, T/)
GF(t,T,t ,T) =T T ;5 F@ 7’{‘7"/ . (839)

One can further proceed and evaluate the derivatives above, but the resulting expressions are not particularly
illuminating. Instead, (S39) can be used to find easily the Green function for any ¢. For example, for £ = 2 we get

T3t — ) 4 3t 2r2 4 3 — 6(t — )2 (r? 4P
Gr(t,r;t',r") = 5 e ($40)

which agrees with the result in Ref. [71]. For ¢ = 4, we get

™ 1

Grt,rit' 1) = [ 5————5 [35r% +20r0(r® — 7(t — t/)?) + 2077 ("> = T(t = ')*)(r"* — (t = ')%) + 35(r"* — (t — ')?)*

2 256 r4r'*
+ 6r'(3r" —30r"2(t —t')* +35(t — t')")] .

(S41)



