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Abstract. We generalize the Chern-Simons modified gravity to the metric-affine case and
impose projective invariance by supplementing the Pontryagin density with homothetic cur-
vature terms which do not spoil topologicity. The latter is then broken by promoting the
coupling of the Chern-Simons term to a (pseudo)-scalar field. The solutions for torsion and
nonmetricity are derived perturbatively, showing that they can be iteratively obtained from
the background fields. This allows us to describe the dynamics for the metric and the scalar
field perturbations in a self-consistent way, and we apply the formalism to the study of quasi-
normal modes in a Schwarzschild black hole background. Unlike in the metric formulation
of this theory, we show that the scalar field is endowed with dynamics even in the absence of
its kinetic term in the action. Finally, using numerical methods we compute the quasinormal
frequencies and characterize the late-time power law tails for scalar and metric perturbations,
comparing the results with the outcomes of the purely metric approach.
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1 Introduction

The study of extended theories of gravity is aimed to deepen our understanding of physical
phenomena that still miss a coherent explanation within General Relativity (GR). In the last
years, several alternatives have been proposed, each tackling one or more open problems in
cosmology and astrophysics [1–10]. When dealing with black hole physics, however, to select
a peculiar class of modified theories can result in a non-trivial task. It is known, in fact,
that Schwarzschild and Kerr solutions are actually common, at least at the kinematic level,
to a wide number of alternative formulations, and only a dynamical characterization can
provide strong field tests for observational constraints. It can be more instructive, therefore,
to describe deviations from GR by a suitable set of parameters, quantifying the departure
of the metric from standard solutions, and requiring that Schwarzschild and Kerr scenarios
could be reproduced continuously in some adequate limit.

This idea is pursued, for instance, in [11], where modifications to the Kerr solution are
implemented in a rather natural way for arbitrary values of spin, by means of a stationary,
axisymmetric and asymptotically flat metric describing generic rotating solutions in modified
gravity frameworks, irrespective of the actual theory generating them. This approach has
the benefit of overcoming most of the pathologies usually arising in perturbation theory
within GR context, mainly due to the violation of no-hair theorems [12–17], which severely
restrict predictions to specific cases, as for instance extreme mass-ratio inspiraling [18] or
motion of stars and pulsars around black holes [19–21]. The absence, however, of a concrete
model responsible for the appearance of the metric proposed in [11], prevents its extension
to different settings other than black holes, raising the issue about how this kind of solution
could be actually obtained.
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In this respect, Chern-Simons modified gravity (CSMG) stands as an interesting candi-
date, able to address quantum gravity and black hole problems within a unique theoretical
setting. The CSMG was originally proposed by Jackiw and Pi [22] inspired by the Chern-
Simons modification of electrodynamics [23]. As for the U(1) gauge theory, the Maxwell
Lagrangian is modified by introducing a (pseudo)-scalar field, θ(x), coupled to the U(1)-
gauge topological Pontryagin density, ∗FF ≡ ∗FµνFµν . Even maintaining the gauge invari-
ance, such a modification allows for Lorentz/CPT symmetry violation [23]. It can be readily
seen by casting the modified term into the Carroll-Field-Jackiw form, i.e., vµ

∗FµνAν , where
vµ ≡ ∂µθ is an axial vector responsible for Lorentz/CPT symmetry breaking. In a wider
picture, vµ corresponds to one of the coefficients for Lorentz/CPT violation in the Standard
Model Extension (SME) [24–26]. In much the same way as in the Chern-Simons modifi-
cation of Maxwell electrodynamics, CSMG adds to the Lagrangian of GR a non-minimal
coupling between θ(x) and the gravitational Pontryagin density which, in turn, is defined by
∗RR ≡ ∗RµναβRνµαβ .

The theory has been explored in two different scenarios, known as non-dynamical and
dynamical cases. In the former, the pseudo-scalar field is interpreted as a purely external
quantity. In the latter, it possesses dynamics, satisfying its own equation of motion. Both ap-
proaches provide modified field equations as compared to those of GR. In the non-dynamical
framework, the contributions stemming from the CS curvature term are encoded by the C-
tensor, sometimes called Cotton tensor [22, 27]. Furthermore, the modified field equations
fulfill the Pontryagin constraint, ∗RR = 0, in order to guarantee the diffeomorphism invari-
ance of the theory. On the other hand, the situation changes drastically in the dynamical
framework. Firstly, because as a dynamical variable, θ(x) provides a new contribution to
the metric equation via its stress-energy tensor, which comes in addition to the C-tensor.
Secondly, because the scalar field satisfies a dynamical equation of motion instead of the
Pontryagin constraint.

The relevance of CSMG in addressing the issue raised by [13], can be then appreciated
by looking at the symmetry properties of the Pontryagin density under parity transforma-
tions. The requirement that the CS correction be parity preserving, implies that the scalar
coupling must be mediated by a pseudo-scalar field (parity odd), in agreement with its hy-
pothetical string theory origin. This, in turn, implies that parity-even solutions, such as
the Schwarzschild black hole and, more generically, spherically symmetric metrics remain
unaffected by Chern-Simons corrections, which only manifest themselves in parity violating
scenarios, i.e. in Kerr-type or rotating spacetimes [28]. In other words, the CS term can
spontaneously generate Kerr deformations and offer a theoretical justification to [13]. Other
non-trivial solutions have been obtained in literature also for rotating Gödel-type space-times
[29–32] or Einstein-dilaton Gauss-Bonnet gravity [33–42]. The remarkable impact of the CS
term in those solutions turned out to be primordial to find a large class of completely causal
solutions in a distinguishing way to GR.

The role of CSMG in the arena of modified gravity theories is also strongly motivated
by several arguments arising from different physical backgrounds, where the presence of a
CS term seems to be ubiquitous (see [27] for a review). In particle physics, for instance, the
gravitational anomaly turns out to be proportional to the Pontryagin density, and a CS-like
counterterm must be included in the action to cancel the anomaly out. Counterterms of this
kind can be actually produced also in string theory via the Green-Schwarz mechanism and
emerge in low energy effective string models [43, 44]. Remarkably, some analogies can be
outlined with loop quantum gravity approaches [45] as well, where CS corrections arise in

– 2 –



addressing chiral anomaly of fermions and the Immirzi field ambiguity [46–50]. Moreover,
this theory may help in designing new strategies to probe the (local) Lorentz/CPT symmetry
breaking in gravitation, which is expected to receive new observational inputs in the next
few years. Indeed, CS parity violation effects are already well established in contexts such
as amplitude birefringence for gravitational wave propagation [22, 51–54], CMB polarization
[55–58] and the baryon asymmetry problem [59–61].

As is well known, geometric theories of gravity can always be formulated following
different approaches, depending on the a priori assumptions about their metric and affine
structures. When the metric and the connection are a priori independent, one refers to the
metric-affine formulation, while when the connection is forced to be compatible with the
metric, one speaks of the usual metric approach. The two formulations are generally not
equivalent and in most cases they actually lead to two completely different theories, as is also
the case for CSMG. In this respect, the metric-affine version is closer to a gauge theory than
the purely metric one [62, 63] and since the CS term is constructed using the connection
of the corresponding gauge field, it is rather surprising that the literature on CSMG has
mainly focused on the study of its metric version, while the metric-affine formulation has
received only timid attention [64]. From another perspective, the first-order CSMG has been
discussed within the Cartan formalism [65–69], with a focus on theoretical aspects, while the
derivation of observable effects has received little attention.

In this work we will be dealing with the metric-affine formulation of CSMG, and we will
neglect the coupling of matter with connection, i.e. we will assume a vanishing hypermo-
mentum (see [70–72]). Instead of retaining the usual expression for the CS term and simply
promoting the connection to an independent variable, we will also require the invariance of
the theory under projective transformations, which results in the inclusion of an additional
term in the action (see [73] for analogous studies concerning the Nieh-Yan topological invari-
ant). Projective transformations consist on a shift in the independent connection [74, 75],
and the breaking of its associated symmetry has been shown to be related to the emergence
of dynamical instabilities in some classes of metric-affine theories [76]. It is therefore sensi-
ble to take care of the projective symmetry when promoting the theory to the metric-affine
formalism.

A natural difficulty that one faces when dealing with metric-affine theories is the need to
solve for the connection equations. Though formal exact solutions can be found in some cases,
like in Ricci-based gravity theories [74] and models with non-minimal couplings [77–79], the
structure of the corresponding equations in CSMG makes this task rather challenging, forcing
us to consider a perturbative approach. For this reason, and because the study of black hole
perturbations [80] is of special interest given current and future observational capabilities,
here we focus on the simple scenario of perturbations around the Schwarzschild background
solution.

A standard decomposition in tensor harmonics allows for a clear separation of the met-
ric perturbation in even and odd parity modes. Their evolution is then described by two
differential equations, the Zerilli and the Regge-Wheeler equations, where the features of
the background spacetime are encoded in an effective potential term. Several methods for
their solution exist in the literature, showing how the evolution of metric perturbations is
mainly characterized by quasinormal modes (QNMs), consisting of damped oscillations, and
a late-time power law tail. The initial oscillatory behavior is characterized by complex fre-
quencies with a negative imaginary part and it represents the black hole response to an initial
perturbation, due for instance to infalling matter or characterizing the nonequilibrium con-
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figuration of a black hole immediately after its formation by a merging event. On the other
hand, the late-time tail only depends on the spacetime properties at spacial infinity, namely
on the asymptotic form of the effective potential.

Besides metric tensor perturbations, one can also consider perturbations of a scalar
field on the Schwarzschild background. In GR, i.e. for a Klein-Gordon scalar field on curved
background, they are characterized by the same late-time behaviour as tensor perturbations,
but with a different set of quasinormal frequencies, and are decoupled from tensor ones. This
is no longer the case when considering perturbations of scalar fields nonminimally coupled
to the geometry, as in the case of CSMG, where the scalar field couples to the Pontryagin
density. The study of black hole QNMs in metric CSMG has been carried out in several
works [81–84], though the metric-affine version has not been explored yet. In Sec. 6.3 we
shall discuss the conclusions obtained in the metric formulation in comparison with our results
in the metric-affine case. In this sense, it is worth noting that in the context of black hole
QNMs the non-dynamical metric CSMG has been shown to have several shortcomings, such
as being an overconstrained system of equations, while the dynamical theory seems viable.
As we will see, in the metric-affine case both choices actually lead to a dynamical theory,
even in the absence of a kinetic term for the scalar field in the action.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the projective invariant
generalization of CSMG to the metric-affine case, discussing in some detail how it is related
to topologicity. In section 3 we derive the equation for the affine connection, showing how
it can be simplified by taking advantage of projective symmetry. In section 4 we assume for
the scalar field a perturbative expansion, and we evaluate at the linearized level the explicit
solution for the connection, then in section 5 we calculate on half shell the equations for the
metric and scalar perturbations. In 6 we deal with the QNMs of Schwarzschild black holes,
and we discuss the properties of the model according the value of the parameter β ruling
the scalar field kinetic term in the action, comparing our results with the purely metric case.
Finally, in section 7 conclusions are drawn and future perspectives outlined.

Spacetime signature is chosen mostly plus and the gravitational coupling set as κ2 = 8π,
using geometrized units: G = c = 1. The Levi-Civita tensor εµνρσ is defined in terms of the
completely antisymmetric symbol εµνρσ, with ε0123 = 1. For details on the metric-affine
formalism and the conventions used we refer the reader to App. A.

2 Projective invariant generalization of the Chern-Simons term

In the standard metric formulation, the dynamical CSMG is described by [27]

S =
1

2κ2

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R+

α

8
θ(x)εµνρσRαβµνR

β
αρσ −

β

2
∇µθ∇µθ − βV (θ)

)
, (2.1)

where α and β are two real parameters, ruling the Pontryagin density correction to the
Einstein-Hilbert action and the kinetic term for the scalar field θ(x), respectively. For the sake
of completeness we also include a potential term V (θ). When θ(x) boils down to a constant,
the Pontryagin term simply reduces to a boundary contribution (see the seminal paper [22]
or [27]) and we recover General Relativity. Recall, as pointed out in the introduction, that
the scalar field equation of the non-dynamical framework, β = 0, boils down to a constraint
for the allowed metrics, while in the dynamical case, β 6= 0, they represent a new independent
degree of freedom. As such, there is no continuous transition in the limit β → 0. This can
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also be traced back to the fact that the corrections to the metric tensor in the dynamical
case are proportional to α2/β, and are ill defined as β → 0 [85].

We are interested, however, in a metric-affine generalization of (2.1), where the Riemann
tensor is defined starting from the independent connection, i.e:

Rρµσν = ∂σΓρµν − ∂νΓρµσ + ΓρτσΓτµν − ΓρτνΓτµσ, (2.2)

which we are considering as general as possible, so that in principle torsion and nonmetricity
tensors are non vanishing and defined by:

T ρµν ≡ Γρµν − Γρνµ,

Qρµν ≡ −∇ρgµν .
(2.3)

where ∇µ is the covariant derivative built from the entire connection. Then, in metric-affine
scenarios we can introduce the notion of projective transformations, given by the connection
shift

Γρµν → Γ̃ρµν = Γρµν + δρµξν , (2.4)

where ξµ is an a priori undefined one-form. It is easy to show that the Ricci scalar is invariant1

under (2.4), so that projective transformations can be considered in the Palatini formulation
of GR as an additional gauge symmetry of such an enlarged kinematic structure (see [62]
for details). However, when higher order corrections are included in the action, projective
invariance is not assured and its explicit violation could lead to dynamical instabilities [76].
Now, since for (2.4) the Riemann tensor transforms as

Rρµσν → R̃ρµσν = Rρµσν − δρµ∂σξν + δρµ∂νξσ, (2.5)

it is easy to show that the Pontryagin density is not invariant for generic projective trans-
formations, unless we can express the one-form ξµ as the gradient of a scalar field Φ, i.e.
ξµ = ∂µΦ, which are called special projective transformations. This implies that a projective
invariant formulation of CSMG cannot be simply obtained by rewriting (2.1) in metric-affine
formalism, but some additional terms in curvature are in general expected. We consider,
therefore, the following generalization

CS ≡ εµνρσ
(
Rαβµν + δαβ

(
a1Rµν + b1 R̂µν

))(
Rβαρσ + δβα

(
a2Rρσ + b2 R̂ρσ

))
, (2.6)

where, without loss of generality, we set to unity a possible coefficient in front of the Riemann
tensor, which can be always reabsorbed in the scalar field definition, and we also introduced
a homothetic and Ricci tensor curvature contribution (see Appendix A). Now, taking into
account the transformation properties of the tensor quantities involved in (2.6), it can be
demonstrated that projective invariance is recovered only for

1 + ai + 4bi = 0, i = 1, 2. (2.7)

By solving for bi = −ai+1
4 , we can rearrange the projective invariant CS term as

CS ≡ εµνρσ
(
Rαβµν + δαβ

(
a1Rµν −

a1 + 1

4
R̂µν

))(
Rβαρσ + δβα

(
a2Rρσ −

a2 + 1

4
R̂ρσ

))
.

(2.8)

1The reader is referred to Appendix A for all details concerning the metric-affine formulation of theories
of gravity.
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We observe that we could have also started, in principle, from a CS form of the type

CS∗ ≡ εµνρσ
(
RαβµνRβαρσ +ARµνRρσ +B R̂µνR̂ρσ + CRµνR̂ρσ

)
, (2.9)

and in this case demanding projective invariance would have led to the following set of
constraints:

B =
A− 4

16
, C = −A

2
, (2.10)

where, with respect to (2.6), we have only one free parameter. Such a discrepancy is due to
the fact that (2.6) can be always rearranged into the form (2.9), up to the redefinition

A = 4a1a2, B =
a1a2 − 1

4
, C = −2a1a2, (2.11)

which is easy to see to satisfy (2.10), whereas the converse does not hold in general, since
(2.9) cannot be always factorized as in (2.6).

Now, if we also require that such a modified CS term could be still expressed as the
divergence of a quadricurrent, i.e. a boundary term, we are compelled to further restrict the
parameter space to A = C = 0, which simply leaves us with B = −1

4 (equivalently a1 = 0 or
a2 = 0). When we include contractions with the Ricci tensor as in (2.9), calculations show
that topologicity is explicitly broken, in contrast with the homothetic part, which can be still
rearranged as

εµνρσR̂µνR̂ρσ = εµνρσ∂µ

(
Γααν∂ρΓ

β
βσ

)
. (2.12)

Similarly to what occurs in the metric-affine generalization of the Nieh-Yan term (see [73]),
also for the Chern-Simons case projective invariance is not directly related to topologicity,
and, in principle, we can always violate the former and still retain the latter by choosing
B 6= −1

4 .

3 Connection in projective invariant CSMG

In our analysis we simply set B = −1
4 , so that we assume as the starting point of our work

the projective invariant generalization of (2.1), i.e.

S =
1

2κ2

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R+

α

8
θ(x)εµνρσ

(
RαβµνRβαρσ −

1

4
R̂µνR̂ρσ

)
− β

2
∇µθ∇µθ

)
, (3.1)

where we omit the potential term for the scalar field θ(x). Like in the metric formulation,
though this action depends explicitly on two parameters α and β, one of them can be absorbed
into a redefinition of θ. This will be useful in Sec. 6, where we will set α→ 1.

Now, since the modified Chern-Simons term can be still rewritten as a total derivative
containing cubic contributions in the affine connection, we expect in general that the re-
sulting equation of motion for Γλµν be affected by second order terms, which can introduce
substantial differences as compared to the standard Levi-Civita solution. In particular, by
varying (3.1) with respect to the affine connection, we obtain

−∇λ
(√
−ggµν

)
+ δνλ∇ρ

(√
−ggµρ

)
+
√
−g
(
gµνT τλτ − δνλT τµτ + T νµλ

)
=

=
α

2

√
−g εαβγν

(
Rµλβγ −

1

4
δµλR̂βγ

)
∇αθ. (3.2)
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We immediately see that when the scalar field θ(x) boils down to a constant, the r.h.s. of (3.2)
identically vanishes, and we just recover the standard equation for the connection [74, 86].
Keeping θ(x) generic, however, we can contract (3.2) with δλν , gµν and ε λ

ρνµ , and we can
extract the three equations for the four vector components of the connection Tµ, Sµ, Qµ, Pµ
(see Appendix A), i.e.

3Pµ −
3

2
Qµ − 2Tµ =

α

2

(
εαβγδRµβγδ +

1

4
ε αβγ
µ R̂βγ

)
∇αθ, (3.3)

Pµ +
1

2
Qµ + 2Tµ =

α

2

(
εαβγδRβµγδ +

1

4
ε αβγ
µ R̂βγ

)
∇αθ, (3.4)

Sµ = −α
(
δρµR−Rρµ −Rρσµσ

)
∇ρθ . (3.5)

Contraction of (3.2) with δλµ results in the identity 0 = 0, stemming from the invariance
under projective transformations of (3.1). We can then extract the purely tensor part of
(3.2), which taking into account the definition of nonmetricity and torsion can be rewritten
as

qνµλ − Ωλµν =
2

3
(Tµgνλ − Tνgµλ)− 1

6
ενµλσS

σ+

− 1

9

(
gµν (2Qλ + Pλ)− gνλ (4Qµ − 7Pµ)− gµλ

(
−1

2
Qν + 2Pν

))
+
α

2
εαβγν

(
Rµλβγ −

1

4
gµλR̂βγ

)
∇αθ.

(3.6)

Given that under (2.4) torsion and nonmetricity vectors transform as

T ρ → T̃ ρ = T ρ − 3ξρ, (3.7)

Sρ → S̃ρ = Sρ, (3.8)

Qρ → Q̃ρ = Qρ + 8ξρ, (3.9)

P ρ → P̃ ρ = P ρ + 2ξρ, (3.10)

we can exploit the freedom offered by the projective mode ξµ to get rid of one among
Tµ, Qµ, Pµ, in order to close the system (3.3)-(3.5), which in so doing turns out to be char-
acterized by only three unknown vector quantities. In particular, we choose to disregard the
trace part of the torsion, i.e. we set T̃µ = 0 (or equivalently ξµ = Tµ/3), so that we are left
with the system:

3Pµ −
3

2
Qµ =

α

2

(
εαβγδRµβγδ +

1

4
ε αβγ
µ R̂βγ

)
∇αθ, (3.11)

Pµ +
1

2
Qµ =

α

2

(
εαβγδRβµγδ +

1

4
ε αβγ
µ R̂βγ

)
∇αθ, (3.12)

Sµ = −α
(
δρµR−Rρµ −Rρσµσ

)
∇ρθ, (3.13)

where we dropped the tilde notation for the sake of clarity. Then, by summing and subtracting
(3.11)-(3.12), we can extract the symmetric and anti-symmetric part of the Riemann tensor
in its first two indices (up to a contraction with the metric), i.e.

4Pµ −Qµ =
α

2

(
εαβγδ(Rµβγδ +Rβµγδ) +

1

2
ε αβγ
µ R̂βγ

)
∇αθ, (3.14)

Pµ −Qµ =
α

4
εαβγδ(Rµβγδ −Rβµγδ)∇αθ. (3.15)
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Again, we stress the fact that for constant θ we just obtain the trivial solution Qµ = Pµ =
Sµ = 0, which plugged into (3.6) leads to the vanishing of the purely tensor part of torsion
and nonmetricity as well, as it can be appreciated by looking at (3.6) once we consider (3.14)
and (3.15), i.e.

qνµλ − Ωλµν =
α

2
εαβγν

(
Rµλβγ −

1

4
gµλR̂βγ

)
∇αθ −

1

6
ενµλσS

σ+

− 1

9

(
gµν (2Qλ + Pλ)− gνλ (4Qµ − 7Pµ)− gµλ

(
−1

2
Qν + 2Pν

))
.

(3.16)

4 Perturbative solution of the connection

In general, determining exact solutions for the system (3.13), (3.14) and (3.15) is a highly
nontrivial task, so that it can be instructive to look for perturbative solutions obtained by
expanding the scalar field θ(x). More precisely, we suppose for the scalar field θ(x) the
perturbative expansion

θ(x) = θ̄ + θ(1) (x) + θ(2) (x) + . . . , (4.1)

where θ̄ is the background value which we assume constant. Such an assumption is consistent
with the idea that the metric-affine structure is dynamically generated by the non trivial
behaviour of θ(x). Moreover, in order for the perturbative analysis to be consistent, we have
to take into account the expansion of the metric field as well, which can be rewritten as gµν =
ḡµν + hµν , where ḡµν represents some background metric and hµν the tensor perturbation.
In particular, by looking at (3.1), we easily see that, being the CS correction purely affine,
the metric ḡµν is not completely arbitrary, but has to be selected among the possible GR
solutions, as is clear from the lowest order of the metric field equations (5.2). For a vanishing
stress-energy tensor, this allows us to choose any known vacuum solution of GR. For this
reason, when we focus on static and spherically symmetric spacetimes in sec. 6, we will
consider the Schwarzschild solution as our reference background.
Leaving for the time being ḡµν as general as possible, we insert the expansions for the metric
and scalar fields in (3.13)-(3.15), which at first order completely determine the affine structure
solely in terms of the background Riemann tensor R̄ρµσν(ḡ) and the scalar perturbation
θ(1) (x) ≡ δθ. This is caused by the fact that the scalar field only appears with its derivatives,

preventing the appearance of any bare couplings between θ̄ and hµν , which are only expected
to arise at higher orders.
The perturbation equations then lead to

P(1)
µ = Q(1)

µ = 0, (4.2)

as it follows from (3.14) and (3.15) once we take into account the Bianchi identity and the
property R̄µνρσ(ḡ) = −R̄νµρσ(ḡ). We note that such a trivial structure for nonmetricity
ultimately depends on the fact that the contribution of the homothetic curvature to the
modified CS term is at least of second order in perturbation, being the homothetic curvature
tensor proportional to the derivative of the nonmetricity trace, i.e. to the Weyl vector (see
appendix A). It might seem, therefore, that the initial choice of B = −1

4 had a bit of
arbitrariness, since it appears to be eventually irrelevant in determining (4.2). We remark,
however, that for B 6= −1

4 the contraction of (3.2) with δλµ does not lead to the identity
0 = 0, but rather to the additional constraint:

εαµβγR̂βγ∇αθ = εαµβγ∂αθ∂βQγ = 0, (4.3)
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which allows for the Weyl vector the more general form Qµ = ∂µϕ, with ϕ an undetermined
scalar field. This degree of arbitrariness which the theory results to be endowed with, can be
traced back to the fact that, now, the breaking of the projective invariance does not allow us
to get rid of the trace Tµ of the torsion, so that we have to deal directly with (3.3)-(3.4) (the
equation for the axial part of torsion is insensitive), which lead us to the set of linearized
solutions:

P(1)
µ =

1

4
∂µϕ, (4.4)

T(1)
µ = −α

4
εαβγδR̄µβγδ∇αδθ −

1

2
∂µϕ. (4.5)

The issue about the possibility that also projective breaking scenarios could be characterized
by stable dynamics will be the subject of a forthcoming work [87], and here we focus on the
specific case of B = −1

4 .
Then, going back to (3.13), the solution for the axial trace of the torsion is

S(1)
µ = 2α Ḡρµ(ḡ)∇ρδθ, (4.6)

while the rank-3 components qρµν , Ωρµν can be determined from (3.2), which at the first
order simply reduces to

q
(1)

νµλ − Ω
(1)

λµν =
α

2
εαβγνR̄µλβγ∇αδθ −

α

3
ενµλρḠ

σρ(ḡ)∇σδθ. (4.7)

Then, taking the symmetric part of (4.7) in the indices µ, λ and recalling the property
qνµλ = −qνλµ, we get

Ω
(1)

µλν = − Ω
(1)

λµν . (4.8)

Now, since Ωµλν is also symmetric in the last two indices, it can be verified that (4.8) enforces

the tensor Ω
(1)

µλν to identically vanish. We are left, therefore, with

q
(1)

νµλ =
α

2
εαβγνR̄µλβγ∇αδθ −

α

3
ενµλρḠ

σρ∇σδθ, (4.9)

which a straightforward computation shows to fulfill the requirement ενµλτ q
(1)

νµλ = 0. Then,
at the first order in ∇µδθ the nonmetricity is completely vanishing and solutions are only
characterized by torsion, whose form is

T(1)
ρµν =

α

2
εαβγρR̄µνβγ∇αδθ. (4.10)

It is important to note that this solution does not depend on the specific scalar or metric
background chosen. As a result, if inserted back in the linearized equations for hµν and δθ,
one obtains a purely metric effective theory, where there is still freedom to select the specific
background metric on which the dynamics can be studied.

5 Metric and scalar field equations

Now, equipped with the solution for the affine structure (4.10), we can look at the corrections
due to the non Riemannian terms in the equation for the metric field, whose nonperturbative
form can be easily obtained from (3.1) and reads

R(µν) −
1

2
gµνR = κTµν , (5.1)
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where the stress energy tensor includes contributions from matter and the scalar field itself.
Then, at the lowest order in perturbation we get the equation for the background metric ḡµν ,
i.e.

Ḡµν = κT̄µν , (5.2)

and we immediately see that for vacuum solutions where T̄µν = 0, the axial trace Sµ (eq.
(4.6)) identically vanishes and we are only left with the tensor part of torsion. Next, by
considering the decomposition of the Riemann tensor in its metric and affine parts (A.20)
and the expansions gµν = ḡµν + hµν , θ = θ̄ + δθ, the linearized equation for the metric takes
the form

G(1)
µν + C(1)

µν = κ T(1)
µν , (5.3)

where T
(1)

µν now includes only terms depending on the matter, since the scalar field contri-
butions are at least of second order in perturbations. Furthermore, we defined the perturbed
Einstein tensor

G(1)
µν ≡ 2∇̄α∇̄(µh

α
ν) − ḡµν

(
∇̄α∇̄β − R̄αβ

)
hαβ −

(
�̄+ R̄

)
hµν +

(
ḡµν�̄− ∇̄µ∇̄ν

)
h, (5.4)

and we introduced the modified C-tensor (see [83] for a comparison)

C(1)
µν ≡ −∇̄ρ T

(1)
(µ|ρ|ν) = −αε(µ|αγδ

(
R̄ γδ
|ν)β ∇̄

β∇̄αδθ + ∇̄βR̄ βγδ
|ν) ∇̄αδθ

)
. (5.5)

It is worth noting that the form of C
(1)

µν does not coincide with its analogous in the purely
metric approach, as discussed in Sec. 6.3. Then, when we vary (3.1) with respect to the
scalar field θ(x), we obtain

β�θ +
α

8
εµνρσ

(
RαβµνRβαρσ −

1

4
RααµνR

β
βρσ

)
= 0. (5.6)

The linearization of the above equation on an arbitrary background results in a quite involved
expression and we refer the reader to Appendix B for its explicit form. We just note, here,
that the limit β → 0 does not correspond necessarily to deprive the scalar perturbation of
a proper dynamics, since by virtue of (4.10) it can be always generated by the scalar field
derivatives hidden in the Riemann contractions of (5.6). Even if we will discuss in more
detail this property in Section 6, here we just point out that in the standard metric approach
the case β = 0 is non dynamical and the theory constrained by the condition

εµνρσRαβµνR
β
αρσ = 0, (5.7)

which can prevent some geometric configuration to be actually feasible. In our case, instead,
the metric-affine generalization of (5.7) results in a larger variety of possible dynamical
solutions, and for β = 0 the theory is still well behaved.

6 Quasinormal modes for Schwarzschild black holes

Since by virtue of (3.2) a constant scalar field θ(x) ≡ θ̄ implies vanishing torsion and non-
metricity, the metric and scalar field equations reduce in this case to Einstein equations with
the additional condition (5.7). This implies that every GR solution satisfying (5.7) will be a
solution of metric-affine CSMG as well. In particular, the Schwarzschild metric with θ(x) ≡ θ̄
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and vanishing torsion and nonmetricity is an exact solution of the present theory. Therefore,
we can analyze the evolution in vacuum of metric and scalar perturbations, according to
the procedure described in Sec. 4, by selecting the Schwarzschild solution as our background
metric, i.e.

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −f(r)dt2 + f−1(r)dr2 + r2dϑ2 + r2 sin2 ϑdϕ2, (6.1)

with f(r) = 1− 2m/r. Then, equation (5.6) becomes (see appendix A)

(S1(α, β; ḡρσ) + S2(α; ḡρσ) + S3(α; ḡρσ)) δθ + Sµν4 (α; ḡρσ)hµν = 0, (6.2)

where

S1(α, β; ḡρσ) ≡
(
β + α2

(
3

4
R̄µνρσR̄µνρσ

))
�̄, (6.3)

S2(α; ḡρσ) ≡ α2

4

(
3R̄µνρσ∇̄αR̄µνρσ + 2R̄µνρσ∇̄νR̄αµρσ

)
∇̄α, (6.4)

S3(α; ḡρσ) ≡ −2α2R̄σµνρR̄
µνρ
τ ∇̄σ∇̄τ , (6.5)

Sµν4 (α; ḡρσ) ≡ α ∗R̄µ ν
β δ∇̄

δ∇̄β, (6.6)

having used (4.10) and (A.20). Due to the spherical symmetry of the problem, the scalar
field perturbation can be decomposed in standard spherical harmonics Y lm(ϑ, ϕ) as

δθ =
Θ(r)

r
Y lm(ϑ, ϕ)e−iωt. (6.7)

The decomposition of the metric perturbation is more involved and requires the use of tensor
spherical harmonics. Since we are interested in the study of the black hole quasinormal
modes, it is convenient to adopt the Regge-Wheeler gauge [80], in which the expression of
the metric perturbation simplifies to

hµν =


H lm

0 Y lm H lm
1 Y lm hlm0 Slmϑ hlm0 Slmϕ

∗ H lm
2 Y lm hlm1 Slmϑ hlm1 Slmϕ

∗ ∗ r2K lmY lm 0
∗ ∗ 0 r2 sin2 ϑK lmY lm

 e−iωt, (6.8)

where asterisks denote components obtained by symmetry and we have defined

Slmϑ = − cscϑ∂ϕY
lm, (6.9)

Slmϕ = sinϑ∂ϑY
lm. (6.10)

Here, the functions H0, H1, H2,K and h0, h1 describe polar and axial perturbations, respec-
tively, and they only depend on the radial coordinate r.
Substituting (6.7) and (6.8) into (5.3), it can be shown that the resulting equations for
the metric functions are equivalent to their analogue in metric CSMG [81–83]. Regarding
the scalar field equation instead, differences due to the affine structure are only present in
terms involving the scalar field perturbation, while the last term in (6.2) produces the same
contributions as in the metric case. This implies that the decoupling of polar and axial
perturbations observed in metric CSMG [81–83], holds also in the affine case. In particular,
the polar perturbations are not modified by the presence of the additional scalar field, hence
from now on we focus on pure axial modes.
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The equations describing axial perturbations are derived from the tϕ, rϕ and ϑϕ com-
ponents of (5.3), which read

E1 ≡ h′′0 + iω

(
∂r +

2

r

)
h1 +

(
2f ′

rf
− l(l + 1)

r2f

)
h0 −

6αm

r4

(
Θ′ − 2

r
Θ

)
= 0, (6.11)

E2 ≡ −ω2h1 + iω

(
∂r −

2

r

)
h0 +

f(l + 2)(l − 1)

r2
h1 −

6αmiω

r4
Θ = 0, (6.12)

E3 ≡
iω

f
h0 + ∂r(fh1) = 0. (6.13)

These equations are not all independent since the following relation holds [81]

E1 +
fr4

iω
(E2/r

2)′ − (l + 2)(l − 1)r

iω
E3 = 0. (6.14)

Moreover, one can solve E3 = 0 for h0 and substitute the result into E2, yielding an equation
for h1, which reads

d2Q

dr2∗
+

[
ω2 − f

(
l(l + 1)

r2
− 6m

r3

)]
Q = −6αmiω

r5
fΘ, (6.15)

where we defined Q = fh1/r and employed the tortoise coordinate r∗ = r+2m ln(r/2m− 1).
Then, using E2 = 0 to express (∂r − 2/r)h0 in terms of h1 and Θ, the equation for the scalar
perturbation eventually reads as

(
β +

12α2m2

r6

)(
d2Θ

dr2∗
+

[
ω2 − f

(
l(l + 1)

r2
+

2m

r3

)]
Θ

)
− 72α2m2

r7
f
dΘ

dr∗

+
36α2m2

r8
f(2f − l(l + 1))Θ =

6αm

−iωr5
(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!
fQ. (6.16)

The last two equations form a set of coupled second order differential equations describing
the evolution of (odd parity) metric and scalar perturbations on a Schwarzschild background.
In order to numerically integrate these equations and extract the QNMs frequencies, it is
convenient to proceed in the following way [88–90]. First, the scalar field redefinition Θ →
Θ/α, together with the replacement β → α2β, allow to set α = 1 in the above equations.
Then, defining Ψ = iQ/ω and introducing the light-cone variables u = t− r∗ and v = t+ r∗,
we get

4
∂2Ψ

∂u∂v
+ V1(r)Ψ = V2(r)Θ, (6.17)

4W1(r)
∂2Θ

∂u∂v
+W2(r)

(
∂Θ

∂u
− ∂Θ

∂v

)
+W3(r)Θ = W4(r)Ψ, (6.18)
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where we defined the potentials as

V1(r) = f(r)

(
l(l + 1)

r2
− 6m

r3

)
, (6.19)

V2(r) = −6m

r5
f(r), (6.20)

W1(r) = β +
12m2

r6
, (6.21)

W2(r) = −72m2

r7
f(r), (6.22)

W3(r) = f(r)

(
β +

12m2

r6

)(
l(l + 1)

r2
+

2m

r3

)
− 36m2f(r)

r8
(2f(r)− l(l + 1)) , (6.23)

W4(r) = −6m

r5
(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!
f(r). (6.24)

Note that W1 is always non vanishing and positive for β ≥ 0. Since the latter rules the
kinetic term in the action, scalar ghost instabilities are expected to arise for β < 0. For this
reason, in the following we only focus on the positive branch.

To set up the numerical integration, the u − v plane is discretized by a lattice spacing
∆ and the equations are written in their discretized versions as

ΨN = ΨW + ΨE −ΨS +
∆2

2
[V1(rc) (ΨW + ΨE)− V2(rc) (ΘW + ΘE)] , (6.25)

ΘN = ΘW + ΘE −ΘS + ∆
W2(rc)

W1(rc)
(ΘE −ΘW )

+
∆2

2

[
W3(rc)

W1(rc)
(ΘE + ΘW )− W4(rc)

W1(rc)
(ΨE + ΨW )

]
. (6.26)

Here, the fields with a subscript are evaluated at the points S = (u, v), W = (u + ∆, v),
E = (u, v + ∆) and N = (u + ∆, v + ∆), while the potentials are computed at rc = (u +
∆/2, v + ∆/2). We let (u, v) range between zero and (umax, vmax), thus covering a portion
of the first quadrant on the u − v plane. The boundary conditions are assigned on the
two axes u = 0 and v = 0. In particular, following [83] we choose vanishing perturbations
on the u axis, i.e. Ψ(u, 0) = Θ(u, 0) = 0, and Gaussian initial data on the v axis, namely
Ψ(0, v) = Θ(0, v) = exp

[
−(v − vc)2/2σ

]
. Knowing the fields at the three points S, W , and E,

the integration starts computing the fields at N by solving (6.25)-(6.26), and then proceeds
to higher values of v, completing the full grid row by row. At each step the value of rc at
which the potentials are evaluated is computed inverting the tortoise coordinate expression
for r. This is done using the approximation r ≈ 2m(1 + exp[(r∗ − 2m)/2m]) for r ≈ 2m and
numerically for larger values of r. Once the integration is complete, the field as a function
of time is extracted at some constant r∗ as Ψ(t) = Ψ(t− r∗, t+ r∗).

The results presented in this paper are obtained with the following values of the param-
eters: umax = vmax = 1000, ∆ = 0.1, vc = 10, σ = 1. The fields are extracted at r∗ = 50m.
We performed integrations for different values of β, obtaining time series characterized by
the expected behavior, namely damped oscillations ending with a late-time power law tail,
as shown in Fig. 1. In the next subsections we report the black hole QNMs, focusing on the
lowest lying fundamental l = 2 mode, while the behavior of the power law tails is discussed
for different values of l. During the integrations, for l > 2 the perturbations reach very small
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Figure 1: Evolution of metric (continuous) and scalar (dashed) perturbations as a function
of t/m for β = 103 (top), β = 0.1 (center) and β = 0 (bottom). Straight lines represent a
power law behavior.

amplitudes and the precision in the result is not sufficient to appreciate the power law tail.
This usually happens when the amplitude becomes of order ∼ 10−14. To overcome this issue
we improved the accuracy of the numerical computations using the mpmath Python library
[91].

6.1 QNMs frequencies

The QNMs frequencies are extracted from the time series fitting the data. Depending on the
value of β, either a single mode or a two modes damped oscillation is used, namely

y(t) =

n∑
j=1

Aje
Im[ωj ]t cos(Re[ωj ]t+ cj), (6.27)

for n = 1 or n = 2, respectively. In the limit of large β the scalar field equation decouples
from the metric perturbation and reduces to the perturbed Klein-Gordon equation on a
Schwarzschild background, i.e.

d2Θ

dr2∗
+

[
ω2 − f

(
l(l + 1)

r2
+

2m

r3

)]
Θ = 0. (6.28)
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While the equation for metric perturbations is still modified by the presence of the scalar
field source on the right hand side:

d2Ψ

dr2∗
+

[
ω2 − f

(
l(l + 1)

r2
− 6m

r3

)]
Ψ =

6m

r5
fΘ. (6.29)

Therefore, in this regime the scalar perturbation is expected to be characterized by single
mode oscillations with the same QNM frequencies as the GR case. On the other hand,
the equation for the metric perturbation is always coupled to the scalar field, resulting in a
superposition of the gravitational mode and the scalar one.

This behavior is confirmed by the numerical investigations performed for β = 100, 1000.
Indeed, the metric perturbation is compatible with a two modes fit with frequencies

ωg = 0.37− i 0.089, (6.30)

ωs = 0.48− i 0.097, (6.31)

while only the latter characterizes the behavior of the scalar field. Note that the above
values coincide with the lowest lying (l = 2) modes for tensor and scalar perturbations in
GR, respectively.

For 10−1 . β . 10, the numerical values of the two frequencies are almost unchanged
but both perturbations start oscillating with a superposition of the two modes. This two
modes behavior is also present for lower values of β, down to β = 0, but for β . 10−1 the
frequencies deviate from the GR values as shown in Fig. 2.

When the frequencies are extracted from two modes curves, one actually obtains two
values for each frequency, one from the scalar and another from the metric perturbation.
Concerning the real parts, the two values obtained are always consistent with each other,
while the extraction of the imaginary part is not always possible without ambiguities and we
are not able to compute it for every value of β.

6.2 Power law tails

In each case considered the late-time evolution of the perturbations is characterized by power
law tails ∼ t−µ, with scalar and tensor perturbations always sharing the same value of the
exponent µ. In the β 6= 0 case the late-time tails are indistinguishable from GR. In particular,
the exponent only depends on the angular number l and is compatible with the relation
µ = 2l + 3, for each value of β. For β = 0 instead, a departure from GR is observed (see
Fig. 3).

Power law tails obtained for 2 ≤ l ≤ 12 are characterized by the exponents in Fig. 4
and Table 1. The relation between µ and l is still linear but consistent with

µ = 0.884 l + 2.78. (6.32)

6.3 Comparison with metric CSMG

A comparison with dynamical CSMG in metric formalism can be traced considering the
effective theory characterized by equations (5.3) and (6.2), where the affine structure has
already been re-expressed in terms of the scalar field. A first difference arises in the expression
of the C-tensor featuring the metric equation (5.3), which does not coincide with its analog in
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Figure 2: Real (top) and imaginary (bottom) part of quasinormal frequencies of the fun-
damental l = 2 tensor (continuous) and scalar (dashed) modes as a function of β, for metric
(data taken from [83]) and metric-affine CSMG.

the purely metric approach, by virtue of the derivative acting on the Riemann tensor, which in
the metric case is replaced by the Ricci tensor (Cf. with [83]). Moreover, despite the scalar
field equation (5.6) being formally equivalent at linearized level to its metric counterpart,
here we actually deal with the complete Riemann tensor, including its non Riemannian
contributions, which in turn depends on derivatives of the scalar field. Indeed, equation (5.6)

l 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

µ 4.75 5.40 6.81 7.36 7.74 8.53 9.37 10.2 11.1 14.6 12.8

Table 1: Exponents characterizing power law tails ∼ t−µ for different values of l in the β = 0
case.
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Figure 3: Time evolution of the metric perturbation in the β = 0 case, for different values
of l. The behavior of scalar perturbations is qualitatively the same.

can be expressed as (B.1), where additional δθ derivative terms appear explicitly. However,
even if these differences hold in the general case, they can disappear when we deal with
specific background configurations, as it occurs for instance when we look at Schwarzschild
spacetimes. In that case the metric equation reduces to its purely metric analogue while the
scalar field equation retains the additional terms in (6.2), which ultimately yield the modified
structure of (6.16). The latter is responsible for the differences in the results obtained above
with respect to the metric case. A further distinction consists on the absence of the stable
exponentially decaying mode characterized by non oscillatory frequencies with Re[ω] = 0 and
Im[ω] < 0, observed in the metric case [83] for β . 0.5. Here we checked that only oscillatory
modes with Re[ω] 6= 0 are present, for β down to 10−7.

Finally, while the late-time tails have the same behavior as in metric CSMG and GR
for β 6= 0, the results differ in the β = 0 case, which is a viable theory endowed with an
additional stable scalar degree of freedom with a proper dynamical character. Contrary to
metric CSMG, in which an observation of the late-time signal would not be able to discern the
theory from GR, the β = 0 version of metric-affine CSMG would show a distinctive signature
in the exponents of the power law tails, since they would satisfy the modified relation (6.32).

Let us close this section with a further comparison between the metric and metric-affine
versions of the theory. Metric CSMG is known to be fully consistent only in an effective
field theory approach, namely in the limit of small coupling |α2/β| � 1. This is due to
the derivative of the Ricci tensor appearing in the metric version of the C-tensor, which
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Figure 4: Exponents characterizing the power law tails in the β = 0 case as a function of l.
The best fit (6.32) (continuous) and GR case (dashed) are also shown.

ultimately causes the presence of third order derivatives of the metric tensor in the field
equations. Actually, in a perturbative framework at linear order they play no role because
they are multiplied by derivatives of θ, thus forbidding terms linear in the metric perturbation
and its derivatives (if the scalar field is expanded around a constant value). However, third
order derivatives may cause issues in more general settings, e.g. when discussing the initial
value formulation of dynamical CSMG, where one is forced to resort to the effective field
theory framework [92].

The situation in metric-affine CSMG is more puzzling. In this case, indeed, we can
identify the C-tensor with the disformal tensor contributions stemming from (5.1), once the
decomposition of the Riemann tensor in terms of Nρ

µν and its metric covariant derivative is
considered (see (A.20)). That allows us to formulate a quite general criterion for establishing
whether such terms can introduce dynamical instabilities or not: exact (non perturbative)
solutions of the non-Riemannian part of the connection must contain at most first derivatives

of the metric and scalar fields, in order for terms proportional to ∇(L)
σNρµν to be harmless.

Clearly, the scenario analyzed in this work falls into these conditions, and the reason is rooted
in the perturbative expansion at linear order, which prevents the appearance of the metric
perturbation in the expression for linearized torsion, in close analogy to the metric case, as
explained above. In the general case, however, determining the exact form of torsion and
nonmetricity is very challenging and we cannot exclude a priori the presence of higher order
derivatives in metric-affine CSMG, even if it is not as manifest as in the metric formulation.
Despite this, it is worth mentioning that a careful analysis of the equations for the con-
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nection may help in establishing which non-Riemannian components are responsible for the
instabilities, so that in principle they can be removed by introducing specific symmetries in
the initial formulation of the problem. In this sense, preliminary results about the isotropic
and homogeneous cosmological case (Friedmann-Robertson-Walker spacetimes), where exact
and nonperturbative solutions for torsion and nonmetricity can be actually derived2, seem
to validate this hypothesis, offering a precious hint about a formulation of CSMG free of
dynamical pathologies.

7 Conclusions

In this paper we studied perturbations of Schwarzschild black holes in metric-affine CSMG,
where the metric field and the connection are assumed to be independent geometric enti-
ties. In particular, we proposed to enlarge the metric formulation of the Pontryagin density
with additional terms quadratic in the homothetic curvature. We demonstrated how this
modification is the unique choice allowing to recover the projective invariance of the theory
without spoiling the topological character of the Pontryagin density, which still holds when
the pseudo-scalar field coupling with the additional terms is set to a constant value, as it
happens in the standard metric CSMG. Moreover, we included a standard kinetic term for
the pseudo-scalar field ruled by a free parameter β.

The equations of motion for the independent connection turned out to be nonlinear and
differential, so that looking for an exact solution in terms of the metric and pseudo-scalar
field is prohibitive. We proceeded, therefore, by expanding the scalar field in a perturbative
series and assuming the affine structure to be sourced by the latter. This allowed us to
solve for the connection neglecting quadratic terms in the scalar field. Furthermore, by
taking advantage of the projective symmetry, we set to zero the trace of torsion, and we
ended up with an affine structure entirely determined by the axial and purely tensor part
of torsion, both proportional to the pseudo-scalar field gradient. The nonmetricity tensor,
instead, turned out to be vanishing at first order in the perturbation expansion. In turn, this
implies that being the homothetic curvature only determined by nonmetricity, the projective
invariant modification included in the action does not affect the equations at the linearized
level, although it highly modifies the complete nonperturbative theory.

Then, substituting the solution for the connection back into the theory, we obtained
the remaining metric and scalar field equations. The presence of a modified C-tensor in the
former and of additional derivative terms in the latter, cause a discrepancy with respect
to the correspondent equations in metric CSMG. The modified differential structure of the
scalar equation guarantees a dynamical character to the pseudo-scalar perturbation even in
absence of the standard kinetic term in the action (β = 0), contrary to what happens in non-
dynamical metric CSMG. On the other hand, the discrepancy in the C-tensors disappears
when specializing to a Schwarzschild background, while the pseudo-scalar field equation re-
tains its peculiar modified structure. Employing a harmonic decomposition and working in
the Regge-Wheeler gauge we solved the coupled differential equations via numerical meth-
ods, obtaining the evolution of metric and pseudo-scalar field perturbations. Because of the
parity violating character of the modifications included in the action we focus only on axial,
odd parity modes, which are the only ones affected.

The computation of the lowest lying (l = 2) QNMs reveals an apparent deviation from
both GR and metric CSMG, and the results depend on the value of the parameter β. The

2This will be discussed in more detail in a forthcoming work.
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QNMs are always characterized by two frequencies, identifying tensor and scalar modes. In
the large β limit (β & 100), the corresponding frequencies coincide with their GR counterpart.
However, no matter how large β is, the pseudo-scalar field acts as a source term in the metric
equation and the metric perturbation always carries a signature of the pseudo-scalar degree
of freedom: it evolves as a superposition of the tensor and scalar modes. On the other hand,
the pseudo-scalar perturbation decouples and it exhibits single mode oscillations, identified
by the scalar frequency. As β decreases below β ∼ 10, however, the two modes behavior
becomes dominant in the evolution of the scalar perturbation as well.

Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2, the frequencies deviate from GR and metric CSMG,
smoothly reaching the values attained in the β = 0 case. The deviation from GR starts at
smaller values of β, with respect to metric CSMG, meaning that there exists a larger range
of β values mimicking the GR results. However, the superposition of two modes is always
present. As discussed in [83], if a signal able to resolve the two frequencies is detected, these
would be interpreted as the l = 2 tensor and scalar modes in CSMG or as the l = 2 and
l = 3 tensor modes in GR (in which there are no additional scalar fields), offering a way to
test the predictions of the theory. The critical quantity is the signal to noise ratio (SNR) of
the gravitational waves detector [93–95]. In this respect, the SNR necessary to resolve the
two frequencies in the β = 0 affine theory is lower than the one required to disentangle the
frequencies in GR or in the large β limit of the purely metric case, due to the greater gap
between the two frequencies (See Fig. 2).

Moreover, a new feature entirely due to the affine structure of the theory with β = 0 is
the modified behavior of the late-time power law tails. The exponent characterizing the tails
has a linear dependence on l differing from the relation found in GR and metric CSMG, which
is recovered in our case only when β 6= 0. The discontinuous transition to the β = 0 results
is due to the different asymptotic behavior of the effective potentials featuring (6.17)-(6.18),
as already observed in other scenarios [96, 97]. Finally, let us remark here that integrations
performed with β < 0 yield unstable, diverging modes with Im[ω] > 0. This is expected since
β rules the kinetic term in the action and a change in its sign can be related to the arising
of ghost instabilities.

Given the amount of information that can be extracted studying black hole perturba-
tions, it could be an interesting perspective to extend the present analysis to non static space-
times and non singular compact objects, possibly developing analytical methods adapted from
other contexts to sustain the numerical techniques employed here.
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A Metric-affine formalism

In this appendix we review some basic notions about the metric-affine formalism we adopted
throughout the paper. The Riemann tensor is defined in terms of the independent connection
as:

Rρµσν = ∂σΓρµν − ∂νΓρµσ + ΓρτσΓτµν − ΓρτνΓτµσ, (A.1)

and covariant derivatives act as

∇µT ρσ = ∂µT
ρ
σ + ΓρλµT

λ
σ − ΓλσµT

ρ
λ . (A.2)

We are considering the affine connection as general as possible, so that we can introduce
torsion and nonmetricity tensors, which read respectively:

T ρµν ≡ Γρµν − Γρνµ,

Qρµν ≡ −∇ρgµν .
(A.3)

In evaluating the equation of motion for the connection from (3.2), we used the generalized
Palatini identity

δRρµσν = ∇σδΓρµν −∇νδΓρµσ − T λσν δΓ
ρ
µλ, (A.4)

and the property for vector densities∫
d4x ∇µ

(√
−gV µ

)
=

∫
d4x ∂µ

(√
−gV µ

)
+

∫
d4x
√
−g T ρµρ V µ =

∫
d4x
√
−g T ρµρ V µ.

(A.5)
We also rewrote torsion and nonmetricity in their irreducible parts:

Tµνρ =
1

3
(Tνgµρ − Tρgµν) +

1

6
εµνρσS

σ + qµνρ, (A.6)

Qρµν =
5Qρ − 2Pρ

18
gµν −

Q(µgν)ρ − 4P(µgν)ρ

9
+ Ωρµν . (A.7)

In particular, we introduced the trace vector

Tµ ≡ T νµν , (A.8)

the pseudotrace axial vector
Sµ ≡ εµνρσT νρσ, (A.9)

and the antisymmetric tensor qµνρ = −qµρν satisfying

εµνρσqνρσ = 0, qµνµ = 0. (A.10)

While for what concerns the nonmetricity, we defined the Weyl vector

Qρ = Q µ
ρ µ, (A.11)

the second trace
Pρ = Qµµρ = Qµρµ, (A.12)

and the traceless part Ωρµν , obeying

Ωρµν = Ωρνµ. (A.13)
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It is always possible, moreover, to rewrite the affine connection as

Γρµν = Lρµν +Nρ
µν = Lρµν +Kρ

µν +Dρ
µν , (A.14)

where Lρµν denotes the Christoffel symbols and the contorsion and disformal tensors are
given by, respectively

Kρ
µν =

1

2

(
T ρµν − T ρ

µ ν − T ρ
ν µ

)
= −K ρ

µ ν , (A.15)

Dρ
µν =

1

2

(
Q ρ
µν +Q ρ

νµ −Qρµν
)

= Dρ
νµ. (A.16)

For a generic metric-affine structure the Riemann tensor is skew-symmetric only in its last
two indices, so that we can in principle take the different traces

Rµν ≡ Rαµαν , (A.17)

R̂µν ≡ Rααµν = ∂[µQν], (A.18)

R†µν ≡ gµτgρσRτρσν , (A.19)

where the first one is the usual Ricci tensor, and the second one is also called homothetic
curvature. In terms of the distorsion tensor the Riemann curvature can be rewritten as

Rµρνσ = Rµρνσ + ∇(L)
νNµρσ − ∇(L)

σNµρν +NµλνN
λ
ρσ −NµλσN

λ
ρν , (A.20)

where Rµνρσ and ∇(L)
µ are built from the Levi Civita connection.

B Scalar field equation

Here we report the linearized equation for the field θ(x) on an arbitrary background. For the
sake of clarity, it is convenient to rearrange it in the following way

(D1(α, β; ḡρσ) +D2(α; ḡρσ) +D3(α; ḡρσ)) δθ +Dµν4 (α; ḡρσ)hµν + C(α; ḡρσ, hρσ) = 0, (B.1)

where Di denote differential operators acting on the field perturbations δθ and hµν , and
C(α; ḡρσ, hρσ) is a function both of the background metric and the gravitational perturbation.
They are given by, respectively:

D1(α, β; ḡρσ) ≡
(
β + α2

(
3

4
R̄µνρσR̄µνρσ − R̄αβR̄αβ

))
�̄ ≡

(
β + α2K

)
�̄, (B.2)

D2(α; ḡρσ) ≡ α2
(
R̄µσR̄µτ + 2R̄µνR̄σµτν − 2R̄σµνρR̄

µνρ
τ

)
∇̄σ∇̄τ , (B.3)

D3(α; ḡρσ) ≡ α2

2

(
∇̄σK + R̄µνρτ ∇̄νR̄σµρτ − 3R̄ τµρ

σ ∇̄νR̄ντµρ + 2R̄ β
σ ∇̄µR̄

µ
β

+2∇̄τ
(
R̄µνR̄ τ

µσν

))
∇̄σ, (B.4)

Dµν4 (α; ḡρσ) ≡ α ∗R̄µ ν
β δ∇̄

δ∇̄β, (B.5)

C(α; ḡρσ, hρσ) ≡ α

2
∗R̄µνβδ

(
hαβR̄ δµν

α + hαµR̄ νβδ
α − 1

4
hααR̄

βδµν

)
. (B.6)
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