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The behavior of hairy black hole solutions, obtained by the gravitational decoupling (GD) method,
is investigated under scalar perturbations. The quasinormal mode frequencies of such solutions are
regulated by GD hair. The numerically generated wave solutions are derived for a range of values
for the GD hairy black hole parameters, with higher-frequency modes very sensitive to them. The
results are confronted with the corresponding ones for the Schwarzschild solution, whose deviations
from it demonstrate a unique physical identification of GD hairy black holes. The method here
presented comprises the first steps towards the obtainment of the observable signature of GD hairy
black holes at ground-based detectors, emitted from coalescing binary systems of GD hairy black
hole mergers in the ringdown phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational decoupling (GD) methods comprise established successful protocols used to generate analytical so-
lutions of Einstein’s effective field equations [1–5], with plenty of relevant applications in gravitational physics and
astrophysics, also including analog gravity models. The gravitational decoupling and some extensions were studied
in Refs. [3, 6–12], and have been applied to construct new physical solutions from root solutions of general relativity
(GR), that especially include an appropriate description of anisotropic stellar distributions [13–28]. Refs. [29–32]
derived accurate physical constraints on the parameters in gravitational decoupled solutions, using the WMAP and
also data at LIGO/Virgo [33, 34]. The gravitational decoupling procedure iteratively fabricates, upon a given isotropic
source of gravitational field, anisotropic compact sources of gravity, that are weakly coupled. When starting by a
perfect fluid, one can couple it to more elaborated types of stress-energy-momentum tensors, that underlie realis-
tic compact configurations [35–61]. Particularly the case of GD involving hairy solutions has been explored, with
astonishing and relevant physical ramifications [62–65]. Hairy black holes present additional degrees of freedom of
macroscopic nature, which are not associated with a Gauss flux theorem for gravity. Hence these degrees of freedom
are not associated with quasilocal conserved quantities that can be computed at the GD hairy black hole event horizon
level. The way how the microscopic description of black holes catches the additional degrees of freedom, corresponding
to hair, points to an effective procedure for deriving analytical solutions. Therefore thermodynamical quantities of
GD hairy black holes can be studied. With the first unambiguous observations of gravitational waves at LIGO/Virgo,
directly encoding smoking gun disturbances in the spacetime curvature, GD hairy solutions can be proposed and
investigated also in the gravitational wave astrophysical scenario, exploring aspects of gravity in the strong nonlinear
regime and comparing any deviation from the general-relativistic setup. Coalescing binary black hole systems in the
merger ringdown phase, which have been scrutinized from the direct observational point of view with outstanding
results [66, 67], can shed new light on GD hairy solutions.

In recent years, numerical relativity has been consolidated as an essential tool in the fully nonlinear regime of GR,
supporting paramount results also arising from the post-Newtonian regime and black hole perturbation theory [68].
Besides the huge progress in the field, since GR is not a complete theory [69–72], persistent issues on its foundations
do remain, such as the physical meaning of singularities and the lack of a QFT of gravity. These issues also motivated
a considerable number of alternative theories focused on addressing them [73]. The spectrum of the extensions of

∗Electronic address: rogerio.cavalcanti@ufabc.edu.br
†Electronic address: ronaldo.paiva@unesp.br
‡Electronic address: roldao.rocha@ufabc.edu.br

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

08
74

0v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
7 

O
ct

 2
02

2

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3978-532X
mailto:rogerio.cavalcanti@ufabc.edu.br
mailto:ronaldo.paiva@unesp.br
mailto:roldao.rocha@ufabc.edu.br


2

GR black holes, together with the improved sensibility of the future gravitational wave antennas, may constitute
a set of unprecedented tests of foundations of gravity itself [74–77]. Since the seminal work of Regge and Wheeler
[78, 79], black hole perturbation theory has been playing a fundamental role in investigating problems in the strong
field regime of GR, as well as in aspects of astrophysics, high-energy physics, and the foundations of the gravitational
interaction as well [80–83]. With the growing interest in gravitational waves, black hole perturbation theory has
been brought back to the spotlights. The advances on black hole perturbation theory and its applications constitute
now part of the essential tools of, but not restricted to, gravitational physics, from theory to observations [80–82].
Among the main results, quasinormal modes quantify the black hole relaxation after any external perturbation [79].
Perturbation theory also accounts for binary black hole mergers, which can emit radiation and, at the last end-
stage, the black hole orbits fall off, yielding increments in the amplitude of the gravitational radiation. By emitting
gravitational waves and the orbital period diminishing, black holes inspiral and merge into a stable end-stage, through
the ringdown phenomenon. Before the advent of numerical relativity, perturbative methods were the best one could
get from realistic models of GR beyond the highly symmetric cases in the nonlinear regime. Quasinormal modes
of black holes can specify the stability of the background spacetime with respect to perturbations, yielding unique
physical signatures. Quasinormal modes consist of wave modes of energy dissipation of scattering fields with different
spin in a black hole background [84], being formally derived from linearized differential equations of GR constraining
the perturbations around a black hole solution. They are indeed governed by linear second-order partial differential
equations, complemented by suitable boundary conditions at the black hole event horizon and the spatial infinity as
well. Quasinormal modes computed in the linearized setup present full compliance to those derived by a nonlinear
coupled system of Einstein’s equations, at least in what concerns sufficiently late times [85–90].

Quasinormal ringing dominates the majority of phenomena regarding black hole perturbation. Hence, quasinormal
modes can impart exclusive imprints that yield the unequivocal observational identification of GD hairy black holes.
To bring substantial information out of gravitational-wave detectors, one must thoroughly know the main features
and behavior of quasinormal modes for GD hairy black holes. A prominent feature of this apparatus is the fact
that the event horizon emulates a membrane for classical fields, yielding a non-Hermitian boundary value problem
with complex eigenfrequencies. The imaginary part of the frequency encodes the decay timescale of the black hole
perturbation and quantifies the energy lost by the black hole. Perturbed black holes are inherently dissipative, due to
event horizon effects, yielding quasinormal comprise universal phenomena in black hole physics. They predominate
the radiation emission along the intermediate stages of the black hole perturbation. Those modes, also known as
ringdown modes, are composed of a simple linear superposition of exponentially damped sinusoids, followed by a
power-law tail [79, 84]. A noticeable fact about quasinormal modes regards their specific dependence on black hole
parameters, being thus an important tool for confronting theory and observations. In that sense, the spectrum of
compact objects in extensions of GR can reveal possible observational signatures of alternative theories of gravity,
as the GD setup [81, 82]. Quasinormal frequencies are independent of the way that either the black hole itself or a
given field surrounding it are perturbed, being thoroughly and exclusively characterized by the black hole parameters.
Therefore the main goal here is to derive the quasinormal spectrum of frequencies of a GD hairy black hole, analyzing
the resulting deviations from the Schwarzschild standard solution when the GD hairy parameters are set in.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II is dedicated to reviewing the gravitational decoupling procedure,
obtaining a metric for GD hairy black holes. In Section III the scalar perturbations of GD hairy black hole solutions
are investigated and discussed. It includes an analysis of the role played by the GD hair parameters, which regulate the
resulting quasinormal modes. The waveform evolution of the mentioned solutions is also numerically found. Section
IV is dedicated to conclusions and discussion.

II. GRAVITATIONAL DECOUPLING ALGORITHM AND HAIRY BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS

The GD algorithm can be implemented when one takes root solutions of Einstein’s field equations to disentangle
a given energy-momentum tensor into subparts that are computationally more tractable [2, 4, 63]. Einstein’s field
equations read

Gµν = 8π Ťµν , (1)

where Gµν = Rµν − 1
2Rgµν denotes the Einstein tensor, and the energy-momentum tensor can be split off as

Ťµν = Tµν + αΘµν . (2)

Eq. (2) regards a usual general-relativistic solution Tµν , whereas Θµν denotes ancillary sources residing in the

gravitational sector, insomuch as α denotes the GD parameter. Also, the conservation equation ∇µ Ťµν = 0 holds, in
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general. One assumes an arbitrary static and spherically symmetric metric,

ds2 = −eγ(r)dt2 + eβ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (3)

which can be replaced into the system (1), yielding

8π
(
T0

0 + αΘ0
0

)
= − 1

r2
+ e−β

(
1

r2
− β′

r

)
, (4a)

8π
(
T1

1 + αΘ1
1

)
= − 1

r2
+ e−β

(
1

r2
+
γ′

r

)
, (4b)

8π
(
T2

2+αΘ2
2

)
=
e−β

4

(
2γ′′+γ′2− β′γ′+

1

r
(γ′−β′)

)
(4c)

for the prime denoting the derivative with regard to r. The coupled system of ODEs (4a) – (4c) are related to the
density and the tangential/radial pressures, respectively by [2, 4]

ρ̌ = ρ+ αΘ0
0, (5a)

p̌t = p− αΘ2
2, (5b)

p̌r = p− αΘ1
1. (5c)

With these quantities defined, the system anisotropy is quantified by the parameter

∆ = p̌r − p̌t. (6)

Solving the coupled system (1) exclusively for the root source Tµν is feasible when one considers solutions of type
[4, 63]

ds2 = −eκ(r)dt2 + eζ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (7)

where

e−ζ(r) ≡ 1− 8π

r

∫ r

0

r2 T0
0(r) dr = 1− 2m(r)

r
(8)

regards the Misner–Sharp mass function, which is the quasilocal mass within a sphere of radius r, at a given proper
time, providing a quasilocal prescription of the energy that fabricates curvature accommodated into a black hole. The
auxiliary source Θµν induces the gravitational decoupling of the root metric (7), carried through the functions

κ(r) 7→ γ(r) = κ(r) + αf2(r) (9a)

e−ζ(r) 7→ e−β(r) = e−ζ(r) + αf1(r), (9b)

where f1(r) [f2(r)] denotes the GD for the temporal [radial] metric component. Eqs. (9a, 9b) split the Einstein’s field
equations (4a) – (4c) into two distinct arrays. The first one encodes the GR coupled system Tµν , solved by the root
metric (7). The second one is associated to the GD tensor Θµν and reads

8πΘ0
0 = α

(
f1
r2

+
f ′1
r

)
, (10a)

8πΘ1
1 − α

e−ζ f ′2
r

= α f1

(
1

r2
+
γ′

r

)
(10b)

8πΘ2
2−αf1

(
2γ′′+γ′2+

2γ′

r

)
=α

f ′1
4

(
γ′+

2

r

)
+V (10c)

where [1]

V (r) = αe−ζ
(

2f ′′2 + f2′2 +
2f ′2
r

+ 2κ′f ′2 − ζ′f ′2

)
. (11)

The tensor-vacuum, defined when the conditions Θµν 6= 0 and Tµν = 0 simultaneously hold, leads to GD hairy black
hole solutions [91, 92]. Eqs. (4a) – (4c) then yield the radial pressure to attain negative values,

p̌r = −ρ̌. (12)
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and, together to the Schwarzschild solution, it implies that

α f1(r) =

(
1− 2M

r

)(
eα f2(r) − 1

)
, (13)

so that (3) becomes

ds2=−
(

1− 2M

r

)
eαf2(r)dt2+

(
1− 2M

r

)−1
e−α f2(r)dr2

+r2 dΩ2. (14)

In the radial range r ≥ 2M , the tensor-vacuum is given by expressing Θ0
0 by the most general linear combination of

the radial and tangential components of the stress-energy-momentum tensor, as

Θ0
0 = aΘ1

1 + bΘ2
2. (15)

Eqs. (10a) – (10c) then yield

r(r − 2M)bh′′ + 2 [(b+ a− 1)r + 2(1− a)M ]h′

+2 (a− 1)(h− 1) = 0, (16)

for

h(r) = eα f2(r). (17)

A trivial deformation corresponding to the standard Schwarzschild solution can be yielded when a = 1. The solution
of Eq. (16) can be written as [1]

eα f2(r) = 1 +
1

r − 2M

[
l0 + r

(
l

r

)m]
, (18)

where l0 = αl is a primary hair charge, whereas

m =
2

b
(a− 1) , (19)

with m > 1 for the asymptotic flatness condition. On the other hand, the dominant energy conditions,

ρ̌ ≥ |p̌t|, ρ̌ ≥ |p̌r|, (20)

yield m ≤ 2, therefore restricting the parameter a and b by the equations (15) and (19) [2, 4, 63]. Besides, the strong
energy conditions,

ρ̌+ 2 p̌t + p̌r ≥ 0, (21a)

p̌r + ρ̌ ≥ 0, (21b)

p̌t + ρ̌ ≥ 0, (21c)

make Eq. (12) to read

−Θ0
0 ≤ Θ2

2 ≤ 0. (22)

Therefore, together with Eqs. (10a) and (10c), Eq. (22) can be recast as

G1(r) := h′′(r − 2M) + 2h′ ≥ 0, (23a)

G2(r) := h′′(r − 2M)r + 4h′M − 2h+ 2 ≥ 0. (23b)

The mapping

h(r) 7→ h(r)− l0
r − 2M

(24)
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leaves G1(r) and G2(r) invariant. Solutions with a proper horizon at r ∼ 2M and approach the standard Schwarzschild
solution in the r � 2M regime, implying that G1(r) = 0. Hence, solving Eq. (23a) implies that

h(r) = d− α
l− r e−r/M
r − 2M

, (25)

where d is an arbitrary integration constant. Also, Eq. (25) depends upon the inequality (23b). Replacing (25) into
(14) implies the metric

eγ = e−β = 1− 2M

r
+ α e−r(M−α l/2)−1

, (26)

to represent a hairy black hole, where M = M + α l/2.
Now, the strong energy conditions are consistent with l ≥ 2M/e2, whose extremal case l = 2M/e2 leads to the GD

hairy black hole metric,

eγ = e−β = 1− 2M

r
+ α

(
e−r/M − 2M

e2 r

)
, (27)

which has the horizon at rhor = 2M . In what follows the quasinormal modes of the GD hairy black hole (27) will be
derived and discussed.

III. SCALAR PERTURBATIONS

External perturbations can excite the quasinormal modes of GD hairy black holes, appearing as damped oscillations
in the black hole natural response. These vibrations are inherent features of the exterior geometry (27), uniquely
identifying GD hairy black holes. The aim in this section is to compare, both qualitatively and quantitatively, the
spectrum of scalar perturbations of the metric given in (26) and (27) to the well-known results of the Schwarzschild
black hole, looking for possible preliminary signatures of GD hairy black holes. We start by considering the GD
hairy black hole metric (26) and a minimally coupled massless scalar field Φ propagating in such background, whose
dynamics is described by the Klein–Gordon equation,

∇µ∇µΦ = 0. (28)

Solutions of (28) are composed by modes of frequency ω, orbital number ` ∈ N, and azimuthalm ∈ Z, with−` ≤ m ≤ `,
with ansatz

Φω`m(t, r, θ, φ) = exp(iωt− imφ)
Ψω`(r)

r
S`m(θ), (29)

where S`m(θ) denotes the angular part, in which we are not interested for now. As usual, generalized tortoise
coordinates are used,

dr?
dr

=

(
1− αl + 2M

r
+ αe−

r
M

)−1
. (30)

The resulting equation takes the form of a Schrödinger-like equation,

Ψ′′ω` (r?) +
[
ω2 − V` (r, α, l)

]
Ψω` (r?) = 0, (31)

with effective potential [93, 94], in the case of GD hairy black holes, given by

V`(r, α, l) =

(
1− 2M

r

)(
(`+ 1)`

r2
+

2M

r3

)
+
α

r

[
(`(`+ 1) + 2)

r
e−

r
M − e−

r
M

M
− 4M l

r3
− l

r2

(
`(`+ 1)− 1− e 2M−r

M

)]
+
α2

r

[
l

Mr2
(M + r)e−

r
M − e−

2r
M

M
− l2

r3

]
. (32)

Notice that, similarly to the GD field equations, the potential can be naturally expressed as a polynomial in the
parameter α. The 0th-order term is just the Schwarzschild potential and the corrections depend on the GD parameter
l. The extreme case (l = 2M/e2) will be also considered, with metric given by Eq. (27) and effective potential reading
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V`(r, α) =

(
1− 2M

r

)(
(`+ 1)`

r2
+

2M

r3

)
+
α

r

[
(`(`+ 1) + 2)

r
e−

r
M − e−

r
M

M
− 8M2

e2r3
− 2M

e2r2

(
`(`+ 1)− 1− e 2M−r

M

)]
+
α2

r

(
2Me−

r+2M
M

r2
+

2e−
r+2M

M

r
− e−

2r
M

M
− 4M2

e4r3

)
. (33)

Fig. 1 illustrates the effective potential (33), for several values of the GD parameter α.
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FIG. 1: Effective potential, in tortoise coordinate, for `= 1, in the extreme case (l = 2M/e2), for varying α. The
α = 0 corresponds to the Schwarzschild case.

The higher the value of the GD parameter α, the lower the peak of the effective potential is. The GD attenuates
the influence of the effective potential. For α = 0.6, the peak of the effective potential is 10% lower than for the
Schwarzschild case. Also, we numerically verified that the peak of the effective potential scales with α, for ` = 1, as

M2Vpeak(α) = 0.02222α3 − 0.01726α2 − 0.01045α + 0.09865,

within 0.001% numerical error. One must additionaly emphasize that the higher the GD parameter α, the smoother
the profile of the effective potential is.

A. The Mashhoon procedure and the Pöschl–Teller potential

As the exact solution of the quasinormal modes is not easy to obtain analytically, approximation methods can
be applied to derive them [95]. Due to simplicity and reasonable results, the so-called Mashhoon method will be
considered in what follows [96, 97]. Most of the intricacies to compute quasinormal modes of black hole solutions
come from the potential that has a slow decay when asymptotically approaching the radial infinity. Owing to the
existence of a branch cut, there is a backscattering phenomenon of gravitational waves off the potential, yielding
late-time tails. The Mashhoon procedure circumvent these complications and exact solutions can be derived when
regarding a Pöschl–Teller that exponentially decays in the limit r → ∞, also carrying fundamental features of the
Schwarzschild effective potential. The boundary conditions to solve the wave equation yield an evanescent scalar wave
function at the boundary. It implies that computing the quasinormal modes can be qualified as calculating bound
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states for an inverse potential, V 7→ −V , having a gap that can be suitably approximated by an effective Pöschl–Teller
potential [98],

VPT(r) =
V0

cosh2[β(r − r0)]
, (34)

with the quasinormal mode frequencies given by (see [89, 90, 96, 97] for details)

ω = ω0 + iΓ, (35)

where

ω0 =

√
V0 −

β2

4
, Γ = β

(
n+

1

2

)
, (36)

where n ∈ N is the overtone number [89, 90], and

β2 = − 1

2V0

d2V

dr2?

∣∣∣∣
r0

. (37)

Here V0 denotes the effective potential maximum and V0 = V (r0).
The Mashhoon method provides accurate results for some well-known black hole solutions, analytically computing

quasinormal modes using their connection with bound states of the black hole effective curvature potentials. Specif-
ically, for gravitational perturbations of the 4-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole, the errors when calculating the
fundamental quasinormal modes by this method do not exceed 2% [90]. Table I displays an array of quasinormal
mode frequencies, for several values of ` and n, in the extreme potential case. For an arbitrary fixed value of the GD
parameter α, the higher the value of `, the bigger the real part of the eigenfrequency is. For fixed values of `, and
consequently for fixed values of the real part of the frequencies of the quasinormal modes, the higher the overtone, the
bigger the imaginary part of the eigenfrequency is. Now, for concomitantly fixed values of both `, the higher the value
of the GD parameter α, the lower both the real and imaginary parts of the frequencies of the quasinormal modes are.

` n α = 0.0 α = 0.1 α = 0.2 α = 0.3 α = 0.4

0 0 0.2296 + 0.2296i 0.2284 + 0.2254i 0.2271 + 0.2212i 0.2258 + 0.2169i 0.2245 + 0.2126i

1 0 0.5971 + 0.2013i 0.5933 + 0.1980i 0.5894 + 0.1947i 0.5855 + 0.1914i 0.5816 + 0.1881i

1 1 0.5971 + 0.6039i 0.5933 + 0.5940i 0.5894 + 0.5841i 0.5855 + 0.5742i 0.5816 + 0.5643i

2 0 0.9747 + 0.1958i 0.9687 + 0.1928i 0.9625 + 0.1898i 0.9564 + 0.1867i 0.9502 + 0.1837i

2 1 0.9747 + 0.5874i 0.9687 + 0.5784i 0.9625 + 0.5693i 0.9564 + 0.5602i 0.9502 + 0.5512i

2 2 0.9747 + 0.9790i 0.9687 + 0.9639i 0.9625 + 0.9488i 0.9564 + 0.9337i 0.9502 + 0.9187i

3 0 1.3560 + 0.1942i 1.3480 + 0.1912i 1.3390 + 0.1883i 1.3311 + 0.1854i 1.3220 + 0.1824i

3 1 1.3560 + 0.5825i 1.3480 + 0.5737i 1.3390 + 0.5649i 1.3311 + 0.5561i 1.3220 + 0.5473i

3 2 1.3560 + 0.9709i 1.3480 + 0.9562i 1.3390 + 0.9415i 1.3311 + 0.9269i 1.3220 + 0.9122i

3 3 1.3560 + 1.3590i 1.3480 + 1.3390i 1.3390 + 1.3181i 1.3311 + 1.2980i 1.3220 + 1.2770i

TABLE I: Quasinormal modes frequencies (2Mω) for the extreme potential case computed using the Mashhoon
procedure. The parameter α = 0 corresponds to the Schwarzschild case.

Fig. 2 depicts the quasinormal modes of GD hairy black holes for the effective potential in the non-extreme regime,
with a large deviation and the superposition of modes for increasing overtones n, in what concerns the Schwarzschild
quasinormal mode frequencies.
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0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0

2MωR

0.0

0.8

1.6

2.4

3.2

4.0

2M
ω
I

n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

n = 3

n = 4

n = 5

Schwarzschild
α = 0.050
α = 0.10
α = 0.15
α = 0.20
α = 0.25
α = 0.30

α = 0.35
α = 0.40
α = 0.45
α = 0.50
α = 0.55
α = 0.60

FIG. 2: First quasinormal modes for the effective potential in the non-extreme regime. The lines for a given pair (`, n)
corresponds to a fixed α and varying 0.3 ≤ l ≤ 0.9. The vertical lines correspond, from left to right, to ` = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
and the first point from left corresponds to ` = 0.

B. The WKB approximation

An alternative method for deriving quasinormal modes frequencies is to apply the well known WKB approximation
[89, 99]. In this section we use the third-order WKB approximation to derive the quasinormal frequencies of a GD
hairy black hole. The quasinormal frequencies are given by [99–101]

ω2 =

[
V +

√
(−2V (2)Γ

]
− i
√
δ(−2V (2))(1 + Ω), (38)

where

Γ =
1√
−2V (2)

[
1

8

(
V (4)

V (2)

)(
1

4
+ δ

)
− 1

288

(
V (3)

V (2)

)2

(7 + 60δ)

]
, (39)

Ω = − 1

2V (2)

[
5

6912

(
V (3)

V (2)

)2

(77 + 188δ)− 1

384

((
V (3)

)2
V (4)(

V (2)
)3 (51 + 100δ)

)
+

1

2304

(
V (4)

V (2)

)2

(67 + 68δ)

+
1

288

(
V (3)V (5)(
V (2)

)2
)

(19 + 28δ)− 1

288

(
V (6)

V (2)

)
(5 + 4δ)

]
, (40)

and

δ =

(
1

2
+ n

)2

. (41)
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Here V (m) denotes the m−th derivatives of the effective potential,

V (m) =
dmV

drm?
, (42)

evaluated at potential’s maximum. Table II displays the quasinormal frequencies, for several values of ` and n, in the
extreme case. As expected, for fixed values of the GD parameter α and mode `, increasing the overtone n increases
the imaginary part of the eigenfrequency. Furthermore, as the imaginary part is associated with the damping rate,
increasing the value of the GD parameter α makes the black hole better behaves as an oscillator.

` n α = 0.0 α = 0.1 α = 0.2 α = 0.3 α = 0.4

0 0 0.2093 + 0.2304i 0.2071 + 0.2251i 0.2049 + 0.2197i 0.2028 + 0.2143i 0.2007 + 0.2089i

1 0 0.5822 + 0.1960i 0.5791 + 0.1930i 0.5759 + 0.1899i 0.5727 + 0.1869i 0.5695 + 0.1839i

1 1 0.5244 + 0.6149i 0.5229 + 0.6041i 0.5214 + 0.5934i 0.5199 + 0.5828i 0.5186 + 0.5722i

2 0 0.9664 + 0.1936i 0.9607 + 0.1907i 0.9549 + 0.1878i 0.9491 + 0.1849i 0.9433 + 0.1820i

2 1 0.9264 + 0.5916i 0.9220 + 0.5823i 0.9176 + 0.5730i 0.9132 + 0.5637i 0.9088 + 0.5545i

2 2 0.8633 + 1.007i 0.8607 + 0.9903i 0.8580 + 0.9738i 0.8555 + 0.9574i 0.8528 + 0.9409i

3 0 1.350 + 0.1930i 1.342 + 0.1901i 1.334 + 0.1873i 1.326 + 0.1844i 1.318 + 0.1815i

3 1 1.321 + 0.5847i 1.314 + 0.5758i 1.307 + 0.5668i 1.299 + 0.5580i 1.292 + 0.5491i

3 2 1.270 + 0.9882i 1.264 + 0.9727i 1.259 + 0.9571i 1.253 + 0.9416i 1.247 + 0.9262i

3 3 1.204 + 1.402i 1.201 + 1.380i 1.197 + 1.357i 1.193 + 1.334i 1.189 + 1.312i

TABLE II: Quasinormal modes frequencies (2Mω) for the extreme potential case computed using third-order WKB
approximation. The parameter α = 0 corresponds to the Schwarzschild case.

C. Quasinormal modes of GD hairy black holes: numerical results

The waveform resulting from the scalar perturbation of the decoupled hairy black hole, in the extreme case, will
be numerically computed in this section [102–104]. It allows a precise account of the evolution of quasinormal modes
for a reliable range of the parameter α. One can see that despite the significant deviation of the frequencies of the
quasinormal modes for increasing α, the wave deviation from the Schwarzschild case is relatively small, although it
clearly indicates a signature of GD hairy solutions.

Before solving the wave equation, as there is no analytical solution to Eq. (30), we expand its right-hand side up
to the second order in α, corresponding to the same order of the effective potential:

dr?
dr

= − r

2M − r + α

(
2Me−2 − re− r

M

)
r

(2M − r)2
− α2

(
2Me−2 − re− r

M

)2
r

(2M − r)3
+O(α3), (43)

which can be integrated analytically, up to O(α3), yielding

r? ≈ 2M log (r − 2M) + r + α

[
2Me−2 log (r − 2M) +

4M2e−2

2M − r −
4M3e−

r
M −Mr2e−

r
M

4M2 − 4Mr + r2

]
+α2

[
4MEi

(
2− r

M

)
e−4 − 2MEi

(
4− 2r

M

)
e−4 +

4M2e−4

2M − r

− 1

2(4M2−4Mr+r2)

(
8M3e−4+16M3e−

r−2
M −16M2re−

r−2
M −4M3e−

2r
M +4M2re−

2r
M +Mr2e−

2r
M

)]
. (44)

Here Ei(z) denotes the exponential integral Ei(z) =
∫ z
−∞

eu

u du. Truncating the
dr?
dr

expansion up to O(α3) does not

affect the results, as the error in such an approximation is ε ≈ 0.00198%. Fig. 3a depicts these results, showing that

assuming the truncated series for
dr?
dr

, in the expansion Eq. (44), is a completely reliable method for deriving the

quasinormal modes of GD hairy black holes. Fig. 3b shows that the GD parameter α forces the generalized tortoise
coordinate to attaing higher values, for fixed values of the radial coordinate r. For all values of α, the coordinate r?
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(a) Behavior of
dr?
dr

and its truncated series for α = 0.2. (b) Plot of r? with respect to r, for 0 ≤ α ≤ 0.6.

FIG. 3: In both plots, the region main interest is the one close to the horizon, which is located at 2M in the extreme
case.

is still a monotonically increasing function of r. However, the higher the value of α, the steeper the coordinate r? is,
with respect to r.

Now the method can be properly applied. As introduced in Refs. [102, 103], instead of apply the ansatz of Eq. (29),
only the angular part of the Klein–Gordon equation is separated. The resulting wavelike equation, for the extreme
case, is given by

∂2Ψ`

∂t2
− ∂2Ψ`

∂r2
+ V`(r, α)Ψ` = 0, (45)

where V`(r, α) is the same effective potential of Eq. (33). Such equation can be rewritten in terms of the light-cone
coordinates

du = dt− dr?, dv = dt+ dr?, (46)

yielding

4
∂2Ψ`

∂u∂v
+ V`(r, α)Ψ` = 0. (47)

Eqs. (47) can be discretized and solved numerically [90, 102, 103]. Expressing

Ψ(N)=Ψ(E)+Ψ(W )−Ψ(S)− h
2

8
V` (S) [Ψ(W )+Ψ(E)] , (48)

the points N = (u + h, v + h), S = (u, v), E = (u, v + h) and W = (u + h, v) form a null rectangle with relative
position and h is an overall grid scale. In order to apply Eq. (48), a Gaussian wave will be employed as boundary
condition, such that

Ψ`(v,−50) = Ae−(v−B)2/C2

(49a)

Ψ`(−50, u) = Ae−B
2/C2

. (49b)

With A = 0.01, B = 30 and C = 3. The results are shown in Figs. 4, with wave profiles in a 103×103 grid, for several
values of `. The qualitative behavior resembles the Schwarzschild case, again represented by α = 0. However, as
highlighted in subsequent plots, GD hairy black holes do have a unique signature, regarding the quasinormal modes,
encoded in the GD parameter α.
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FIG. 4: Wave profiles found as numerical solutions of Eq. (47), in light-cone coordinates, for ` = 0, 1, 3, 5 and several
values of GD parameter α.

Figs. 4 and 5 show that the GD parameter α governing GD hairy black holes decreases the damping rate of the
modes, irrespectively the value of ` is. It yields a GD hairy black hole that behaves as a better oscillator, when
compared to the Schwarzschild standard case, corresponding to α = 0. Besides, for each fixed value of the GD
parameter α, the higher the value of the light-cone coordinate v, the faster the wave amplitude evanesces and the
lower the amplitude is. It is a general behavior of the wave mode, also irrespectively of the value of `. Such results
are in agreement with analytical solutions displayed in tables I and II. As mentioned before, the imaginary part of the
frequency ωI is associated with the damping rate, which decreases for increasing α. It has the side effect of amplifying
Ψ when compared to the Schwarzschild case. Also, again showing the agreement between the numerical and analytical
results, the oscillation frequency decreases for increasing α. It can be seen from tables I, II and the absolute value
of Ψ0 in the logarithm scale, as displayed in the upper left panel of Fig. 5. Thus, despite the qualitative aspects of
GD hairy black holes resembling the Schwarzschild ones, at least when regarding scalar perturbations, the qualitative
results presented here show that there are categorical physical signatures that are intrinsic to GD hairy black holes
and unequivocally different from the Schwarzschild standard ones.
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FIG. 5: Absolute value of the wave profiles found as numerical solutions of Eq. (47), in light-cone coordinates, for a
103 × 103 grid, ` = 0, 1 and several values of GD parameter α. The left panel depicts the wave profile in logarithm
scale.

Besides the points highlighted above, a clear signature of hairy black hole can also be seen from the relative difference

of the wave profiles δΨ` =
|Ψ`(α)−Ψ`(0)|
|Ψ`(0)| , as depicted in Fig. 6. There is a softened peak at the beginning of the

signal, followed by a steady gap denoting the difference between the Schwarzschild and hairy black holes cases. Despite
the very low amplitude of the wave profiles, the difference is substantial, strengthening our claim of a clear signature
for scalar perturbations. We finish by emphasizing that the spectrum of quasinormal modes of GD hairy black holes
represents the damping of the oscillations associated with the wave amplitude, being the fluctuation containing the
lowest damping rate dominant at the late-time regime, whereas fluctuations containing a higher damping rate are
usually suppressed according to an exponential law. In general, physical signatures of the quasinormal ringdown phase
can be addressed when analyzing dominant modes with the lowest imaginary terms.
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FIG. 6: Relative difference of the wave profiles δΨ` =
|Ψ`(α)−Ψ`(0)|
|Ψ`(0)| for ` = 0, 1 and several values of GD parameter

α. Here Ψ`(0) denotes to usual Schwarzschild case.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVE

The behavior of a scalar perturbation subjected to a hairy GD background solution was analyzed and compared
to the results for a scalar field subjected to the ordinary Schwarzschild one. The quasinormal modes due to scalar
perturbations of hairy GD black holes were derived and discussed, characterizing and dictating the late-time behavior
of the scalar field. Initially, the Mashhoon method was applied to determine the quasinormal frequencies and their
dependence on the additional parameters of the GD hairy black hole. The subsequent results were then calculated for
the extreme case of the solution. The waveform and its characteristic damping behavior were derived numerically for
a range of the hair parameter α and up to ` = 5. The peaks of the effective potential were also shown to scale with
α. The quasinormal modes for hairy GD black holes were shown to scale with the event horizon radius, at least for
sufficiently large hairy GD black holes. As the scalar perturbation decay has a timescale that is inversely proportional
to the eigenfrequency, it implies that the lower the hairy GD black hole mass, the more time elapses to approach an
equilibrium end-stage. Also, quasinormal modes for hairy GD black holes were shown to scale with the event horizon
radius, likewise the Bekenstein–Hawking law, stating that the temperature of a hairy GD black hole is proportional to
its event horizon radius [105]. Thus the quasinormal modes eigenfrequencies vary with the temperature as well. Since
Ref. [65] showed that GD hairy black holes can be accurately emulated in the membrane paradigm of AdS/CFT,
one can still interpret the results here obtained in the light of Ref. [106]. In fact, large GD hairy black holes also
correspond to thermal states in dual conformal field theory, whereas the scalar field decay matches the perturbation
decay of the respective thermal state, yielding a reliable timescale for the behavior nearing thermal equilibrium.
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