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In [1], we used the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations to calculate the
effects of an isotropic dark matter spike on the ringdown waveform and shadow of the
supermassive black hole at the core of M87.

The assumption of isotropy in this context, also used in earlier work[2], is suspect in
the case of non-interacting dust since near the photon sphere, where the motion is highly
relativistic, non-zero radial pressure necessarily implies a flow of matter into the black
hole and renders the solution non—stati(ﬂ While the isotropic TOV equations used in [I]
imply that the radial pressure has negligible impact on the spacetime geometry for physical
parameters relevant to galactic black holes, this result is not strictly justified for the non-
interacting dust. However, the validity of neglecting the pressure has been confirmed in a
separate calculation that starts from non-isotropic pressure[3]. The assumption of isotropy
can be viable in certain regions of the dark matter halo[4l, 5] and in certain scenarios such
as self-interacting dark matter spikes[6].

While the numerical results and overall conclusions about observability of the dark
matter spikes were qualitatively correct, the calculation was done in a frame in which the
metric of the vacuum inside the spike was Schwarzschild. In reality, the effect is measured
in the frame of an asymptotic observer and was therefore underestimated. There exists an
overall redshift for the asymptotic observer which can increase the effect by anywhere from
3% to 40%, depending on the magnitude of the density of the spike. Details of the redshift
calculation can be found in [3]. We also note a typographical error in Egs. (30) and (31)
of [I]. The term (1 + rq/r) should be (1 + r/rg). The numerical results were not affected.
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Abstract

Theoretical models suggest the existence of a dark matter spike surrounding the
supermassive black holes at the core of galaxies. The spike density is thought to obey
a power law that starts at a few times the black hole horizon radius and extends to a
distance, Ry, of the order of a kiloparsec. We use the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff
equations to construct the spacetime metric representing a black hole surrounded by
such a dark matter spike. We consider the dark matter to be a perfect fluid, but
make no other assumption about its nature. The assumed power law density provides
in principle three parameters with which to work: the power law exponent g, the
external radius Rg},, and the spike density p%’M at Rgp. These in turn determine the
total mass of the spike. We focus on Sagittarius A* and M&7 for which some theoret-
ical and observational bounds exist on the spike parameters. Using these bounds in
conjunction with the metric obtained from the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoft equa-
tions, we investigate the possibility of detecting the dark matter spikes surrounding
these black holes via the gravitational waves emitted at the ringdown phase of black
hole perturbations. Our results suggest that if the spike to black hole mass ratio is
roughly constant, greater mass black holes require relatively smaller spike densities
to yield potentially observable signals. We find that is unlikely for the spike in M87
to be detected via the ringdown waveform with currently available techniques unless
its mass is roughly an order of magnitude larger than existing observational esti-
mates. However, given that the signal increases with black hole mass, spikes might
be observable for more massive galactic black holes in the not too distant future.



1 Introduction

There is solid observational evidence from the spiral galaxy rotation curves and mass-
luminosity ratios of elliptical galaxies that a dark matter (DM) halo encompasses every
galaxy and fills the intergalactic medium. The shape of the DM density profile of this
halo is less known, but could play a vital role in determining the geometry of spacetime
near the galactic center. Multiple models exist for the spacetime metric around a static
and spherically symmetric black hole with a DM halo based on the Newtonian approxima-
tion, including the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile (Navarro et al.|[1996; Navarro et
al.[1997) and Burkert—Salucci profile (Burkart||[1995; Burkart & Salucci|[2000). See also |Xu
et al. (2018), |Jusufi et al. (2019), Xu et al.| (2020), Jusufi et al| (2020)), and Konoplya &
Zhidenko (2022]).

It has been argued that the adiabatic growth of a black hole immersed in cold DM can
lead to the formation of high density regions of DM known as “spikes” around supermassive
(Quinlan et al.|1995; |Gondolo & Silk|1999; Ullio et al.[2001)) and intermediate mass (Bertone
& Merritt) 2005; Zhao & Silk 2005; Bertone|[2006) black holes. The first DM spike model
was described by (Gondolo & Silk (1999), who proposed a power law density distribution
for the DM. [Sadeghian et al.| (2013) included general relativistic corrections to the model
of Gondolo and Silk (G-S) and found that the density distribution of the DM around
Schwarzschild black holes would begin at around twice the horizon radius instead of four
times as proposed initially by G-S. Sadeghian et al.| (2013) also found that the peak density
of the DM spike was 15 percent higher as compared to the Newtonian approximation used
by G-S. This suggests that the DM spike may have important implications for observations.

The relativistic corrections to the spacetime metric for a black hole surrounded by
a DM spike was constructed in |Xu et al. (2021) and Nampalliwar et al. (2021) starting
from the power law density profile proposed by G-S. Xu et al.| (2021) assume gy = —g,.!
and use perturbative approximations while Nampalliwar et al.| (2021)) calculate the metric
components to leading order of spike density at the outside edge.

The prospects of detecting the DM spike using gravitational waves have been inves-
tigated in [Eda et al| (2013), Eda et al| (2015), Yue & Han| (2018)), Yue et al.| (2019),
Hannuksela et al| (2020), and [Kavanagh et al. (2020), which focus mainly on the wave-
form of extreme and/or intermediate mass ratio inspirals. The ringdown waveform and
quasinormal modes (QNMs) of a black hole in a cold DM halo were studied in [Zhang et
al.| (2021)), [Liu et al.| (2021)), |(Cardoso et al. (2022), and Konoplya| (2021)). In the present
paper, we focus on the impact of DM spikes on the metric, ringdown waveforms, and QNMs
of supermassive black holes, specifically those at the center of Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*) and
MST7. The hope is to discover signals detectable at least in principle. There may not exist
a mechanism, such as extreme mass ratio inspiral or galaxy collision, to emit detectable
gravitational waves from these two galaxies. However, this issue is not a deterrent since
it is inevitable that some of the many galaxies in the universe have the right conditions
to produce waves that can be detected by the current or next generation of gravitational
wave experiments.

Following previous work, we assume a power law density for the DM spike. The assumed



power law density provides three parameters with which to work, namely, the power law
exponent s, as well as the radius Ry, and spike density p}},; at one of the spike boundaries
normally taken to be the outside edge. These in turn determine the total mass of the spike.
If one assumes a power law density profile, the pressure and metric components must be
derived from the full Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations. The main features
that emerge from our analysis are:

e It turns out that the pressure is small enough to be neglected in the TOV equa-
tions. This allows us to obtain a self—consistentﬂ analytic expression for the metric
components. E|

e For Sgr A*, the parameters have to be pushed well beyond the accepted ranges in
order to produce significant differences from the Schwarzschild ringdown waveform.

e For M87, the parameters are less known, but there is an observational bound on the
total mass within 50 kpc of the center, which in turn provides an upper bound on
the spike mass. We show that there exist values for the spike parameters, consistent
qualitatively with those of Sgr A* and producing a total spike mass within the bound
for M87, that significantly enhances the differences from the Schwarzschild ringdown
waveform in comparison to Sgr A*.

e Assuming that the ratio of the DM spike mass grows roughly linearly with the black
hole mass, the relative effect on the ringdown waveforms increases with total mass.

e One might wonder about the impact of the regular mass, in the region near the
black hole, on the ringdown waveform. The lowest estimate for the radius of the
galactic bulge, surrounding Sgr A*, is approximately 2 kpc and the highest estimate
for the bulge mass is 2 x 10' solar masses (see Zoccali & Valenti|2016)). Using these
values, we can find an upper bound for the average density of the bulge, which is
approximately 4.0 x 1072 g/cm?. This is an order of magnitude less than the average
density of the spike, surrounding Sgr A*, in the region r < Ry,. In addition, the dark
matter density at the inner edge of the spike, i.e. near the black hole horizon, is
approximately 10 times higher than the average spike density. As can be seen in
Figs. 4| and 5| of this paper, the effective potential that determines the ringdown
waveform drops rapidly to zero for large r. Therefore, in the region that produces
the dominant effect on the ringdown waveform, one can safely ignore the bulge. We
assume this is also true for M87, for which less is known about the mass distribution.

We structure the paper as follows. In Sec. 2] we set up the problem by reviewing
the relevant TOV equations and associated boundary conditions. We then solve for the
pressure and metric assuming a power law density for the DM spike. In Sec. 3, we briefly

2By self-consistent we mean that we use the resulting metric in the corresponding TOV equation to
verify the smallness of the pressure.

3We find that our analytic expression for the t¢ metric component differs substantially from those of
Nampilliwar et al. in our region of interest.



review the wave equation for scalar field perturbations in the black hole background. Sec.
calculates the ringdown waveform and the lowest QNM for the multipole number [ = 2
for the SgrA* DM spike, while Sec. [5 does the same for M87. We conclude in Sec. [6] with
a summary of the results.

2 Solving the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff Equa-
tions

We start with the most general 4-D spherically symmetric static metric (up to coordinate
transformations)

2M (1)

ds? = —eMdg? + <1 —
,

-1
> dr® + r2dQ?, (1)
and assume a perfect fluid stress tensor for the DM spike

T = diag(p(r), p(r), p(r), p(r)). (2)

This yields the TOV equations (Carroll/2019)) in the spike region:

Gy =0 = %7@ = 4mr?p(r) (3)
dp(r) _  M(r) +4mr®p(r)
G =0 a [r —2M (r)] 4)
o dp(r) _ M (r) + 4mr®p(r)
81/T = 0= dr - —[p(’f’) +p(T)] r [7" _ 2M(7°>] (5>

We have three equations in four unknowns [u(r), M(r), p(r), p(r)] so they need to be sup-
plemented by a fourth equation. Normally this is taken to be the equation of state relating
p to p. In the present case, we wish to assume a particular density profile for the DM
spike, which provides the extra equation. There is no freedom left to specify the equation
of state. We show, however, that one can assume the pressure is negligible when solving
for pu(r) in Eq. (4).

We now introduce the density profile for the DM spike. Given a black hole with a mass
Mgy at a galactic center surrounded by a DM halo with an initial power law density profile

pom(T) =~ po (T())A/; (6)

r
where 7 is the power law index and py and ry are the halo parameters, it has been shown
(Gondolo & Silki{1999)) that a DM spike will form adiabatically with a density profile

S Rs Tr b\ sp
prM(r) = Psp ( rp) =P <7> ) (7)
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where

1
R\ 7 Mgy \ >~ 9— 2y
Psp P0<TO) p O‘vro(porg and 7sp 4—~ (8)

Here, py, and Ry, are the density and radius of the spike, respectively, at the outer edge.
Instead of pg, and Ry, one can use py, and rp,, which are the density and radius of the spike
at its inner edge. In this paper, we will use the former. Using Eq. , one can show that
o is related to the spike parameters according to

1
_ pspBS\ 77
= ( - : 9)

We can substitute the DM spike density profile into Eq. to solve for the metric
or mass function M (r) in the spike region (r, < r < Ry,). The overall mass function at
different regions can be summarized as (Nampalliwar et al.|2021)

Mgy r<ny,
M(r) =4 Mgu+ M\ (r) m <r <R (10)
Mgn + Mpm r > Ry

where

) 4 Vsp Vsp
) = 258 (B ()] "

B 3_'.Ysp r b

is the mass function of the DM spike. Mpy is the combined mass of the spike and the DM
halo surrounding the spike within a radius r > Rg,. The impact of this region on ringdown
waveforms is negligible. See Sections [4] and [f] for more details. Here, we use geometrized
unit system where ¢ = G = 1.

Note that the total mass of the spike, MY, = M2}, (Rsp), can be increased by increasing
Ry, psp, or both. The total mass is proportional to pg, and Rg’p so that, according to Eq.
@D, increasing the mass of the spike requires a, to increase. In this paper, we increase
M:® | by increasing ps, and keeping R, fixed.

Given the large variety of different parameters used to describe the spike and halo in
the literature, we summarize our general framework as follows: In addition to the mass
Mgy of the black hole, four parameters are required. We take these to be the exponent
Vsp, the location 7, of the inner edge of the spike, the density pg, at the outer edge, and
a. These are sufficient to determine all other spike parameters, including the location Ry,
of the outer edge via Eq. @ and the total mass of the spike via Eq. . Experiment
provides an upper bound on the total mass of the spike plus halo, but not on the other
parametersﬁ

Next, we need to solve Eq. for p(r). This is not possible analytically, but we have
solved it numerically using the built-in Mathematica commands for solving differential

“Note that ps, can be matched to the halo density at Rsp.



equations. It turns out that the term 47r3p(r) can be neglected compared to M(r) in Eq.
. Using this approximation, Eq. can be written as

dp(r 1 1
plr) _ 1 7 | (1)
dr ro [r—2(Mpn + ar®=# — )]
where a = 322 R} and b = —4;?5"7":3 <ﬁ>%p.
Tsp Vsp b
We first take the case where 75, = 7/3 (v = 1)[] We can now integrate Eq. to get
3dy / 3y2dy
r) = - + +C
lr) / y [y* — 2(Mpn + ay® — b)]
L / 3dy N 3y2 / dy
y o oyt v —yi—w)) vy

3 / (Yov1¥2 — Yoy1y — Yooy + Y1y2y)dy
- yz)

+ . (13)
1Yz + Yo(Yo — % Y2 — (1 + ¥2)y + y1ye

where we have used the change of variable y = /3. Here, 1, is the real root of the equation
y3 —2(Mgn +ay?—b) and y; and y, are the two complex conjugate roots. After integration,
the final result for the metric function, f(r) = e#("), is

3y8

f(r) = (1_2MBH>r_b M Y1v2+90(vo—v1—v2)
b r Tkl)/?)_yo

3[y1y2—yo(y1+y2)]

7,.2/3 _ (yl 4 yg)T’l/?’ + Y175 2[y1y2+yo(vo—y1—v2)]
ri/g —(n + y2)7”é/3 + Y1Y2

3[2y0v1v2—v0 (¥1+v2) 2 +y1v2 (y1 +y2)] < 271 /83—y —yy
arctan
e V 4v192— (w1 +v2)2[y1 2 +u0 (vo—v1 —92)]

1/3
2rb/ —Y1—Y2

—arctan

4y1y2—(v1+y2)? \/4y1y2(y1+y2)2>' (14)

We have chosen the constant of integration, C, so that f(r,) = 1 — 2Mgy /7.
We also want to show that pressure is negligible in the spike region. Assuming
p(r)/p(r) < 1 and 47r3p(r)/M(r) < 1, one can rewrite Eq. as

d;;(:) = —roul - ;Djh\%);(r)] / (15)

where we have replaced p and M with the spike parameters. We then find the approximate
pressure by integrating Eq. (15),

1 v 3dy v 3dy
_ L gl / 3dy / . 16
p(’r) 2p P~ "sp { - y8 + - y5 [yg . Q(MBH + (Zy2 o b)] ( )

SFor more discussion on the values of spike parameters, see [Feng et al.| (2021).




For this approximation to be valid/consistent, the pressure from the above equation should
satisfy the same conditions, i.e. p(r)/p(r) < 1 and 47r®p(r)/M(r) < 1. The integration
in Eq. can be handled analytically by writing the integrand as a sum of terms with
minimal denominators similar to what we do in Eq. . We plot the pressure, density,
and the ratio of the two as a function of the radial coordinate, in Figure (1, to show
p(r) < ppy(r). In Figure [1, we also plot the DM spike pressure obtained numerically,
using built-in Mathematica commands for differential equations, by solving Eq. with
no approximation. Our numerical and analytical solutions are more or less the same. In
Figure 2, we plot 47r3p(r)/M(r) as a function of the radial coordinate in the spike region
to show that this term is also negligibly small. Therefore, the spike pressure can be ignored
in the TOV equations.

5.x1076 - - . . 0.14
4.x1070} 0121,
0.10}:
3.x10°°F < g
g 0.08F1
2.x 1070} < 0.06F
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0 2 4 6 8 10 0 20 40 60 80 100
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Figure 1: On the left, we plot the DM spike pressure p(r) obtained analytically using Eq. in dashed
blue and numerically using Eq. in dotted green. For comparison, we include the DM spike density
P () in solid red. We take ~vsp, = 7/3, 1, = 2rgn, and use the Sgr A* data where R, = 0.235 kpc and
psp = 6.7x 10722 g cm ™3 (~ 8 times the expected value). On the right, for the same spike parameters, we
plot pressure [from Eq. ] divided by the density of the DM spike to show that pressure stays negligible
everywhere. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters (rgy and ppy defined in

Sec. [4])
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Figure 2: We plot 47r3p(r)/M(r) in the DM spike region to show that neglecting pressure in Eq. is
valid. We take ysp = 7/3, r, = 2rpp, and use the Sgr A* data where Rs, = 0.235 kpc and pg;, = 6.7 x 10722
g cm 3 (~ 8 times the expected value). The radius r is in units of the black hole horizon radius.



We can also consider the case where v, = 9/4 (v = 0). We integrate Eq. to get

dr y3dy
N(T):_/7+4/[y4—2(MBH+ay3—b)]+C’ (17)

where we have used the change of variable y = r'/4. This integration can be handled
analytically by writing the integrand as a sum of terms with minimal denominators similar

to what we do in Eq. . The final result for the metric function, f(r) = e*"), is

3 43

4yp Y3
1/4 (y1y2+yo(yo—vy1—v2))(vo—¥3) 1/4 (y1y2+y3(y3—y1—¥2))(¥o—¥3)
o) = (1 Py (r 7w ) P g
- o o\ 1 14
b r Tb/ — Yo Tb/ — Y3

2 9 2
2[y7y3+yovy3(¥1+¥2)” —yoy1v2¥3—y1¥2(¥o+¥3) (¥1+¥2)]

+ —y1— + —y1—
(7.1/2 _ <y1 +y2)7“1/4+y1y2 lv1v2+vyo(vo—v1—v2)llv1va+u3(vz—y1—v2)]
1/2
"y

— (4 1) + e

exp {4yoy3(?/1 + y2)3 — y1y2(yo + y3)(y1 + y2)* + 2y%y§(yo +y3) — v192(3v0ys — vay2) (V1 + v2)

VAiye — (y1 + y2)2v1ve + yo(vo — y1 — y2)l[v1ve + ys(ys — y1 — yo)]

2rt/4 — Y1 — Y2 27“11)/4 — Y1 — Y2
arctan — arctan ,
VAyys — (y1 + y2)? VAyys — (y1 + 42)?

where g0 and y3 are the real roots of the equation y* — 2(Mgy + ay® — b) and y; and y, are
the two complex conjugate roots. We have chosen the constant of integration, C', so that
f(?”b) =1- QMBH/Tb.

3 Wave Equation

We wish to investigate the ringdown waveform emitted from a black hole surrounded by
a DM spike. For simplicity, we look at scalar perturbations with the assumption that the
graviton modes will have similar behavior. This assumption is based on the similarity of
the Regge-Wheeler potential for scalar and gravitational perturbations. See the explicit
form of the potentials provided in, for example, Leaver (1985). A massless scalar field in
the background of a black hole spacetime obeys the Klein-Gordon equation

1
v—49
where g, is the metric and g is its determinant.
In a completely general spherically symmetric and static spacetime with a line element

O (V=99"8,®) =0, (19)

ds® = — f(r)dt* + g(r)~'dr® + r?dQ?, (20)
we apply the separation of variables

O(t,r,0,0) =Y(0,0)V(t,r)/r, (21)
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where Y;(0, ¢) are spherical harmonics with the multipole number [ = 0,1,2, ..., to obtain
the QNM wave equation

0*v 0?
W‘i‘ <—a—@+V(T))W—O. (22)
In the above equation, r, is the tortoise coordinate linked to the radial coordinate according
to
d
dry = ——o (23)
f(r)g(r)
and (+1) 14
_I_
V() = F0) S+ o L) (r)] (24

is the Regge-Wheeler or QNM potential. Since the fundamental QNM of geometric per-
turbations in a black hole spacetime has the multipole number [ = 2, in the rest of the
paper, we will focus on scalar perturbations with [ = 2.

4 Sagittarius A* Supermassive Black Hole

As it is pointed out by Nampalliwar et al.| (2021), a realistic model supported by the
observational data for the Sgr A* supermassive black hole at the center of the Milky
Way galaxy leads us to the following information. The mass of this black hole is Mgy =
4.1 x 106 M. For v, = 9/4 (v = 0), we have Ry, =~ 0.91 kpc and pg, &~ 1.39 x 1072 g
cm 3. In terms of black hole parameters, Ry, ~ 2.32 x 10%rgy and py, ~ 1.26 x 10727 ppy,

where SCM \
BH BH
TBH 02 95 ( M®> m ( 5)
is the horizon radius and M
BH
PBH = 73 (26)

is the mass density of the black hole. In the case of ys, = 7/3 (7 = 1), we have Ry, ~ 0.235
kpc and pg, & 8.00 X 1072 g cm ™. In terms of black hole parameters, Ry, &~ 6.00 X 10%rpy
and pg, ~ 7.27 x 107%ppy. We also present this information in the table below where we
include the values for ., and the total mass of the the spike, M;> .

Table I: DM Spike surrounding Sgr A* Supermassive Black Hole

Ysp Mpn (M) ay Ry (kpc) Psp (g Cm_g) Mtsé)tal (M)
7/3 41X 10°  1.94 0.235 8.00 x 10723 2.89 x 108
9/4 4.1 x 106 1.94 0.910 1.39 x 10~ 2.59 x 108

Nampalliwar et al.| (2021) also obtain upper bounds on ps, using the conditions that
have to be satisfied everywhere outside the black hole horizon. These conditions are
1. the metric determinant is always negative

11



2. gse 1s always greater than zero, and

3. g remains finite.
For 7, = 2rgy, these upper bounds are calculated numerically in Nampalliwar et al.| (2021))
for the two cases in Table I. These bounds are:

Yop = 7/3, Ry =0.235kpc: pg < 2.37 x 107 ¥g cm™3 . (27)

Yop = 9/4, Ry =091 kpe: pgp <534 x 107 g em™ . (28)

To compare the metric function f(r) obtained in this paper with the one provided by
Nampalliwar et al| (2021)), we plot both functions [Eq. (16) of Nampalliwar et al. (2021)
and our function provided in Eq. ] in Figure , where all parameters are expressed in
units of black hole parameters. The two functions differ significantly from each other for
larger values of pg,. This is presumably related to the fact that the authors in Nampalliwar
et al.| (2021) derive an approximate metric function from Eq. , whereas ours is exact.

0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
r r

Figure 3: Metric function f versus radial coordinate (in terms of rgy) for vsp = 7/3, rp = 2rgn, and
Rsp = 0.235 kpc for the Sgr A* black hole surrounded by a DM spike. On the left, ps, = 6.7 x 1072 g
em ™3 (= 840 times the expected value) and on the right, psp = 4.7 x 10719 g ecm™ (= 6000 times the
expected value). In solid blue, we plot f(r) given in Eq. . In dashed green, we plot the function
f(r) given in Eq. (16) of Nampalliwar et al,| (2021). For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild metric
function in dotted red.

To see how the DM spike influences the shape of the QNM potential given in Eq. ,
we plot the potential for the case of v, = 7/3 in Figure . A noticeable difference begins
to appear when ps, is roughly 840 times bigger than the expected value presented in Table
I. We also plot the the potential for 6000 times bigger than the expected value of pg,. All
these density values are far less than the upper bound presented in Eq. .

In Figure 5, we plot the potential for the case of 75, = 9/4 . A noticeable difference
begins to appear when pg, is roughly 8400 times bigger than the expected value presented
in Table I. We also plot the the potential for 84000 times bigger than the expected value
of psp. As one can see, higher values of pg, is required to observe noticeable change in the
potential for v, = 9/4 in comparison to the case of vs, = 7/3. All these pg, values are still
less than the upper bound presented in Eq. .
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0.0~

Figure 4: Scalar QNM potential as a function of radial coordinate for I = 2 and 7, = 7/3 for the Sgr
A* black hole surrounded by a DM spike. In dashed red, psp = 6.7 x 1072 g cm™ (= 840 times the
expected value) and in solid blue, ps, = 4.7 x 107 g em™3 (= 6000 times the expected value). In both
cases, 1, = 2rgy and Ry, = 0.235 kpc. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild potential in dotted
green. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.
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Figure 5: Scalar QNM potential as a function of radial coordinate for I = 2 and 7, = 9/4 for the Sgr
A* black hole surrounded by a DM spike. In dashed red, ps, = 1.2 x 10720 g cm™3 (= 8400 times the
expected value) and in solid blue, pgp = 1.2 x 10719 g ecm™ (& 84000 times the expected value). In both
cases, r, = 2rgy and R, = 0.91 kpc. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild potential in dotted
green. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.

To generate the ringdown waveform, we numerically solve the time-dependent wave
equation using the initial data

(re —74)°
U(r,,0) = Aexp | — 52 , O V=g = —0,,¥(r4,0) , (29)
where we use 0 = 1 rgy, 7 = —40 rgy, and A = 10 r]gf{. We choose the observer to be

located at r, = 90 rgy. In all the cases studied here, the height of the QNM potential at
7. = 90 rpu, which is inside the spike region, is small ( 1073r5f) compared to the peak.
Therefore, we do not expect a significant difference in the results if the observer is further
away.

To carry out the calculations, we use the built-in Mathematica commands for solving
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partial differential equations. We check the accuracy of our results by computing the
waveforms for Schwarzschild and comparing them to known results. The resulting ringdown
waveforms for the potentials shown in Figure [4] are plotted in Figures [6] and [7]

¥ In|¥|
a4l ¢
2 L
1‘? 1%/ 150 160
-2t
—4}

Figure 6: In solid blue, ringdown waveform ¥ (left) and In|¥| (right) as a function of time for [ = 2,
Ysp = 7/3, Rsp = 0.235 kpc, and psp = 6.7 x 10729 g cm ™3 (= 840 times the expected value) for the Sgr A*
black hole surrounded by a DM spike. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild ringdown waveform
in dotted red. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.
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Figure 7: In solid blue, ringdown waveform ¥ (left) and In|¥| (right) as a function of time for [ = 2,
Yep = T/3, Rsp = 0.235 kpe, and psp, = 4.7 x 10719 g em™ (= 6000 times the expected value) for the
Sgr A* black hole surrounded by a DM spike. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild ringdown
waveform in dotted red. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.

We also extract the first (n = 0) QNM frequency from these waveforms using the Prony
method (de Prony||1987), a numerical procedure that fits N data points by as many purely
damped exponentials as necessary. To test the Prony method, we first calculate the QNM of
scalar perturbations for the Schwarzschild case for [ = 2. The result is 0.967442—0.1931374,
which is in good agreement with the value 0.967284 — 0.193532: found using the continued
fraction method (Daghigh et al.[2020). We find 0.966059 —0.193151¢ for the case presented
in Figure [6land 0.956060 —0.194191: for the case in Figure[7] It is clear that as we increase
psp (and consequently M ), the real part (oscillation frequency) of the QNM decreases
and the imaginary part (damping) increases.
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5 MS87 Supermassive Black Hole

In this section, we use the data provided by |Lacroix et al| (2017). The authors use Mpy =
6.4 x 10°My, (rgg = 6 x 107 pc) and fix the initial halo power law parameter ry to be 20
kpc (as for the Milky Way). They assume a., = 0.1. The authors then determine py ~ 2.5
GeV ecm™ for v = 1 (75 = 7/4) based on the observational data provided in Merritt &
Tremblay| (1993). With these values, we can use Eq. to evaluate Ry, ~ 0.219 kpc and
psp = 4.10x 10722 g cm 3. In terms of black hole parameters, we have Ry, = 3.59 x 10° rpy
and pg, = 9.1 x 107ppgy. The DM density profile in different regions around the M87
black hole is summarized in [Lacroix et al| (2017) adf]

0, T < TBH
p(r) = P]SBI;M(T)y rpu <1 < Ry, (30)
—2
(i) 0T 2R,

It is important to note that in Nampalliwar et al.| (2021) o, ~ 1.94. If we choose this
value for a., together with the ry and py values mentioned above, we can use Egs. and
to calculate the total mass of the DM spike to be M | = 4.54 x 10"* M. We can
also use Eq. to calculate the mass of the DM halo outside the spike region (r > Ry,)
to obtain

50kpc r - roN\ —2
MpPe = / 47712 po (—> (1 + —0) dr = 3.48 x 10 M, (31)

Rep To T
Adding the masses of the DM spike and black hole to the mass of the halo, we find the total
mass of 3.94 x 10'2M,. This mass is within an acceptable range based on the observational
data that estimate the total mass of M87 within 50 kpc radius to be 6 x 102 M, (Merritt,
& Tremblay||1993). Also note that the spike mass, for the o, ~ 1.94 case, is 100 times
bigger than the mass of the M87 black hole. A similar DM spike to black hole mass ratio
holds for the values presented in [Nampalliwar et al.| (2021)) for the Sgr A* case. Therefore,
to have a sensible comparison between the Sgr A* and M87 cases, one should use the same
o, and consequently the same spike to black hole mass ratio, for both. We summarize the
parameters for M87 in Table II, where we also include the parameters for o, = 1.94. To
the best of our knowledge there is no observational bound on . Both values that we use
in Table II are consistent with the data provided in Merritt & Tremblay, (1993)).

Table II: DM Spike surrounding M87 Supermassive Black Hole

Ysp Mpn (Ms) a, Ry (kpe) Psp (g Cmig) Mtsgtal (Mg)
7/3 6.4 X% 107 0.1 0.219 410 x 10722 1.21 x 10°
7/3 6.4 X% 10°  1.94 4.26 2.12 x 1072 4.54 x 10!

6Since we calculate the waveforms at radii far from the horizon, but still inside the spike, the form of
the density outside the spike is irrelevant.
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To compare the shape of the black hole QNM potential in the presence of the DM spike
with the Schwarzschild case, in Figure , we plot the potential for the case of a, = 0.1.
A noticeable difference begins to appear when pg, is roughly 840 times bigger than the
expected value presented in Table II. We also plot the potential for 6000 times bigger
density than the expected value.

Lof [\,I

[\

0.8} ‘l \\
— \
X 0.6f
~
0.4
0.2}
0.0 . . . . >
0 2 4 6 8 10

Figure 8: Scalar QNM potential as a function of radial coordinate for [ = 2 and s, = 7/3 for the M87
black hole surrounded by a DM spike. In dashed red, psp, = 3.4 x 1071 g cm™ (= 840 times the expected
value) and in solid blue, ps, = 2.4 x 107!% g em™3 (& 6000 times the expected value). In both cases,
rp = 2rpu and Ry, = 0.219 kpc. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild potential in dotted green.
All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.
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Figure 9: Scalar QNM potential as a function of radial coordinate for [ = 2 and s, = 7/3 for the M87
black hole surrounded by a DM spike. In dashed red, psp = 1.8 x 10721 g em ™2 (= 84 times the expected
value) and in solid blue, ps, = 6.8 x 10721 g ecm™3 (= 320 times the expected value). In both cases,
Ry, = 4.26 kpc. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild potential in dotted green. All our variables
are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.

As it was discussed, for a sensible comparison between the Sgr A* and M87 cases, one
should use the same value for c,. Therefore, in Figure |§|, we plot a similar graph to Figure
@ for the M87 case when a, = 1.94. A noticeable difference in the potential begins to
appear when pg, is roughly 84 times bigger than the expected value presented in Table
IT. Note that in Figure , a noticeable difference in the potential appears only when py, is
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roughly 840 times bigger. In Figure |§|, we also plot the potential for py, with a value of 320
times bigger than the expected value, which is more or less has the same impact on the
potential as the 6000 times bigger pg, in the Sgr A* case. This shows it is easier to detect
the DM spike in M87 using the ringdown waveform in comparison to the Sgr A* black hole
assuming the spike to black hole mass ratio is roughly constant for both galaxies.
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Figure 10: In solid blue, ringdown waveform ¥ (left) and In |¥| (right) as a function of time for [ = 2,
Ysp = T/3, Rsp = 4.26 kpc, and pgp, = 1.8 x 10721 g em™ (= 84 times the expected value) for the M87
black hole surrounded by a DM spike. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild ringdown waveform
in dotted red. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.
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Figure 11: In solid blue, ringdown waveform ¥ (left) and In |¥| (right) as a function of time for [ = 2,
Ysp = 7/3, Rsp = 4.26 kpc, and pgp = 6.8 x 107%! g em™ (= 320 times the expected value) for the M87
black hole surrounded by a DM spike. For comparison, we include the Schwarzschild ringdown waveform
in dotted red. All our variables are expressed in terms of black hole parameters.

We generate the ringdown waveforms for the potentials shown in Figure [0 These
waveforms are plotted in Figures|10[and . We use the Prony method (de Prony||1987) to
extract the first (n = 0) QNM frequency from the waveforms shown in Figures [L0] and [L1]
We find 0.964669 — 0.193195:¢ for the case presented in Figure [10|and 0.955183 — 0.194375:
for the case in Figure . It is clear that as we increase pg,, the real part (oscillation
frequency) of the QNM decreases and the imaginary part (damping) increases.
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6 Summary and Conclusion

We have used the TOV equations to construct the spacetime metric representing a black
hole surrounded by a perfect fluid DM spike. Following previous work, we assumed a
power law density for the DM spike, which was therefore completely specified by three
independent parameters: the power law exponent <, the radius R, and spike density
P, the latter two chosen to lie at the outer edge of the spike. These in turn determine
the total mass of the spike. Given the black hole mass, the TOV equations then determined
uniquely the metric of the spacetime containing the spike. With this metric, we were able
to calculate the ringdown waveform of the gravitational waves associated with black hole
perturbations, as well as the real and imaginary parts of the lowest damping QNM.
The main features that emerge from our analysis were:

e The pressure inside the spike is negligible in all the cases we studied.

e The presence of the DM spike modifies the ringdown waveform. More specifically, it
decreases the real part (oscillation frequency) of the least damped QNM and increases
its imaginary part (damping).

e For Sgr A* the parameters have to be pushed well beyond the accepted ranges in
order to produce significant differences from Schwarzschild ringdown waveform. The
prospects of detection are therefore remote.

e For M87, the parameters are less known, but there is an observational bound on the
total mass within 50 kpc of the center, which in turn provides an upper bound on the
spike mass. We find that while the departures from Schwarzschild for the ringdown
waveforms are significantly greater for M87 than for Sgr A*, the spike mass needs to
be an order of magnitude or two above the proposed upper bound in order to have
hopes of detecting it with current gravitational wave technology.

e Our results also suggest that if the ratio of DM spike mass to black hole mass is
roughly constant for galactic black holes, greater mass black holes require smaller
spike densities in order to yield potentially observable signals.

We conclude that a significant gravitational wave detection associated with perturba-
tions of a supermassive black hole more massive than the M87 black hole might provide
the means to detect the presence of a DM spike or at least put a model dependent bound
on its parameters. This suggests that the effects of DM spikes on the ringdown waveforms
of supermassive black holes are worthy of further study.

In this paper, we focused on static spherically symmetric black holes. It would be
interesting to see what happens if spin is introduced. |Ferrer et al| (2017) argued that the
spike will be enhanced by the presence of spin. We therefore expect that the inclusion
of the black hole spin will improve our results in terms of observational viability. This is
currently under investigation.
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