
Ringdown signatures of Kerr black holes immersed in a magnetic field

Kate J. Taylor1 and Adam Ritz1

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Victoria, Victoria, BC, V8P 5C2, Canada
(Dated: June 12, 2024)

We analyze the quasinormal mode spectrum for Kerr black holes surrounded by an asymptotically
uniform magnetic field, modeled with the Ernst-Wild geometry. A perturbative expansion in both
the rotation parameter a and the magnetic field B allows separation of the perturbation equations,
and we obtain the spectrum for a variety of scalar quasinormal modes over a range of parameters
using the continued fraction method. We then interpolate the low-lying mode spectrum to construct
an Ernst-Wild template for the ringdown, and use the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA analysis tool pyRing
to assess the impact of the magnetosphere on the extraction of ringdown signatures from several
observed binary black hole mergers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The characteristic exponential ringdown signature of
the black hole remnant of a binary merger, as predicted
by General Relativity, is readily apparent in the first
LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) event GW150914 [1]. The
signature closely matches the expectations of the com-
plex quasinormal mode (QNM) pseudospectrum follow-
ing from a linearized analysis of Kerr black hole pertur-
bations (for reviews, see [2–4]). While the fully dynam-
ical post-merger behaviour is in many ways more com-
plex than the naive setting for linear perturbation the-
ory about a stationary black hole configuration, the data
clearly indicates consistency to leading order with an un-
derlying picture of dissipative ringdown, as anticipated
due to the presence of a horizon. With the growing cat-
alogue of binary merger events allowing more detailed
use of the ringdown component to extract black hole pa-
rameters, the extent to which individual (linear) quasi-
normal modes can be isolated is coming under increasing
scrutiny [5–20]. Presently, it is unclear if non-linearities
arising from contamination of the merger itself could af-
fect the experimental extraction of the waveform param-
eters. It is thought that these effects should not impact
the extraction of the dominant (2, 2, 0) QNM, but it is
not clear how these effects could impact the reliable mea-
surements of higher overtones [14, 21]. Care is needed in
adding higher-order modes, given the potential to ‘over-
fit’ the data, which could lead to inaccurate values for
the ringdown parameters.

A distinct, but related, question is how the basic Kerr
template for these modes could be impacted theoreti-
cally by the black hole environment. Early examples in-
clude scalar hair [22, 23], and black hole charge within
the full Kerr-Newman geometry [24, 25]; see also [26, 27].
While these generalizations were considered primarily as
a way to test for any deviation from the Kerr spectrum,
in this paper we will explore the impact of a more phys-
ical black hole environment, namely an asymptotically
uniform magnetosphere as an approximation to the field
structure sustained by an accretion disk. While an as-
trophysically relevant magnetosphere is not expected to
produce large corrections to the Kerr QNM spectrum,

and thus seems impractical to detect for black holes in
the LVK window given the current level of precision
[28], it may still provide a nontrivial ‘nuisance’ param-
eter that could impact the extraction of mass and spin
within the Kerr waveform template. In particular, the
QNM pseudospectrum is known to be highly (and non-
linearly) sensitive to perturbations of the underlying po-
tential [21, 29, 30]. Accordingly, our main goal will be to
explore the impact of a magnetosphere on the modeling
of ringdown from a merger via quasinormal modes.

Black hole magnetospheres have been analyzed exten-
sively, with perhaps the most notable motivation being
their potential role as power sources for active galax-
ies, e.g. via the Blandford-Znajek (BZ) mechanism [31].
However, such energy extraction phenomena rely on the
specifics of force-free electrodynamics in the black hole
ergosphere, for which no analytic solutions are known
beyond the perturbative regime of slow rotation. Thus,
in considering ringdown, it is of interest to study cases
where exact solutions do exist, and where the back-
reaction on the black hole geometry can be fully taken
into account. While the magnetized Kerr-Newman solu-
tion is technically the simplest, a more physical system
requires an approximately uniform field away from the
black hole. The regime where the energy density in the
magnetic field is dominant is described by the Melvin so-
lution [32], in which the spacetime asymptotics are also
modified, which in general will completely alter the be-
haviour of the QNM spectrum. A Kerr black hole im-
mersed in an asymptotically uniform magnetic field is
described by the Ernst-Wild solution [33, 34], generaliz-
ing the static Ernst solution [35]. The QNM spectrum for
this system was studied in [36] focusing on the regime of
very large magnetic fields, which provide box-like bound-
ary conditions leading to the possibility of superradiance
[37–39]. Our focus will instead be on the regime of small
magnetic fields (relative to the black hole mass), which
is more readily realized astrophysically.

A full perturbative analysis of the Ernst-Wild geome-
try is complicated by the fact that there is no known de-
coupling of the mode equations, which therefore need to
be analyzed via complex numerical techniques [4, 40, 41]
even in the scalar case. Since our focus concerns instead
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the impact on the extraction of ringdown parameters
from binary mergers, in this exploratory study, we will
make a number of simplifying assumptions. Firstly, we
will analyze scalar perturbations, which while unphysi-
cal are known in the Kerr limit to behave similarly to
the tensor modes. This correspondence is discussed fur-
ther in Section 2. Secondly, we will work to leading order
in both the black hole rotation parameter, and the mag-
nitude of the magnetic field. The latter assumption is
physically reasonable for astrophysical black holes, but
the former assumption is instead made for technical rea-
sons, as it allows for complete decoupling of the perturba-
tion equations. We quantify the impact of this assump-
tion in application to mergers in the LVK catalogue with
rotation parameters up to a/M ∼ 0.7 in the next sec-
tion. One further benefit is that the mode asymptotics
as r → ∞ reduce to those of Kerr, rather than Melvin,
so that the modes are primarily sensitive to the localized
impact of the magnetic field near the Kerr horizon and
photon sphere.

Within the approximation scheme outlined above, we
determine the scalar Ernst-Wild QNM spectrum as a
function of the rotation parameter a and the magnetic
field B2 for the low-lying modes most relevant for the
ringdown signature. We then construct an Ernst-Wild
ringdown template and utilize the public LVK ringdown
pipeline pyRing to assess its fit to a number of merger
events in the catalogue. More precisely, we vary the mag-
netic field and explore its impact on extracting the pri-
mary parameters of mass and spin for the final black hole
remnant. We conclude that while the effect is not large,
it warrants consideration in a similar manner to the po-
tential impact of nonlinear corrections to the ringdown.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Sec-
tion 2 reviews the Ernst-Wild geometry for the Kerr
black hole immersed in an asymptotically uniform mag-
netic field, and the equation for scalar quasinormal mode
perturbations. Section 3 determines several quasinormal
mode frequencies to leading order in the rotation and
magnetic field parameters, and provides an interpolation
that is then used to extrapolate over an extended range
of remnant parameters. Section 4 describes the ensu-
ing construction of an EW template, its implementation
within the pyRing pipeline, and explores how a magneto-
sphere impacts the extraction of remnant mass and spin
from several binary merger events in the LVK catalogue.
The results are briefly discussed in Section 5, along with
an outlook for future improvements in the analysis.

Planck units with G = c = 1 are used throughout this
work.

2. PERTURBATIONS OF THE ERNST-WILD
SOLUTION

Rotating black holes solutions immersed in asymptot-
ically uniform magnetic fields are astrophysically well-
motivated but necessarily complex, and it is remarkable

that an analytic solution exists. The solution for a fully
back-reacted Kerr black hole immersed in a magnetized
Melvin geometry was initially obtained by Ernst and
Wild [33], following the use of a Harrison transformation
[42] on a seed Kerr-Newman metric with mass M , an-
gular momentum J (with rotation parameter a ≡ J/M),
and charge q. The initial solution was subsequently cor-
rected and analyzed in some detail [41, 43–46].

One of the intriguing features of the Ernst-Wild solu-
tion is that for the full geometry to be electrically neu-
tral, the black hole necessarily acquires an induced Kerr-
Newman electric charge q = −2aMB via the Wald mech-
anism [47]. Following [36], to second order in the spin
parameter a, and taking q = −2aMB, the Ernst-Wild
geometry takes the form [33, 43–45],

ds2|ã2 = ϱ2 Λ

[
− ∆

Σ
dt2 +

(
dr2

∆
+ dθ2

)]
+

Σ sin2 θ

ϱ2 Λ
(Λ0dϕ−ϖdt)2, (1)

where Λ0 is used to remove the conical singularity at the
poles [48], and

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 + 4a2M2B2, (2a)

ϱ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, (2b)

Σ = r4 + ra2
(
(2M − r) sin2 θ + 2r

)
, (2c)

Λ = 1 +
1

2
B2r2 sin2 θ +

1

16
B4r4 sin4 θ

+ a2
[
1

8
B6M2r2 sin2 2θ +

1

8
B4{2Mr sin6 θ

+ 2M cos2 θ(M cos4 θ + 2(M − 2r) cos2 θ + 9M + 8r)

− 8Mr + r2 sin4 θ}

+
B2

2r
(r −M(7 + cos 2θ)) sin2 θ

]
, (2d)

Λ0 ≡ Λ(r, θ = 0) = 1 + 3a2M2B4, (2e)

ϖ =
aM

64r3
[
−B4r3(12 cos 2θ + cos 4θ)(r − 2M)

+ B2r2(256−B2r(186M + 51r)) + 128
]
. (2f)

For our purposes, it will be useful to introduce a
rescaled rotation parameter,

ã ≡ a

M
=

J

M2
, (3)

and a rescaled magnetic field,

B̃ ≡ BM, (4)

where B is the magnitude of the asymptotically uniform
magnetic field strength. We will assume that the mag-
netic field surrounding the black hole is ‘weak’, namely
that BM ≪ 1, a condition that is readily satisfied
by known astrophysical magnetospheres. On restoring
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units, this limit takes the form [49–51],

B ≪ BM =
c4

G3/2M⊙

(
M⊙

M

)
∼ 1019

(
M⊙

M

)
Gauss.

(5)

With these conventions, we can write the horizon ra-
dius r+ and angular velocity ΩH= − gtϕ/gϕϕ|r=r+ to

O(ã2, B̃2) in the form,

r+ = 2M − ã2
(
M

2
+ 2B̃2M

)
, (6)

ΩH =
2ãM2 + 4ãB̃2r2

r3

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r+

. (7)

Note that the Kerr metric can be obtained by setting
B = 0, the Ernst metric can be obtained by setting a = 0,
and the Schwarzschild metric follows on setting B = 0
and a = 0.

A. Linearized perturbation analysis

We now proceed to an analysis of linearized perturba-
tions of the EW geometry. Our focus will be on the
quasinormal mode spectrum, for use in modelling the
ringdown phase of a magnetized rotating black hole. In
this exploratory study, we will make two important sim-
plifying approximations. The first is to restrict attention
to scalar rather than tensor perturbations.

(A1) Scalar rather than tensor perturbations: This choice
is unphysical for analyzing gravitational ringdown,
but simplifies the analysis considerably, and for the
dominant mode and subdominant overtone with
mode numbers (ℓ,m, n) = (2, 2, 0) and (2, 2, 1) re-
spectively, the scalar and tensor quasinormal mode
frequencies for the Kerr solution are remarkably
similar quantitatively. This is illustrated in Fig. 1.

This assumption allows us to focus on the Klein-Gordon
equation for a massless scalar field,

□Φ ≡ 1√−g ∂µ(
√−ggµν∂νΦ) = 0. (8)

Following [36, 52], for geometries such as EW, the radial
and angular parts of the equation can be separated at the
expense of introducing couplings between the different
multipoles ℓ. We use the following ansatz

Φ(t, r, θ, ϕ) =
∑
j,m

R̄jm(r)

r
e−iωt Yjm(θ, ϕ), (9)

where the Yjm are the usual spherical harmonics. The
axisymmetry of the geometry leads to a degeneracy in
the spectrum as a function of the azimuthal quantum
number m.

Substitution of this ansatz into Eq. 8, and using the
orthogonality of the spherical harmonics, allows the re-
duction to a system of nine coupled radial equations [36].
We further assume that the magnetic field surrounding
the black hole is weak, B̃ = BM ≪ 1, and truncating
the system of coupled radial equations at O(ã2, B̃2), we
have

d2R̄ℓm

dr2∗
=

1∑
i=−1

Vℓ+2i,mR̄ℓ+2i,m, (10)

where the tortoise coordinate is defined by dr/dr∗ =
∆/(r2 + a2), and the potentials are given by,

Vℓ = ω2 − dr

dr∗

{
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
+

2M

r3
+
B̃2m2

M2

}
− ãmω

(
4M2

r3
+

8B̃2

r

)
+ ã2

(
V0 + V2 c

(2)
ℓ,ℓ,m

)
,

Vℓ±2 = ã2
(
V2 c

(2)
ℓ±2,ℓ,m

)
,

(11)

where

V0 =
B̃2(8M2 − 4ℓ(ℓ+ 1)M2 +m2r(r + 4M))

r4

− 24B̃2M3

r5
− 24M4

r6
+
M2

r5

[
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)(r − 4M)

+ r(m2 − (r − 2M)rω2 − 1) + 12M

]
, (12)

V2 = − B̃
2m2(r − 2M)

r3
+

(r − 2M)M2ω2

r3
. (13)

The Clebsch-Gordon coefficients, c
(2)
j,ℓ,m≡⟨ℓm| cos2 θ|jm⟩,

vanish unless j = ℓ− 2, ℓ, ℓ+ 2.
As is apparent from Eq. 10, the analysis of perturba-

tions in the Ernst-Wild spacetime simplifies considerably
in the limit of small B̃2 ≪ 1 if we also restrict attention
to slow rotation ã ≪ 1. In particular, the equations de-
couple if we drop corrections of O(ã2). Thus, we will use
a second simplifying approximation.

(A2) Perturbative analysis at (ãB̃2): A perturbative ex-

pansion in B̃ is well-motivated physically on the
grounds that astrophysical magnetospheres are not
expected to approach BM∼1. Moreover, the large
B asymptotics are those of the Melvin universe
which exhibits normal (as opposed to quasinormal)
modes, significantly impacting the spectrum ana-
lyzed in [36]. A perturbative expansion in ã is less
well-motivated physically, as the LVK catalogue
centers on remnant black holes with ã ∼ 0.7−0.8.
However, when combined with a perturbative ex-
pansion in B̃, this approximation allows for sepa-
rable perturbations, and numerically even for ã ∼
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FIG. 1: The real (left) and imaginary (right) parts of the leading scalar s = 0 and tensor s = −2 Kerr quasinormal
mode frequencies ωsℓmn are shown as a function of the rotation parameter ã computed via the continued fraction
technique.

0.7−0.8, the QNM spectrum for the linearized ge-
ometry agree quantitatively to ∼25% with the ex-
act Kerr modes. This comparison is illustrated in
Fig. 2, and explored further in [53]. The fractional
errors are larger for the imaginary part than the
real part of the modes. To formalize the expansion,
we can introduce a small dimensionless parameter
ϵ, scaling ã → ãϵ2 and B̃2 → B̃2ϵ, and then trun-
cate the expansion at O(ϵ3) which retains terms of

O(B̃2, ã, ãB̃2). Terms of O(B̃4) and O(B̃6), while
parametrically included under this scaling regime,
do not qualitatively change the geometry at O(ã)
and are expected to be very small astrophysically,
so will be neglected below.

In combination, approximations (A1) and (A2) dra-
matically simplify the analysis. Under the scaling regime
outlined above, at O(ãB̃2) the Ernst-Wild line element
simplifies to the following,

ds2 =
1

2r
(2M − r)(2 +B2r2 sin2 θ)dt2

+
r

4M − 2r
(−2−B2r2 +B2r2 cos2 θ)dr2

+ (r2 +
1

2
B2r4 sin2 θ)dθ2

+
1

4
r2(4−B2r2 +B2r2 cos 2θ) sin2 θ dϕ2

− 2a

r
(2 +B2r2(3 + cos2 θ)) sin2 θ dt dϕ.

(14)

The horizon radius r+ and angular momentum J reduce
to the Kerr expressions at O(ã), while the horizon angu-

lar velocity is corrected at O(ãB̃2) [36],

r+ = 2M +O(ã2) (15)

J = ãM2 +O(ã3) (16)

MΩH =
ã

4
+ 2ãB̃2 +O(ã3, ãB̃4). (17)

The perturbation Eqs. 10 now decouple and the radial
equation takes the form,

d2R̄ℓm

dr2∗
+ (ω2 − Vℓm)R̄ℓm = 0, (18)

with an effective potential Vℓm given by

Vℓm =
4ãmrω

(
2B̃2r2 +M2

)
r4

−
(2M − r)

(
B̃2m2r3 + ℓ(ℓ+ 1)M2r + 2M3

)
M2 r4

.

(19)

3. QNM SPECTRUM VIA CONTINUED
FRACTIONS

In this section the massless scalar quasinormal mode
spectrum of the Ernst-Wild black hole will be investi-
gated using Leaver’s well-known continued fraction tech-
nique [54, 55]. For this purpose, it is convenient to re-
express (18) as an equation for Rℓm(r) = R̄ℓm(r)/r in
terms of the original radial coordinate,

∆
d

dr

(
∆
dRℓm

dr

)
+

[
ω2r4−4ãmωr

(
M2+2B̃2r2

)
(20)

−
(
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2M

r
− B̃2m2r2

M2

)
∆

]
Rℓm = 0,

where ∆ = r(r − 2M) to O(ãB̃2) exhibits two regular
singular points at r = 0 and at r = 2M and an irreg-
ular singular point at spatial infinity. The asymptotic
solutions are given by

Rℓm(r) ∼

(r − 2M)
√
2M

√
ãmω−2MΩ2−ρ, as r → 2M,

r
ρ+i(4MΩ2)

2Ω eiΩr, as r → ∞,

(21)
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FIG. 2: The real (left) and imaginary (right) parts of the (ℓ,m, n) = {(2, 2, 0), (2, 2, 1), (3, 2, 0), (4, 2, 0)} scalar
quasinormal mode frequencies for the Kerr solution as a function of ã, compared to the corresponding modes of the
linearized Ernst-Wild geometry (for B → 0).

where for convenience we have defined

MΩ ≡
√
M2 ω2 −m2B̃2, (22a)

Mρ ≡ 2B̃2(m2 − 4Mãmω). (22b)

We introduce a power series ansatz which incorporates
the required boundary conditions,

Rℓm(r) = r
ρ+i(4MΩ2)

2Ω (r − 2M)−
√
2M

√
ãmω−2MΩ2−ρ

× eiΩr
∞∑
k=0

dn

(
r − 2M

r

)k

, (23)

where the expansion coefficients {dk : k = 1, 2, . . . , n}
are determined by a three-term recurrence relation start-
ing with d0 = 1,

α0d1 + β0d0 = 0, (24)

αndn+1 + βndn + γndn−1 = 0, for n ≥ 1. (25)

The recursion coefficients αn, βn, and γn can be ex-
pressed as simple functions of n and the parameters of
the differential equation:

αn = n2 + (c0 + 1)n+ c0, (26a)

βn = −2n2 + (c1 + 2)n+ c3, (26b)

γn = n2 + (c2 − 3)n+ c4 − c2 + 2. (26c)

where the intermediate constants cn are defined by

c0 = 1− 2
√
2
√

−M (−ãmω + 2MΩ2 + ρ), (27a)

c1 = 8iMΩ+
iρ

Ω
− 2 + 2c0, (27b)

c2 = −4iMΩ− iρ

Ω
+ 2− c0, (27c)

c3 = 2M
(
−ãmω + 8MΩ2 + 3ρ

)
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

+ c0

(
4iMΩ+

iρ

2Ω
− 1

)
, (27d)

c4 = 4i
√
2M3/2Ω

√
ãmω − 2MΩ2 − ρ

−
iρ
(
−1 + 4iMΩ+

√
2
√
M
√
ãmω − 2MΩ2 − ρ

)
Ω

+ 2ãmMω − ρ2

4Ω2
+ c0. (27e)

The recurrence relation given by Eq. 25 corresponds to
a second-order difference equation, and there is one so-
lution, referred to as the minimal solution [56], which
leads to a convergent power series. For discrete values
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FIG. 3: The real (left) and imaginary (right) parts of the (ℓ,m, n) = {(2, 2, 0), (2, 2, 1), (3, 2, 0), (4, 2, 0)} scalar

quasinormal mode frequencies for the Ernst solution as a function of B̃, compared to the corresponding modes of the
linearized Ernst-Wild geometry (for ã→ 0).

of ω = ωsℓmn
1 – the quasinormal frequencies – the series

in Eq. 23 is absolutely convergent as r → ∞ [54]. The
ratio of successive dn is given by the following infinite
continued fraction,

dn+1

dn
=

− γn+1

βn+1 −
αn+1γn+2

βn+2 −
αn+2γn+3

βn+3 − · · ·

, (28)

which is conveniently expressed in the following compact
notation,

dn+1

dn
=

−γn+1

βn+1 −
αn+1γn+2

βn+2 −
αn+2γn+3

βn+3 −
· · · . (29)

Setting n = 0 in Eq. 29 yields the following characteristic
equation for the quasinormal mode frequencies,

β0 −
α0γ1
β1−

α1γ2
β2−

. . .
αnγn+1

βn+1−
· · · = 0, (30)

1 The spin subscript s will be dropped when considering quasinor-
mal modes arising from scalar perturbations.

which can be inverted n times to yield a convenient equal-
ity between a continued fraction of finite length and the
remainder of infinite length:[
βn − αn−1γn

βn−1−
· · · − α0γ1

β0

]
=

[
αnγn+1

βn+1−
. . .

αn+2γn+3

βn+3 − · · ·

]
,

for n ≥ 1. (31)

Setting n = 0 in Eq. 31 gives us back Eq. 30 provided that
for n < 0, αn = βn = γn = 0. Eq. 31 possesses an infinite
number of roots and numerically the nth inversion gives
the nth stable root [54], i.e. to determine the fundamental
mode, one sets n = 0 while to compute the nth overtone,
one sets n equal to the desired overtone number.
In practice, convergence of the continued fraction slows

as the imaginary part of the quasinormal mode frequency
ωI
ℓmn increases. Thus, we implement Nollert’s technique

for improved convergence [57], first solving asymptoti-
cally for the ‘remainder’ RN (ω), namely the infinite con-
tinued fraction inferred from (31) for n > N ≫ 1. RN

satisfies the following recurrence relation for N ≫ 1,

RN = − γN+1

βN+1 − αN+1RN+1
. (32)

The asymptotics are readily determined from the explicit
form of the recurrence relation 25, and we find that, up
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increments of 0.01, exhibiting the ωℓ−mn = −ω∗

ℓmn pairing for ℓ,m = ±1,±2 that results from axial symmetry.

Starting from the bottom of the plots, as ã increases the lines move in opposite directions horizontally while as B̃
increases the values become less damped and move vertically upwards. These modes, including both positive and
negative branches, were computed with the continued fraction methods described in Section 3

to order 1/N , the minimal solution satisfies

dN+1

dN
= 1− 2(−1)3/4

√
MΩ√

N

− 1

N

(
3

4
+ 4iMΩ+

iρ

2Ω

)
+O(N−3/2). (33)

A. Numerical QNM results

The remaining task involves determining the roots of
an N -term continued fraction given by 30, whose solu-
tions are the quasinormal modes of the desired system.
For a given set of values labeled by λ = {ã, B̃,M, ℓ,m, n},
the continued fraction given by Eq. 30 will depend only
on the scalar quasinormal frequency ωℓmn = ω0ℓmn along
with a chosen value of N .

For numerical purposes, it is convenient to normalize
the frequencies on the scale 1/M , as we observe that the
massM can be removed from the perturbation equation,
Eq. (20), via the combined scaling r → Mr and ω →
ω/M . Thus we can set M = 1 in what follows, with the
understanding that the computed frequencies determine
the combination Mω.
The equation can be solved using a root finding algo-

rithm beginning with some initial guess ω0
ℓmn. To ensure

convergence of the mode ωℓmn we will use the technique

outlined in [58–60] to fine-tune the required number of
terms N needed in the continued fraction. In each step
we begin with the starting value of N and determine
ωℓmn, increasing N by δN , until the relative difference
between the last two adjacent values meets a specified
precision threshold. That is, for a chosen set of param-
eters λ, if ωℓmn(N) denotes the QNM frequency deter-
mined with an N -term continued fraction, the iteration
will stop when

log10

∣∣∣∣ωℓmn(N + δN)− ωℓmn(N)

ωℓmn(N)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
λ

< ϵ, (34)

with ωℓmn = ωℓmn(N) recorded as the value for the
quasinormal mode.
Earlier calculations in the literature for Kerr [3, 54]

and Ernst [61, 62] black holes were used to validate our
implementation of the continued fraction method. The
non-Hermitian and thus inherently dissipative nature of
the QNM (quasi)spectrum calculation requires the use of
high machine precision throughout intermediate steps to
avoid rounding errors, and in this work we have set the
convergence criterion to ϵ = −7.
We use two iterations to determine the QNM frequen-

cies ωℓmn as a function of ã and B̃. The first iteration
begins by setting ℓ,m, and n and simultaneously fixing
ã = 0. The parameter space for B̃ is then scanned incre-
mentally through the range (0, 0.3). In this work we take
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the maximum value of the magnetic field to be B̃ = 0.3,
given the constraints of the linearized model. Using the
Schwarzschild QNM ωℓ0n = ω0

ℓmn as the initial starting
guess in the root finding algorithm, the parameter space
of B̃ is determined in steps of δB̃ = 0.01 up to the point
(ã, B̃) = (0, 0.3). A list of values (0, B̃, ωℓmn, Nopt) is
constructed where Nopt is the optimal value of N en-
suring the convergence criterion defined in Eq. 34. The
second iteration involves using this constructed list as
the seed solution while scanning ã. More precisely, for a
given value of B̃, the list constructed in the first iteration
is fed into the root finding algorithm while incrementally
varying ã, starting from ã = 0.001 - which corresponds to
a slowly rotating Kerr black hole up to ã = 0.3 in steps of
δã = 0.01. For each value of B̃, the initial starting guess
is given by the result for ω0

ℓmn = ωℓmn(ã = 0, B̃) and the
Nopt value are used as combined starting points to speed
up calculations in the second iteration while only the spin
parameter is varied. This procedure results in a list of
values (ã, B̃, ωℓmn) for the linearized Ernst-Wild black
hole, exhibited graphically for several modes in Fig. 4.

A notable feature is that increasing B̃ leads to a re-
duction in the imaginary part of the QNM frequency in
all cases. This reflects the tendency of the pure Melvin
geometry to define box-like boundary conditions and ex-
hibit normal as opposed to quasinormal modes. Another
notable feature is the symmetry between positive and
negative branches of modes. An analogous symmetry
was observed by Leaver in [54] in the case of the Kerr
geometry, and can be understood in a similar way. In
particular, if ωℓmn is a QNM frequency with azimuthal
index m, then ωℓ−mn = −ω∗

ℓmn. Similarly, the linearized

EW equations contain combinations ofm2B̃2, andmãB̃2

meaning that if m → −m then m2B̃2 should remain in-
variant while mãB̃2 → −mãB̃2. These symmetries are
apparent on computing the positive and negative branch
of the quasinormal mode frequencies, as shown in Fig. 4.

B. Numerical QNM interpolation

As outlined above, the quasinormal modes were com-
puted over the parameter range ã, B̃ ≤ 0.3. However
gravitational wave detectors routinely see remnant spin
values up to ã ≈ 0.8. Therefore, in this section we will
devise a method to linearly extrapolate the results ob-
tained for the QNMs up to ã = 1 in order to utilize the
LVK analysis tool pyRing. In the limit of slow rotation
and small (astrophysically relevant) magnetic fields the
quasinormal frequencies (ωℓmn = ωR

ℓmn + iωI
ℓmn) for a

given ℓ,m, n can be expanded in the form,

ωℓmn = ωℓ0n + aℓmnã+ bℓmnB̃
2 + cℓmnãB̃

2

+O(ã2, B̃4),
(35)

where ωℓ0n is the Schwarzchild QNM for a given ℓ and n
as listed in Table I. We compute the coefficients aℓmn,
bℓmn, and cℓmn by taking numerical derivatives of the

TABLE I: Schwarzschild QNM frequencies (with real
ωR
ℓ0n and imaginary ωI

ℓ0n parts) for the fundamental
(n = 0) and first overtone (n = 1). These results also
correspond to the m = 0 modes for Ernst and EW1 and
are ordered by the multipole number ℓ.

ℓ n ωR
ℓ0n ωI

ℓ0n

0 0 0.110455 -0.104896

1
0 0.292936 -0.097660
1 0.264449 -0.306257

2
0 0.483644 -0.096759
1 0.463851 -0.295604

3
0 0.675366 -0.096500
1 0.660671 -0.292285

4
0 0.867416 -0.096392
1 0.855808 -0.290876

data obtained in the preceding section. In particular,
aℓmn describe the first derivative of the Kerr spectrum in
the linearized regime of ã, bℓmn describe the first deriva-
tive of the Ernst spectrum in the linearized regime of
B̃2, and cℓmn result from the numerical second deriva-
tive with respect to both ã and B̃2. The results for these
coefficients are tabulated in Tables II and III.
Presently, there is some debate within the gravitational

wave literature regarding which modes can be reliably
extracted from the black hole ringdown. Indeed, it is
clear that the process of ringdown following a physical
binary merger is complex, and nonlinear effects may be
as large as higher-order QNM contributions. In [15], it
is argued that even in the ideal situation when a bi-
nary black hole system collides head-on, only the modes
{(2, 2, 0), (3, 2, 0), (4, 2, 0)} significantly contribute to the
strain. Reliable extraction of the first overtone (2, 2, 1)
would then depend on a high-precision determination of
the longer-lived fundamental modes of subdominant mul-
tipoles. In the non-ideal case when the binary does not
collide head-on, it becomes significantly more difficult to
extract overtones and the dominant modes excited could
differ from {(2, 2, 0), (3, 2, 0), (4, 2, 0), (2, 2, 1)}. For this
reason we include the fit coefficients for the fundamental
modes from 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4 as well as the first overtone for
ℓ = 2 to cover the range expected to be relevant in a
range of ringdown analyses.

4. RINGDOWN TEMPLATE AND
COMPARISON TO LVK DATA

In this section we utilize our QNM results for the lin-
earized EW geometry to build and test a ringdown tem-
plate against the existing LVK data archive of binary
black hole mergers. This serves as a first step in modi-
fying the usual Kerr template to model the post-merger
phase of a binary black hole coalescence in the presence



9

TABLE II: Coefficients of the linearized extrapolation
for the real part of the (positive branch) EW
quasinormal mode frequencies ωR

ℓmn for ℓ = 1, 2, 3, 4
(fundamental n = 0 mode) and ℓ = 2 (overtone n = 1).

ℓ m n ωR
ℓ0n aR

ℓmn bRℓmn cRℓmn

1
−1

0
0.292936 -0.077158 0.446963 -1.183520

1 0.292936 0.077158 0.446963 1.183520

2

−2

0

0.483644 -0.150490 1.262050 -1.970010
−1 0.483644 -0.075245 0.315603 -1.256870
1 0.483644 0.075245 0.315603 1.256870
2 0.483644 0.150490 1.262050 1.970020

2

−2

1

0.463851 -0.162394 0.649385 -2.716630
−1 0.463851 -0.081197 0.162265 -1.406770
1 0.463851 0.081197 0.162265 1.409550
2 0.463851 0.162394 0.649385 2.709890

3

−3

0

0.675366 -0.224041 2.122420 -2.672430
−2 0.675366 -0.149361 0.943538 -2.281380
−1 0.675366 -0.074680 0.235920 -1.290650
1 0.675366 0.074680 0.235920 1.290660
2 0.675366 0.149361 0.943538 2.281410
3 0.675366 0.224042 2.122420 2.672480

4

−4

0

0.867416 -0.297772 2.991320 -3.345870
−3 0.867416 -0.223329 1.682710 -3.167360
−2 0.867416 -0.148886 0.747899 -2.424890
−1 0.867416 -0.074443 0.186979 -1.306440
1 0.867416 0.074443 0.186979 1.306440
2 0.867416 0.148886 0.747899 2.424890
3 0.867416 0.223330 1.682710 3.167360
4 0.867416 0.297773 2.991320 3.345890

of an external asymptotically uniform magnetic field. We
model our approach on [63], which considered the ring-
down phase of black holes in the presence of a remnant
U(1) charge.

To investigate the magnetized Ernst-Wild hypothesis
in the current LVK data archive, we make use of pyRing
[64–66], a python software package specifically designed
for the estimation of black hole ringdown parameters.
pyRing implements a Bayesian analysis approach, de-
scribed within the LVK analysis pipeline in Refs. [67–72].

For the remainder of this section, ω−2ℓmn will be used
to denote tensor quasinormal modes and ωℓmn will denote
the scalar modes considered in the previous section.

A. Constructing the ringdown template

Following the merger of two black holes, the newly
formed remnant relaxes to a stationary state, with its
late time transient expected to ‘ring-down’ according to
a superposition of the leading QNMs of the stationary
final state. In practice, this waveform model comprising
a superposition of damped sinusoids is only expected to
hold well away from the peak of the gravitational wave
signal, and nonlinear effects can compete with subleading

TABLE III: Coefficients of the linearized extrapolation
for the imaginary part of the (positive branch) EW
quasinormal mode frequencies ωR

ℓmn for ℓ = 1, 2, 3, 4
(fundamental n = 0 mode) and ℓ = 2 (overtone n = 1).

ℓ m n ωI
ℓ0n aI

ℓmn bIℓmn cIℓmn

1
−1

0
-0.097660 -0.000336 0.268150 0.318134

1 -0.097660 0.000336 0.268150 -0.318132

2

−2

0

-0.096759 -0.000143 0.432264 0.535567
−1 -0.096759 -0.000072 0.108133 0.132246
1 -0.096759 0.000072 0.108133 -0.132246
2 -0.096759 0.000143 0.432264 -0.535561

2

−2

1

-0.295604 -0.004641 0.933283 1.131990
−1 -0.295604 -0.002321 0.233458 0.322617
1 -0.295604 0.002321 0.233458 -0.322418
2 -0.295604 0.004642 0.933283 -1.132600

3

−3

0

-0.096500 -0.000078 0.512260 0.653273
−2 -0.096500 -0.000052 0.227786 0.263341
−1 -0.096500 -0.000026 0.056964 0.080038
1 -0.096500 0.000026 0.056964 -0.080027
2 -0.096500 0.000052 0.227786 -0.263310
3 -0.096500 0.000078 0.512260 -0.653221

4

−4

0

-0.096392 -0.000048 0.558610 0.726651
−3 -0.096392 -0.000036 0.314251 0.370947
−2 -0.096392 -0.000024 0.139677 0.164431
−1 -0.096392 -0.000012 0.034921 0.057358
1 -0.096392 0.000012 0.034921 -0.057357
2 -0.096392 0.000024 0.139677 -0.164431
3 -0.096392 0.000037 0.314251 -0.370944
4 -0.096392 0.000049 0.558610 -0.726644

linear modes.
To construct a waveform model for a black hole in the

presence of an external magnetic field, we start from the
standard Kerr template [63, 73, 74]:

h+ − ih× =
Mf

DL

∞∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

∞∑
n=0

[
h+ℓmn + h−ℓmn

]
, (36)

where

h+ℓmn(t) = A+
ℓmnSℓmn(ι, φ)e

−i(t−t0)ωsℓmn+iϕ+
ℓmn (37)

h−ℓmn(t) = A−
ℓmnS

∗
ℓmn(π − ι, φ)ei(t−t0)ω

∗
sℓmn+iϕ−

ℓmn . (38)

Here, ωsℓmn are the complex tensor (s = −2) ringdown
frequencies of the Kerr black hole determined by the di-
mensionless final spin ãf and the detector frame final
mass given by Mf defined in [75]. Mf is related to the
source frame mass by a factor of (1 + z), and DL is the
luminosity distance. The f subscript on parameters in
this section indicates that these values refer to the final
black hole of the merger, commonly referred to as the
remnant.
The amplitudes A+/−

ℓmn and phases ϕ
+/−
ℓmn characterise

the excitation of each mode and are inferred from the
data. The inclination of the black hole spin relative to the
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observer’s line of sight is given by ι, and φ denotes the az-
imuthal angle of the line of sight in the frame of the black
hole, and without loss of generality is usually set to zero
[63]. Sℓmn are the spin-weighted spherical harmonics [76]
and t0 is the reference start time. The oscillation frequen-
cies and decay times are given by ωR

−2ℓmn = 2πf−2ℓmn

and ωI
−2ℓmn = 1/τ−2ℓmn respectively. The strain time

series measured at the gravitational wave detector is a
linear combination of both the plus (h+) and cross (h×)
polarizations [69], defined by

h(t) = F+h+(t) + F×h×(t), (39)

where F+ = F+(α, δ, ψ) and F× = F×(α, δ, ψ) are the de-
tector response functions characterized by the two polar-
izations [77]. Both of these functions depend on the pa-
rameters (α, δ, ψ) which are the sky localization parame-
ters: right ascension, declination and polarization angle
respectively. The sky location is fixed to coincide with
the maximum likelihood value determined from the full
Inspiral-Merger-Ringdown (IMR) analysis [78]. These
detector values can be found for any ringdown event in
the corresponding LVK configuration file [79, 80].

By restricting this template to a superposition of the
quadrupolar fundamental mode and its first correspond-
ing overtone, that is (ℓ,m, n) = {(2, 2, 0), (2, 2, 1)}, all the
amplitudes and phases will be considered as independent
parameters of the fit and will be left free to vary. We
refer to the template constructed in this manner using
the Kerr QNM frequencies as Kerr221.
To incorporate the presence of the external magnetic

field B̃f into the template, we need to account for our
two primary approximations A1 and A2, and accordingly
model the ringdown by replacing the tensor quasinor-
mal frequencies ω−2ℓmn of the Kerr geometry with the
scalar linearized Ernst-Wild quasinormal modes ωℓmn,
as determined in Section 3, which are now functions of
(Mf , ãf , B̃f ),

ω−2ℓmn|Kerr −→ ω0ℓmn|EW1. (40)

It is clear that this will not allow for an actual detec-
tion of a magnetosphere, but it will allow us to test for
the impact of the magnetic field as a ‘nuisance’ parame-
ter in the analysis. In practice, given that astrophysical
magnetic fields are expected to be orders of magnitude
smaller than BM , a similar methodology may be the most
practical approach even if tensor QNMs for EW were
available. The modified template, obtained from Eq. 36
by simply implementing the substitution Eq. 40 will be
used in the remainder of this work and labeled EW1221
to denote linearized Ernst-Wild.

We conclude this subsection with a reminder of some
additional caveats to the analysis. The restriction of
Kerr221 or EW221 to just a superposition of the fun-
damental QNM and its first overtone is an assumption.
Although contributions from the overtones close to the
peak have not been shown to correspond to any physical
vibrational frequencies of the underlying geometry [15],

their usage here will be to facilitate fitting the waveform
close to the signal peak for sufficient accuracy due to
the low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in many ringdown
signals [77] observed by LVK. The inclusion of the over-
tone enables the analysis to be pushed to an earlier start
time, capturing more of the power which is present near
the peak of the signal. This is possible since the over-
tones are necessarily more damped than their fundamen-
tal counterparts, and can serve to effectively remove non-
linearities present near the waveform peak, albeit at the
risk of potentially removing interesting contributions due
to the merger and thus ‘overfitting’ the data [15]. A sec-
ond point to note is that in ringdown-only analyses, the
precise value of the ringdown start time t0 can have a
non-negligible effect on the analysis and usually requires
marginalization over its uncertainty. However, since our
analysis will involve a fixed set of modes, where the pri-
mary goal is simply to consider whether the remnant is
magnetized or not, the impact of the start time should
be much smaller and, as in [77], we will fix the start time
to reduce the computational cost.

B. Time-domain likelihood

The analysis goal is to construct the posterior distri-
bution p(θ|d), where θ is the set of model parameters and
d is the data associated with the measurement. Bayes’
theorem determines p(θ|d) = L(d|θ)π(θ)/Z in terms of
L(d|θ), the likelihood function of the data given the pa-
rameters θ, while π(θ) is the prior distribution for θ and
Z ≡

∫
dθL(d|θ)π(θ) is the normalization factor, referred

to as the ‘evidence’.
As in [63], the likelihood will be assumed to follow

a zero-mean Gaussian distribution with a standard de-
viation equal to the numerical uncertainty along with
uniform priors on the coefficients of the template. The
underlying stochastic sampling used to calculate all the
posterior distributions in pyRing is performed using a
nested sampling algorithm [81] implemented through the
python package CPNest [82]. Once these posterior sam-
ples have been generated it is then possible to generate
the marginalized posteriors for any subset of the parame-
ters by simply selecting the corresponding samples - this
property of marginalized distributions can be used to vi-
sualize the output of these samples by constructing cor-
ner plots, which show the marginalized one-dimensional
and two-dimensional posterior distributions for each of
the parameters.

C. Ringdown analysis and discussion

Having described the essential tools of our methodol-
ogy, we now shift to analyzing LVK data provided by the
GW Open Science Center [85, 86]. Employing the de-
scribed framework, and assuming that the remnant ob-
ject to be a EW1 remnant described by scalar quasinor-
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FIG. 5: Posterior distributions for the remnant mass Mf , spin ãf , and magnetic field B̃f resulting from the analysis
of four gravitational wave signals of binary mergers: GW150914, GW190521 074359, GW190727 060333 and
GW200224 222234. The upper and lower limits on the estimated parameters lie within the 90% credible interval.

mal modes, we conduct an analysis of the ringdown data
for four binary black hole merger events. The events were
chosen based on their high signal to noise and sufficiently
long waveform for a ringdown-only analysis.

The results are shown in the corner plots of Fig. 5,

which exhibit the 90% credible interval of the two-
dimensional posterior distributions on remnant red-
shifted mass, spin and magnetic field for the set of four
selected events. The results of which are also tabulated
in Table IV, where they are compared to results deter-
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TABLE IV: Table of values comparing the IMR results for Kerr221 with the EW1221 results for the redshifted final
mass Mf , dimensionless final spin ãf and magnetic field B̃f . For Mf and ãf we report the median value along with

the range of the symmetric 90% credible interval [83]. For the magnetic field B̃f , we report the upper limit of the
90% credible interval.

Event Redshifted final mass Final spin Magnetic field

Mf [M⊙] ãf B̃f

IMR Kerr221 EW1221 IMR Kerr221 EW1221 EW1221

GW150914 68.8+3.6
−3.1 71.7+13.2

−12.5 67.5+10.6
−9.4 0.69+0.05

−0.04 0.69+0.18
−0.36 0.61+0.19

−0.27 ≤ 0.79

GW190521 256.6+36.6
−30.4 284.0+40.4

−43.9 289.13+63.3
−47.1 0.71+0.05

−0.07 0.78+0.10
−0.22 0.79+0.13

−0.21 ≤ 0.64

GW190521 074359 88.1+4.3
−4.9 86.4+14.1

−14.8 87.03+22.5
−17.0 0.72+0.05

−0.07 0.67+0.17
−0.34 0.67+0.22

−0.39 ≤ 0.76

GW200224 222234 90.3+6.4
−6.3 88.6+15.5

−15.2 86.7+24.6
−15.7 0.73+0.06

−0.07 0.60+0.23
−0.42 0.56+0.32

−0.44 ≤ 0.80

FIG. 6: Posterior distribution for the remnant mass and
spin resulting from the analysis of GW150914 for three
different ringdown models and the results from the full
LVK IMR model using IMRPhenomXPHM (obtained
from the data release [84]).

mined by LVK using the standard Kerr template. Fi-
nally, in Fig. 6, we show the two-dimensional posterior
for the event GW150914 to compare how different mod-
els impact the extraction of the remnant spin ãf and
mass Mf . The chosen models for comparison include:
scalar QNM for linearized Kerr at O(ã), tensor QNM for
Kerr at O(ã2), scalar QNM for linearized Ernst-Wild at

a chosen value of B̃f = 0.3 and the full LVK inspiral-
merger-ringdown (IMR) posterior determined using the
IMRPhenomXPHM model [87].

The results indicate no evidence for a deviation from
the Kerr hypothesis, and while the ensuing bounds are

relatively weak, the current data already provides sen-
sitivity to magnetic fields above B̃ ∼ 0.3. This is still
very large in astrophysical terms, but indicates that the
presence of a magnetosphere may provide one further fac-
tor complicating the extraction of black hole parameters
from the merger. The exploratory nature of this anal-
ysis, apparent in the approximations A1 and A2, limits
the scope of broader conclusions, but relaxing both as-
sumptions is technically feasible, as discussed in the next
section.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we carried out an exploratory analysis of
the ringdown signatures of a Kerr black hole immersed
in an asymptotically uniform magnetic field. This astro-
physically relevant system was modeled using the Ernst-
Wild geometry in the weak magnetic field limit, and the
QNM spectrum was computed under some simplifying
assumptions. In particular, we focused on slow rotation
and scalar rather than tensor modes to simplify the anal-
ysis. These modes were then used to modify the usual
Kerr template employed by LVK to obtain a modified lin-
earized Ernst-Wild template. Several LVK events with
high signal to noise for a ringdown-only analysis were
then analyzed using the template to demonstrate how
the presence of a magnetic field could potentially impact
the extraction of the ringdown parameters.

Our results indicate consistency with the LVK analy-
sis [88] using the Kerr template, and the level of sensi-
tivity to the magnetic field indicates that it will impact
the extraction of parameters at current levels of sensitiv-
ity only if relatively large in units of the maximal field
BM ∼ 1/M . However, our analysis has relied critically
on the approximations A1 and A2, and it is natural to ask
about the potential impact of relaxing these assumptions.
It is apparent that the perturbative analysis at O(ã) is
a significant restriction given the current dataset, where
the majority of events have relatively high spin, so that
extending to O(ã2) would be valuable. However, this
may change with future observing runs (and eventually
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with the launch of space interferometers like LISA) po-
tentially detecting events with smaller ã, perhaps from
black holes that have not merged before [89]. Separately,
based on the Kerr examples, switching from scalar to
tensor modes may also induce non-negligible shifts in
the QNM frequencies, and of course a fully quantitative
analysis would require the physical tensor QNMs. Be-
yond the assumptions A1 and A2 that directly impact
the ringdown template, there is also the problem that
currently there is no information about the pre-merger
system for producing the EW magnetized remnant, and
specifically how the inspiral and merger may differ from
the Kerr template. Further information about the evolu-
tion of the magnetosphere during the inspiral would also
be needed for a more quantitative analysis, to gain in-
sight into which QNMs are more likely to be excited in
the remnant, and to better model the start time t0 for
the ringdown analysis.
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