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Abstract

This thesis embarks on a comprehensive investigation of modified gravity theories
and their implications on the properties of compact objects. Our primary objective
is to shed light on the fundamental nature of gravity by exploring potential depar-
tures from General Relativity (GR) through a combination of theoretical analyses
and observational techniques.

One of our focal points is to understand black hole (BH) thermodynamics, with par-
ticular attention given to the zeroth law assuring the constancy of surface gravity
on a stationary Killing horizon. Despite significant challenges posed by the com-
plicated nature of field equations, we have successfully extended the proof of the
zeroth law in Lanczos-Lovelock gravity. It marks an important step forward in the
study of BH thermodynamics in modified gravity. We have also provided a general
structure of higher-curvature field equations that may support zeroth law.

In the pursuit of a fully consistent theory of gravity, it is imperative to eliminate po-
tential alternatives systematically. In the same spirit, we present a detailed analysis
of the so-called causality constraints, which restrict the structure of higher-curvature
terms based on the sign of Shapiro time shift. In contrast to Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
(EGB) theory, we show that quadratic gravity (QG) is free from such causality is-
sues and hence, it can be considered a healthy effective theory at low energies. The
findings obtained here could offer invaluable insights towards classifying consistent
classical theories of gravity.

Compact objects exhibit a rich array of gravitational phenomena that unveil the in-
tricate facets of strong gravity. Nevertheless, any inquiry into their nature neces-
sitates a sound comprehension of their stability, which is intimately connected to
the underlying light ring (LR) structure. In this context, we perform an in-depth
analysis to ensure the presence of at least one LR outside the ergoregion of a com-
pact object. Then, following a chain of reasoning motivated by other recent works,
one may argue against the stability of horizonless objects with ergoregion and lend
strong support in favor of the BH hypothesis.

It is well known that the no-hair properties of vacuum BHs in GR fail to hold in non-
vacuum scenarios and modified gravity. However, could these hairs be so confined
in the near-horizon regime that they have eluded detection through observations?
Our theorem provides a negative answer to this question by showing that all exist-
ing hairs of any static, spherically symmetric, and asymptotically flat D-dimensional
BHs must extend at least to the innermost LR, regardless of the specific theory of
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gravity being considered. In addition to its apparent observational relevance, our
analysis bears interesting implications on the hairs of horizonless compact objects
and the size of LRs as well.

We also explore the potential quantum-gravity deviations from GR using a model
known as BH area-quantization. We utilize various gravitational wave (GW) ob-
servables, such as tidal heating in the inspiral phase and late-time echoes in the
ringdown phase of a BH binary, to glean insights into possible detections of vari-
ous quantum signatures. In future, as advancements in GW detectors bring about
enhanced accuracy, sensitivity, and signal-to-noise ratios, we anticipate the ability
to impose stringent constraints on various parameters related to area-quantization.
Eventually, such explorations may provide valuable insights towards developing a
consistent quantum theory of gravity.

Moreover, we employ one of the most important tools to probe near-horizon physics:
the quasi-normal modes (QNMs) associated with perturbed BHs. In GR, finding
these modes is particularly simple as the governing perturbation equation in the
Schwarzschild/Kerr background decouples into radial and angular parts. However,
in general, one may not have such luxury for BH solutions of a modified theory. To
tackle this difficulty, we propose an efficient method of computing scalar QNMs of
BHs perturbatively close to Schwarzschild/Kerr BHs. One may extend our method
to incorporate gravitational perturbation, which has crucial applicability in deter-
mining the properties of the remnant BH formed as an end state of binary mergers.
Notably, such techniques have recently been used for the event GW150914 to test the
BH area theorem. We present a method that uses the result above and the validity
of the BH second law to put stringent constraints on the topological Gauss-Bonnet
coupling. Future GW observations might help to make our bound even stronger.

To provide a structured overview of the thesis, we have organized it into chapters
that progressively delve deeper into these diverse aspects of modified gravity and
compact objects. Each chapter is dedicated to a specific facet of our investigation,
building a coherent narrative that spans both theoretical and observational explo-
rations. We aspire to achieve nothing less than imparting valuable insights and
novel perspectives that may significantly enhance our understanding of the funda-
mental nature of gravitation.
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Notations and Conventions

We have adopted the following notations and conventions throughout this thesis. If
used otherwise, it will be specified explicitly.

• The spacetime metric is denoted as gµν, where the Greek indices runs over the spacetime di-
mensions. Also, the ”mostly-positive” metric signature (−,+,+,+, · · · ) will be used. Ein-
stein’s summation convention is assumed to sum over repeated indices.

• We shall use the natural units and set the speed of light (c), Newton’s gravitational constant
(G), Boltzmann constant (kB), and Planck’s constant (h̄) to unity.





1

Chapter 1
Introduction

We live in a magnificent time when unprecedented technological development is
reshaping our knowledge about the universe, and the field of gravitational physics
is no exception. The recent observations of gravitational waves (GWs) by the LIGO-
Virgo collaboration [1–6] and the black hole (BH) shadow imaging by the Event
Horizon Telescope (EHT) [7–10] are constantly pushing the boundaries of our un-
derstanding of gravity ever further. In this chapter, we reflect on a glimpse of this
scientific excitement, which will be incomplete if we do not start from the beginning.

1.1 Galileo, Newton, Einstein and Beyond . . .

The story of science is full of profound ideas and great ideals. This fact is aptly ex-
emplified by the development of scientific concepts regarding one of the four funda-
mental forces of nature, namely gravity. Galileo was perhaps the first to perform sys-
tematic studies to comprehend the true character of this then-mysterious force [11].
His experiments challenged the prevailing Aristotelian view by showing that all ob-
jects fall at the same rate irrespective of their masses and material compositions, a
significant step towards the modern understanding of gravity.

Galileo’s observations and experiments laid the foundation for what would later
become Newton’s law of universal gravitation, drawing ”heaven” and ”earth” in
the same footing that marks the first great unification [12, 13]. Newton built upon
Galileo’s work, formulating the laws of motion and developing a mathematical
framework to describe the gravitational attraction between masses. According to
Newton’s law of universal gravitation [14], any two point masses in the universe at-
tract each other by a force (F⃗g) acting along the line (r̂) joining them, and the amount
of force is proportional to the product of their masses (m1 and m2) and inversely
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proportional to the square of the distance (r) between them:

F⃗g = −G m1 m2

r2 r̂ . (1.1.1)

This equation is utterly sublime in its content, capturing the true essence of gravity
fairly accurately. It is highly successful in explaining all earth-bound motion under
gravity, the motion of the planets around the sun, tides on Earth and many more
gravitational phenomena [14].

Owing to these magnificent successes, Newton’s theory reigned supreme for more
than two centuries. However, the rapid scientific and technological developments
in the early and mid-twentieth century started to expand the horizon of science
through precise observations, and soon, several limitations of the Newtonian view-
point came to notice. The increasing list of discrepancies included the perihelion
precession of Mercury [15], to which Newtonian gravity failed to provide a com-
plete answer. Moreover, it was also apparent that Newton’s law of gravitation is
inconsistent with the newly developed relativistic description of motion.

The stage was all set for new groundbreaking ideas, and Einstein (1915) ingeniously
accomplished this through the formulation of general relativity (GR) [16]. Profound
in its consequences and instrumental in its applications, GR is, without a doubt, one
of the most successful theories ever developed by humanity. It throws away the
Newtonian idea of gravity being a force and elegantly replaces it with the geometry
of 4-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian differential manifold, known as the spacetime
metric. In this framework, gravity emerges as a manifestation of spacetime curva-
ture produced by matter/energy (re-introducing G and c for the moment) [17–19],

Rµν −
1
2

R gµν + Λ gµν =
8π G

c4 Tµν . (1.1.2)

The presence of c showcases the in-built relativistic and causal nature of the theory.
Additionally, the tensorial representations and the local differential character of the
above field equations reflect the two crucial guiding principles that Einstein used
during the formulation of GR: the diffeomorphism invariance and the equivalence
principle.

In the compact notations, the above field equations represent a set of ten non-linear
coupled partial differential equations of both hyperbolic and elliptic nature. Without
any further symmetry assumptions, these equations are formidable to tackle analyti-
cally, and one usually needs the extravaganza of sophisticated numerical techniques
to solve them consistently.
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1.1.1 Two Exact Black Hole Solutions of GR

Though a few vacuum and non-vacuum analytical solutions to Einstein’s field equa-
tions are known [20, 21], we shall mainly focus on two important vacuum BH solu-
tions of GR in this thesis, namely the Schwarzschild [22] and Kerr BHs [23]. Apart
from their immense observational importance, they represent the unique astrophys-
ically relevant (with no electric/magnetic charge) asymptotically flat BH solutions,
a result known as the uniqueness theorem [24–28]. These BH configurations are also
the simplest among all celestial objects in the sense that a complete specification of
their characteristics only requires two parameters - mass and spin (neglecting elec-
tric/magnetic charge), as guaranteed by the celebrated no-hair theorems [29–31].

Among these two solutions of GR, the Schwarzschild metric was discovered by K.
Schwarzschild in 1916 [22]. It represents the asymptotically flat spacetime outside a
spherically symmetric matter distribution of mass M,

ds2 = −
(

1 − 2M
r

)
dt2 +

(
1 − 2M

r

)−1

dr2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2
)

. (1.1.3)

Interestingly, due to Birkhoff’s theorem [32, 33], staticity and asymptotic flatness
of the vacuum metric follow as a consequence of the spherical symmetry. The
Schwarzschild solution has been considered extensively in various classical tests
of GR [15, 34, 35], such as the perihelion precession of Mercury and light deflection
around the sun. These tests show a brilliant match with observations.

For the case of a spherically symmetric BH, however, the Schwarzschild solution
represents the exterior spacetime of an isolated static BH with an event horizon at
rh = 2M, where M represents the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass of the BH. Its
rotating generalization is known as the Kerr BH, which was discovered by R. Kerr
in 1963 [23], half a century after K. Schwarzschild proposed his solution. Unlike the
Schwarzschild metric, the Kerr metric is stationary and has two parameters - mass
M and spin a ≤ M:

ds2 = −
(

1 − 2 M r
ρ2

)
dt2 +

ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2 dθ2 + sin2 θ

[
(r2 + a2)2 − ∆ a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

]
dϕ2

− 4 M r a sin2 θ

ρ2 dt dϕ ,

(1.1.4)

where ρ2(r, θ) = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, and ∆(r) = r2 + a2 − 2 M r. The Schwarzschild so-
lution is recovered in the limit a → 0. The event horizon of Kerr BH is located at
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rh = M +
√

M2 − a2, the largest root of the function ∆(r). Another surface of in-
terest is the ergosphere at re = M +

√
M2 − a2 cos2 θ, where the time translation

Killing vector (∂t)µ becomes null. While the event horizon represents the limit of all
stationary observers, the ergosphere denotes the limit of static observers. In other
words, inside the region (called the ergoregion) between the event horizon and the
ergosphere, all observers must co-rotate with the BH to remain stationary at a fixed
radial distance.

Besides their extensive use in various classical tests of GR, the Schwarzschild and
Kerr BHs are also ubiquitous in modern astrophysical observations. Especially, GW
observations of the LIGO-Virgo collaboration [1–6] and the BH shadow observations
by the EHT [7–10] are in excellent agreement with the so-called ”Kerr paradigm”,
in which the underlying BHs are assumed to be well described by Kerr solutions.
Moreover, these observations provide some of the most direct evidence of the exis-
tence of BHs in our universe.

1.1.2 Why Venturing Beyond GR?

Despite its tremendous success and striking observational consistency, GR is con-
tinuously being put to the test that probes different energy scales, spanning local
to cosmological distances. This incessant scrutiny is not only to check the validity
of GR at all length scales but also to explore its limitations, some of which are dis-
cussed below. Though the proper cure for these limitations is still unknown, various
theoretical and observational efforts are always on-try to obtain a systematic under-
standing that might help us towards the formulation of a complete theory of gravity
in the future.

(i) Testing GR at all length scales: As discussed earlier, GR is very well tested in
solar and stellar systems [35–37], beyond which it still lacks enough observational
support [38, 39]. Being a classical theory, GR breaks down at small enough length
scales (corresponding to high energies), and a complete quantum theory of gravity
must replace it. These quantum modifications might play non-ignorable roles near
the vicinity of BH horizons, a proposal thoroughly studied in the literature [40–48].
In addition to high energy corrections, GR may also receive modifications at large
length scales [49]. For example, the accelerated expansion [50, 51] of our universe
might be due to such a large-scale modification to GR rather than a consequence
of dark energy [52]. Such deviations from the classical GR paradigm could have
distinct observational signatures that may help us build phenomenological mod-
els [40, 41, 48] having hints of the ultimate theory of gravity.
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(ii) Inherent non-quantum nature: By construction, GR is a classical field theory that
governs the gravitational interactions between bulky objects. And, like all other
fundamental descriptions of nature, it is expected that gravity too should obey the
laws of quantum mechanics. Unfortunately, this is not the case – any attempt to
reconcile GR with the established quantum field theory went in vain due to the
appearances of non-renormalizable ultraviolet (UV) divergences. When perturbed
around a fixed curved background, every loop order comes with new divergences,
spoiling any hope of reabsorbing them into a finite number of counter terms of an
effective action. However, this perturbative non-renormalizability can be tamed by
truncating the loop expansion at a particular order. Such truncations give rise to
modified theories of gravity up to a certain energy scale. For example, ignoring
some non local contributions, the 1−loop effective action has the form [53, 54],

A1−loop =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g
[

R − 2Λ + α R2 + β RαβRαβ
]

. (1.1.5)

A theory thus obtained is known as the Stelle gravity [55], where the UV diver-
gences are removed till the first loop order by the renormalization of the Newton’s
constant (G), cosmological constant (Λ), and the two higher curvature couplings
(α, β). Results from string theory [56, 57] also suggest that GR might make sense
only at low energies, which has to be supplemented by such higher curvature terms
as one approaches UV scales.

(iii) Issue with spacetime singularities: All known BH solutions of GR (including
Schwarzschild and Kerr discussed previously) have singular cores, where various
curvature invariants blow up, and the theory loses its predictive power. In fact, as
a consequence of the famous Penrose-Hawking singularity theorems [17, 58], such
spacetime singularities (together with the big bang singularity) are inevitable con-
sequences of the spacetime dynamics governed by GR. In such a scenario, the pre-
dictions of GR can only make sense if the BH singularities are cloaked inside their
event horizons, remaining causally disconnected from the domain of outer commu-
nications. This statement is known as Penrose’s weak cosmic censorship conjec-
ture [18, 59], which has no proof thus far. However, as suggested by loop quantum
gravity [60, 61], it is expected that these undesirable features will be automatically
censored out in the yet-to-be-found quantum theory of gravity. This expectation
is built upon a simple yet powerful consequence of quantum theory. According
to the laws of quantum mechanics, a mass or some amount of energy can not be
localized below its Compton length, a scale where quantum effects become very
prominent. Thus, near a singularity, quantum effects cannot be neglected, and a
consistent quantum theory of gravity must replace GR.
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(iv) Corrections in strong gravity regime: The Einstein-Hilbert action of GR is in-
variant under the general coordinate transformations. However, one can add all
sorts of higher-order curvature invariants to this action while preserving this diffeo-
morphism symmetry. A priori, there is no theoretical reason to discard such higher
curvature terms from the action. On the contrary, following our earlier discussion,
perturbative renormalizability up to a certain loop order necessarily generates these
terms in the low-energy effective action [53–55]. In particular, the effects of higher
curvature terms will be prominent in strong gravity regimes, such as near the vicin-
ity of merging BHs. At a classical level, the dimensionful couplings to the higher
curvature terms come with associated classical length scales at which their effects
might be important. Moreover, when linearized about a solution, these modified
theories may have additional propagating modes other than massless graviton, ren-
dering a fundamental change in the gravitational dynamics from its GR counter-
part [62–65]. Consequently, the GW signatures of modified gravity could differ con-
siderably from GR’s.

(v) Reasons from cosmology: Our current understanding of the universe is based
on the Λ-Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) model, which presupposes the applicability
of GR at vast cosmological length scales. A wealth of observations from cosmic
microwave background radiation and galaxy dynamics agree with this model [66–
68]. However, this triumph comes with the price of including dark matter and dark
energy, whose nature is not well known, as dominant components in the overall
energy content of the universe [67, 69]. With this inclusion, galaxy rotation curves
can be explained by the presence of dark matter [67], and the late-time expansion of
the universe can be explained as a consequence of dark energy sourced by a positive
cosmological constant (Λ) [50, 51]. However, this satisfactory match is just a curtain
over a more enigmatic issue, namely the fine-tuning problem [70–73]. Assuming its
origin from vacuum energy density, the measured value (Λ/8πG ∼ 10−47 GeV4) is
in severe disagreement with that of vacuum energy density (1071 GeV4) predicted
by quantum field theory. In addition, the estimated value of the Hubble constant at
the late and early universe shows a 5σ-tension [74]. To resolve these discrepancies,
we possibly have to consider alternative descriptions of gravity beyond GR [75–83].

1.1.3 How to Venture Beyond GR?

The previous subsection discusses several limitations and shortcomings of GR that
prompt us to study other alternatives. Although we are not in a position to rank
these modified theories, we should continue exploring them, as they may provide
valuable inputs towards the longed-for quantum theory of gravity. In this spirit,
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one can consider three distinct ways to modify GR, namely by (a) making dynam-
ical changes to the GR action (and hence, to the field equations), (b) performing
observation-oriented phenomenological changes in the solutions of GR, and (c) in-
voking kinematical alteration in the spacetime structure. Then, all possible modified
models are nothing but some admixture of these distinct variations. A suggestive
pictorial way to visualize the landscape of the modified theories of gravity is pre-
sented in Fig. 1.1.

FIGURE 1.1: Landscape of modified theories. The three axes represent the three independent ways to
modify GR denoted by the central red dot. The shaded blob signifies the observational bounds on various
beyond-GR parameters introduced by different models shown by several rays emanating from the origin.
It is expected that these modified models will correspond to GR as some limiting cases.

Let us now have a closer look at these three distinct ways to modify GR, referred
to as the ”axes of ignorance” in the figure above. We shall also illustrate them with
known alternative models well studied in the literature.

(a) Dynamical modifications: The spacetime dynamics in GR are governed by Ein-
stein’s field equations given by Eq. (1.1.2). Moreover, owing to Lovelock’s theo-
rem [84], GR is the unique second-order geometric theory of gravity in 4D with
the metric as the sole dynamical field. Therefore, a modification of spacetime dy-
namics necessarily results from deviations in the GR field equations, which may be
sourced either by the addition of various higher curvature terms in the action, such
as quadratic gravity (QG) [55] and Lanczos-Lovelock (LL) gravity [84], and/or by
the inclusion of extra dynamical fields (scalar/vector/tensor) other than the metric,
such as scalar-tensor theory [62–65] and Horndeski theory [85, 86]. However, we
shall mainly focus on the higher curvature modifications to GR. These higher cur-
vature terms might give rise to distinguishable observational signatures, which can
be used to put constraints on the corresponding coupling constants. For the purpose
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of this thesis, let us consider two such modified theories, namely the QG and the LL
gravity.

Neglecting the cosmological constant, the action for the QG at arbitrary spacetime
dimensions (D) is given by

AQG =
1

16π

∫
dDx

√
−g
[

R + α R2 + β RαβRαβ
]

. (1.1.6)

In fact, for D = 4, QG represents the most general quadratic action due to the Gauss-
Bonnet theorem that expresses the Kretschmann scalar as a linear combination of
the two quadratic Ricci scalars. This theory is studied extensively in the litera-
ture [55, 87–90], and several exact BH solutions are also known [91–94]. It is also
interesting to note that QG possesses extra dynamical modes other than massless
graviton, which may become tachyonic unless the coupling constants are chosen so
that 4 (D− 1) α+ D β ≥ 0, and β ≤ 0 [95]. Even in this constrained parameter space,
the massive spin-2 mode is actually a ghost rendering unbounded Hamiltonian un-
less β = 0 [91, 95]. However, at a classical level, we need not be too alarmed as long
as our probe energy scale lies below the mass of the ghost, where QG makes sense
as a low-energy effective theory. In Chapter 3, we shall consider this theory to study
the so-called causality constraints [96–102].

As another example of a higher-curvature extension of GR, we may consider the
LL theories that are unique generalizations of GR in higher dimensions (D > 4)
having second-order field equations [84,103,104]. In the absence of the cosmological
constant, the Lagrangian of such a theory takes the general form:

L(D) =
[D−1)/2]

∑
m=1

αm L(D)
m , (1.1.7)

where {αm} are the coupling constants with α1 = 1. The m-th order LL term, L(D)
m

is constructed from the D-dimensional curvature tensor Rcd
ab and the totally anti-

symmetric generalized Kronecker delta,

L(D)
m =

1
16π

1
2m δa1b1...ambm

c1d1...cmdm
Rc1d1

a1b1
· · · Rcmdm

ambm
. (1.1.8)

The terms correspond to m = 1 is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, whose variation
gives the Einstein’s field equations Eq. (1.1.2). On the other hand, considering up
to m = 2 term leads to the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity (EGB) with Lagrangian
(α2 ≡ λ) [56, 104],

LEGB =
1

16π

[
R + λ

(
R2 − 4 RαβRαβ + RαβγδRαβγδ

)]
. (1.1.9)
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The term inside the braces is known as the Gauss-Bonnet term, which is topological
in D = 4 and does not contribute to the field equations. We shall study the zeroth
law of BH thermodynamics in LL gravity [105] and put stringent constraint on the
EGB coupling from GW observations [106] in Chapter 2 and Chapter 8, respectively.

(b) Phenomenological modifications: In GR, several robust theoretical results like
uniqueness theorems [24–28] and no-hair theorems [29–31] uniquely specify the
structure of the metric outside any isolated BHs. However, in natural astrophysical
setups, BHs are seldom isolated, and the outside environment may have nontriv-
ial effects on the spacetime structure [107, 108]. In the presence of these effects, the
actual metric may show deviations from the usual Schwarzschild/Kerr BHs. And
this is where an observation-oriented bottom-up approach involving phenomeno-
logical modelling of the deviated metric can be advantageous. Over the years, var-
ious such models have been proposed and studied in great detail. Among them,
the Johanssen-Psaltis [109], Konoplya-Rezzolla-Zhidenko [110, 111] and the post-
Kerr [112] metrics are widely considered to study BH shadow and quasi-normal
modes (QNMs). Unlike GR, these models come with new parameters other than
the mass and spin of the BHs, which can be constrained from astrophysical obser-
vations [113–119].

Intriguingly, a captivating link exists between phenomenological modeling and the
previously mentioned dynamical modification. This connection arises because so-
lutions to modified gravity theories frequently manifest in a form reminiscent of
phenomenologically-motivated classes of metrics. Nevertheless, we will address
them individually, as these two modifications stem from distinct perspectives, and
at times, one may prove more advantageous to work with than the other.

There are other compelling reasons to consider phenomenological models of the
spacetime metric also. Classical BHs are the only celestial objects with zero reflec-
tivity, thanks to their all-absorbing event horizons. However, some unknown quan-
tum gravity effects near the horizon may result in deviations from this feature [40,
41, 48]. For example, a model known as the ”BH area-quantization” was proposed
by Bekenstein and Mukhanov [40,41], according to which the area of BH event hori-
zons are quantized in equidistant steps resulting in selective absorption at discrete
frequencies. Such a BH, dubbed as quantum BH (QBH), will have distinct GW ob-
servable signatures in both inspiral [120–122] and the late-ringdown [123,124] stages
of a BH-binary event. We shall consider these effects in great detail in Chapter 6 of
this thesis.
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Interestingly, phenomenological techniques can also be used to model the space-
time outside a rotating compact object without a horizon. In contrast to BHs, the
spacetime outside such an object may require specifying more parameters than just
mass and spin. Given this setup, one can ask many interesting questions regard-
ing their stability under perturbations, light ring (LR) structure and the presence of
hairs. We shall try to answer these questions in Chapter 4, Chapter 5, and Chapter 7.

(c) Kinematical modifications: Apart from the dynamical content of field equations,
spacetime also has rich kinematical structures. These structures are theory-agnostic
and hence, can be studied without using any field equations. For an example,
one may consider Raychaudhuri’s equation [125] that encapsulate the kinematics
of timelike and null congruence in a spacetime.

Often a great deal of kinematical structure follows directly from the underlying
spacetime symmetries. Let us consider some examples to illustrate this fact. The
planar nature of Schwarzschild geodesics can be traced back to the SO(3) symme-
try of the metric. Also, the Kerr spacetime is known to be circular [18, 126], having
a single cross term gtϕ in the metric (in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates). Recently, it
has been shown that the solution to any effective metric theory of gravity, which
is perturbatively connected to GR, remains circular [127]. Therefore, any deviation
from this kinematical symmetry may signal the ”non-metric” nature of the under-
lying theory, such as degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor (DHOST) theory, where
the photons see an effective metric that depends on the scalar field [128, 129]. Var-
ious observational signatures of the BH solutions of this theory have been studied
recently [130].

As is evident, such kinematical features have immense theoretical and observational
significance, rendering the study of various modifications of spacetime symmetries
and their consequences very important. For instance, the scalar wave equation in
Schwarzschild/Kerr BH spacetime is known to be separable [131–134], a property
very useful for finding the QNM frequencies [135]. However, under a generic devi-
ation from this kinematical structure of these metrics, the Klein-Gordon (KG) equa-
tion fails to separate in radial and angular parts, making it utterly difficult to find
the QNM frequencies. In Chapter 7, we shall discuss a systematic method of finding
scalar QNMs of such BHs [136].
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1.2 Some Novel Features of Modified Gravity

In the above section, we have motivated the importance of considering modified
gravity and explored several ways to perform such modifications. However, study-
ing all possible modified theories is a Herculean task. Therefore, we must be sys-
tematic in our approach. In theory side, these modified theories of gravity and their
solutions must obey certain consistency criteria, such as causality and stability un-
der perturbations. Moreover, by demanding observational consistency, we can con-
strain various deviations from GR. For this purpose, we shall now turn to discuss
some of the novel features of modified gravity, which will serve as a prelude to the
subsequent chapters.

1.2.1 Theoretical Explorations

Several compact objects, both with and without horizons, are going to be the central
focus of this thesis. And, we shall see that these compact objects demonstrate many
general characteristics that often transcend beyond GR.

(A) BH thermodynamics and the Zeroth law: In Einstein’s theory, stationary BHs
possess some remarkable properties, such as rigidity and simple horizon topol-
ogy [137]. However, the most interesting among these is their intriguing similarity
with ordinary thermodynamic systems. In the late twentieth century, the pioneer-
ing works of Bardeen, Carter, Hawking, Bekenstein and others provide a firm math-
ematical ground for this analogy [138–141]. More precisely, the study of quantum
fields in BH spacetime led to Hawking’s discovery of BH temperature T, which up-
held Bekenstein’s intuitive argument that a BH horizon must be attributed with an
entropy S proportional to its area A [138, 139, 141]:

T =
h̄ c3

2πG kB
κ , and S =

kB c3

4G h̄
A , (1.2.1)

where we have re-introduced h̄, c, G, and the Boltzmann’s constant kB for the mo-
ment, and κ is the surface gravity at the event horizon. With these definitions of
temperature and entropy, it is then straightforward to show that stationary BHs of
GR obey the four laws of BH thermodynamics analogous to ordinary thermody-
namic systems [140].

For the purpose of this thesis, we now consider the zeroth law in detail. It dictates
that the surface gravity (and hence, the temperature) of a stationary Killing horizon
is constant. Then, in GR, the rigidity theorem assures that a stationary event horizon
must be a Killing horizon [137] and thus, the zeroth law also holds for BH horizons.
Let us first introduce some notations to understand various proofs of this result. Let
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ξa be the horizon-generating Killing vector field that is null on the Killing horizon
H. Then, the surface gravity (κ) at the horizon is given by ξb

;a ξa = κ ξb. Then, it im-
mediately follows as a geometric fact (without using field equations) that κ;a ξa = 0,
i.e., surface gravity remains constant along each generator [18, 140]. Therefore, the
only thing that remains to be shown for completing the proof of the zeroth law is
κ;a ea

A = −Rab ξa eb
A = 0, i.e., surface gravity also does not vary across (towards the

transverse directions ea
A) the generators.

There are two distinct ways to proceed from here: by assuming some symmetries of
the underlying spacetime (theory-agnostic) or by using field equations along with
some energy conditions on matter. For the former case, we have four known results
in the literature [24, 142].

(i) Assuming bifurcate Killing horizon: If H consists of a bifurcation 2-surface B
where ξa = 0, we readily get that κ;a ea

A = 0 on B. Then, the zeroth law immediately
follows since κ is Lie-dragged along the horizon generators [142].

(ii) Assuming static Killing horizon: In this case, the Killing vector field is hyper-
surface orthogonal and twist-free (ωa = 0) due to Frobenius theorem. Now, we can
apply ξ[d∇c] (which is tangent to H) on the defining equation for surface gravity,
namely ξb

;a ξa = κ ξb. After some algebraic manipulations, one finally obtains the
variation of κ on H as 4 ξ[a∇b] κ = −ϵabcd∇[cωd] = 0, by using ωab = 0. Hence, for
any static spacetime, the zeroth law follows without any field equations [142].

(iii) Assuming t − ϕ reflection isometry: If the spacetime has t − ϕ reflection isome-
try, we must have ξaωa = 0 everywhere. Then, the commuting nature of the space-
like Killing vector ψa with ξa implies that κ is constant along the orbits of ψ (as
shown earlier, this is also true along the orbits of ξ). Moreover, the variation of κ

orthogonal to both (ξa, ψa) is given by 2 ϵabcd ψb ξc ∇d κ = ∇a (ξbωb
)
. However, this

vanishes as well due to the t − ϕ reflection isometry, completing the proof [142].

(iv) Assuming circularity: The proof of zeroth law in this case is essentially same
as the case above. Here also the commuting nature of ψa and ξa implies that κ is
constant along the orbits of both ψ and ξ. Additionally, one of the integrability
conditions, namely ξaR [b

a ξcψd] = 0 suggests ∇a (ξbωb
)
= 0. Then, following a cal-

culation similar to case-(iii) infers that the variation of κ orthogonal to both (ξa, ψa)

vanishes trivially on H, which finishes the proof [24, 142].

However, in the absence of any extra symmetry, proof of the zeroth law requires
the use of field equations. In GR, Einstein’s equations help us rewrite the variation
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of κ across the horizon generators in terms of the contracted stress-energy tensor,
namely κ;a ea

A = −8 π Tab ξa eb
A. The last expression vanishes if one further assumes

the dominant energy condition on matter [140]. It is evident that the same proof
does not apply to modified theories of gravity since their field equations are differ-
ent.

A generalization of this proof to arbitrary higher curvature gravity is very non-
trivial. And, for a long time, the only other theory for which the zeroth law was
proven is the (R + α R2)-gravity [143]. However, we recently demonstrated its ex-
tension in the context of LL gravity [105], which is the content of Chapter 2 of this
thesis. Our proof supports the claim that the validity of BH thermodynamics tran-
scends beyond GR. Such an extension gives us a helpful tool to identify a common
link in the space of all possible gravity theories. Recently, a more general proof of
the zeroth law to any diffeomorphism invariant theories has been proposed [144],
stretching this link even further.

(B) Causality constraints in modified gravity: Since the zeroth law of BH thermo-
dynamics turns out to have a universal nature, it can not be used to constrain the
structure of higher curvature terms in the gravitational action. Therefore, to achieve
this task, one should use other consistency criteria, such as causality [96–102]. It has
recently been used to put rather non-trivial constraints on several modified theo-
ries by Camanho, Edelstein, Maldacena, and Zhiboedov (CEMZ) [96]. They showed
that the theories in which the sign of the Shapiro time shift experienced by a probe
graviton depends on its polarization are acausal. Thus, a ”healthy” classical theory
of gravity must lead to a positive Shapiro shift for all propagations, criteria referred
to by CEMZ as causality constraint [96].

The first step of their construction is to find a shock wave solution to the underlying
theory. There are two suggestive ways to produce a shock wave. Since any diffeo-
morphism invariant theory of gravity has Lorentz symmetry, one may boost a BH
solution to a high velocity v, producing a shock in the limit v → 1 [145]. However,
there is a more direct way to produce a shock wave solution by solving the field
equations in the presence of singular stress-energy tensor Tuu = −Pu δ(u) δ(D−2)(x⃗)
sourced by a high energy particle with momentum Pu moving along a null direction
v (localized at u = 0, xi = 0). One can then solve Einstein’s equations to find the
following shock wave solution in GR [96]:

ds2 = −du dv + h0(u, xi) du2 +
D−2

∑
i=2

(dxi)
2 , (1.2.2)
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where the profile function h0(u, xi) is given by

h0(u, xi) =
4 Γ
(

D−4
2

)
π

D−4
2

δ(u)
G|Pu|
rD−4 . (1.2.3)

Let us now consider a test particle of momentum pv crosses this shock with an im-

FIGURE 1.2: A test particle crossing the shock. The shock is confined at (u = 0, xi = 0). A particle crosses
the shock with impact parameter r = b and undergoes a Shapiro time delay ∆v > 0.

pact factor r =
√

xi xi = b as depicted in Fig. 1.2. In this case, a simple manipulation
of the geodesic equation suggests that the particle will suffer a Shapiro time delay
as it crosses the shock [96],

(∆v)GR =
4 Γ
(

D−4
2

)
π

D−4
2

G|Pu|
bD−4 > 0 . (1.2.4)

A positive value of (∆v)GR for D > 4 implies causality in the sense of Gao and
Wald [146], which dictates that in a causal theory, the asymptotic structure of the
spacetime fixes the maximum propagation speed which sets an upper limit on speeds
for propagation in the bulk. Interestingly, for D = 4, the Shapiro time shift is un-
physical as it depends on an arbitrary IR cutoff associated with the shock [147].
Similar calculations can also be performed for the propagation of scalar and gravi-
ton fields, which also shows positivity of the Shapiro time shift and hence, implies
the causal nature of GR [96].

However, for EGB gravity with Lagrangian given by Eq. (1.1.9), CEMZ demon-
strated that the Shapiro time shift of graviton can always be made negative for ei-
ther sign of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant λ, by choosing suitable polarization
modes for the graviton [96]. Hence, they concluded that EGB theory is acausal since
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it supports superluminal propagation unless we set λ = 0, reducing the theory to
GR. In other words, EGB theory can not be considered a consistent classical theory
of gravity as long as λ ≫ ℓ2

p, where ℓp denotes the Planck length [96].

An important question readily follows: Are all higher curvature theories of grav-
ity acausal in the sense of CEMZ? We consider this question in Chapter 3 of this
thesis. As we shall see, there are at least two challenges that we have to face in
other modified theories. First, unlike EGB gravity which has the same shock wave
solution as GR, a general modified theory will have a different shock wave solu-
tion. Moreover, solving the graviton equation of motion gets more involved due to
the presence of higher-order derivatives. However, thanks to a known exact shock
wave solution [148], we shall show that QG is free from such causality issues [101].
In fact, we shall propose a general class of higher curvature theories (of which QG
is a member) having this property.

(C) Light rings of stationary spacetimes: So far, our discussion was mostly centred
around exploring different features of modified gravity, with minimal focus on their
corresponding solutions. We now shift our attention towards examining certain in-
trinsic characteristics of compact objects within these modified theories, signatures
that are universal and not tied to any specific theory. These compact objects are
unique laboratories to probe strong gravity regimes, and understanding their fea-
tures may also provide us with useful information about the underlying spacetime.

Various observational signatures like QNMs and shadows of such compact objects
depend crucially upon an essential ingredient associated with the spacetime outside
them, namely light rings (LRs). They mark the locations where the gravitational de-
flection of light becomes so extreme that photons can stay in circular orbits. For
example, in the case of Schwarzschild BH given by Eq. (1.1.3), the LR is located at
r = 3M, which can be easily calculated using the null geodesic equation. A sim-
ilar calculation in Kerr spacetime also reveals the presence of two LRs outside its
event horizon, respectively co-rotating and counter-rotating with the BH. However,
do BHs of any theory of gravity have such LRs outside them? In 4-dimensions, a
positive answer to this vital question has been provided recently [149]. The authors
use some ingenious topological analysis to show that all non-extremal, stationary,
axisymmetric and asymptotically flat BH spacetime with topologically spherical
Killing horizon admits at least one LR outside the event horizon in each rotation
sense. Later, this result was extended for static BHs with asymptotically de-Sitter
(dS) and anti-de-Sitter (AdS) cases [150].

However, in general, the presence of LRs does not uniquely specify the nature of
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the central object. It is because, apart from BHs, several known horizonless compact
objects, such as boson stars and gravastars, also possess LRs around them. In this
context, it has also been shown that if the central horizonless object has one LR (re-
ferred to as ultra-compact objects or UCOs in short), then an even number of them
must exist [151]. This proof does not require any field equations and is also topolog-
ical. In Chapter 4 of this thesis, we shall establish a novel result, which shows that
for rotating horizonless objects having ergoregion, their assumption of having one
LR is redundant, and at least one light ring outside the ergoregion must exist [152].

Besides these important results, it has been observed that LRs in horizonless com-
pact object is also connected with their stability. Unlike BHs, horizonless objects
have a reflective surface that may considerably slow down the dissipation of per-
turbations present in spacetime. The situation becomes worse in the presence of a
region outside the horizon that can potentially trap such perturbing modes. Then,
perturbations can sustain inside such regions for a long time without decay, render-
ing the spacetime unstable. One such instability is caused if an ergoregion exists
outside a horizonless object, where perturbations can grow indefinitely due to neg-
ative energy states and may ultimately destroy the central object [153]. Apart from
this ergoregion instability, the presence of a stable light ring (minimum of the effec-
tive potential) can also provide a trapping region for the perturbations, causing non-
linear effects to inflict LR instability [154–156]. Though there is no general result, a
few recent numerical studies [155,156] have shown that the instability timescale can
be as small as a few milliseconds for some known horizonless objects such as boson
stars.

These results suggest that all horizonless compact objects may suffer from such in-
stability for having stable LRs outside them. This strongly supports the so-called
“BH hypothesis”, which claims that the objects with LRs are BHs. If that is the case,
then EHT observations [7–10] of shadows can be considered as direct evidence for
the existence of BHs in our universe.

(D) Hairy BHs and absence of short hairs: Apart from causing extreme gravita-
tional lensing discussed above, a strong gravity regime outside a BH spacetime
may also give rise to exotic phenomena such as the growth of ”hairs”. Unlike the
Schwarzschild/Kerr solutions of GR, BHs in modified gravity may have additional
hairs besides mass and angular momentum. Many hairy modifications of Kerr BHs
are known in the literature, and extensive studies have been performed to deter-
mine their observational signatures [113–115, 117, 157]. However, the presence of
extra hairs can be suitably captured via observations probing only the far-away re-
gions of spacetime if the hairs extend sufficiently outside the horizon. Therefore, it
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is crucial to investigate whether BHs of modified gravity can grow short hairs con-
fined solely to the near-horizon regions.

In fact, even in GR, BH solutions with exotic matter content can produce hairs, of
which BHs with Yang-Mills [158], dilatonic [159], skyrmionic [160] and axionic [161]
hairs are worth mentioning. However, it has been shown that any static BH solu-
tions of GR can not have short hairs if the matter obeys the weak energy condition
(WEC) and the non-positive trace condition [162, 163]. More explicitly, the hairs
must extend to the innermost LR of the spacetime [163]. The proof of this theorem
also requires other non-trivial assumptions such as spherical symmetry, asymptotic
flatness and dimensionality of the spacetime being four. This result has immense ob-
servational importance since it implies that for detecting the presence of hair around
BHs, it is sufficient to probe till the near-LR region alone. In other words, if BHs in
GR have hairs, their signatures will be captured in observations such as BH shadow
and gravitational lensing.

In Chapter 5 of this thesis, we shall discuss a novel generalization of this important
theorem [164]. Most notably, our generalization does not use the field equations and
is valid in arbitrary spacetime dimensions (D ≥ 4). This shows the absence of BH
short hairs is a theory-agnostic feature that transcends beyond GR.

1.2.2 Confrontation with Observations

Besides theoretical consistency, modified theories of gravity should also be con-
fronted with numerous observations providing a compelling way to constrain any
possible deviation from GR. For example, the weak-field approximation of several
modified theories shows Yukawa-type correction over the usual Newtonian poten-
tial [165–167]. Such small-scale correction in Newton’s law has been tested in the
laboratory, resulting in stringent bounds on the higher curvature couplings [168,
169]. Apart from these local experiments, stellar and cosmological observations can
also lead to strong bounds on similar higher curvature couplings [167, 170–173].
Whereas most of these experiments/observations are concerned with testing grav-
ity in weak field limits, it is also desirable to test the validity of modified theories in
strong field regimes. The recent GW observations of merging binary BHs are most
suitable for this task. In such extreme gravity, higher-order post-Newtonian (PN)
corrections capturing the effects of various non-GR terms can also have significant
consequences over various observables, making it a natural test-bed for modified
theories [174].
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A binary coalescence event has three distinct phases – inspiral, merger and ring-
down. Among them, the merger phase gives rise to highly non-linear gravitational
effects, and there is no analytical treatment available. One needs the full machinery
of numerical relativity to understand its features. In contrast, there are well-known
analytical/semi-analytical tools to study various observables, such as GW phasing
in the inspiral phase and emission of QNMs in the ringdown phase. Moreover, GWs
emitted in these stages also carry valuable information about the merging objects
and the final remnants. For example, any non-Kerr modifications and/or devia-
tions in near-horizon physics can have observable effects on the inspiral and ring-
down GW signals. These effects can be captured via several well-known tests, such
as the inspiral-merger-ringdown (IMR) consistency test (tests GR by finding consis-
tency between the inspiral and ringdown waveform) [175–179], parameterized PN
tests (for constraining non-GR deviations) [180–184], and the propagation test (tests
for modified dispersion relations and variation in GW speed) [185–188].

(A) BH area quantization and its observational signatures: Let us consider a binary
of two BHs with total mass m. In the inspiral phase, the binary orbit evolution and
the emitted GWs can be expressed in terms of the following energy balance and GW
phasing equations [189]:

dE(v)
dt

= −F(v),
dΦ(v)

dt
= π f , (1.2.5)

where E(v) is orbital energy, F(v) is the GW flux, Φ(v) is the orbital phasing, and
v = (π m f )1/3 is the reduced velocity with f being GW frequency. Since classi-
cal BHs absorb at all frequencies, F(v) contains an extra part in addition to the
usual flux loss at infinity. This additional flux term is responsible for ”tidal heat-
ing”, a phenomenon well-understood within the analytical framework of PN ex-
pansion [189]. However, in the presence of some unknown quantum effects near
BHs, its horizon may acquire a feature akin to atoms and only absorbs at specific
characteristic frequencies [40,41,48]. For instance, BHs may have quantized horizon
area, a proposal first put forward by Bekenstein and Mukhanov [40, 41]. Using this
model, it has been recently argued that area quantization might have detectable im-
prints on classical observables such as GW phasing [120, 121]. In the second part of
this thesis, we shall elaborate on various models of area quantized BHs and study
their associated observational signatures [122].

Similar to the inspiral phase, the ringdown GW signal is also susceptive to modifi-
cations in near-horizon physics. In particular, due to quantized area, BH horizons
would absorb selectively, and the reflected modes at the horizon will show up in
the late time signal as repeated echoes [123]. Any future detection of such echoes in
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GW observations can provide a powerful tool for probing quantum effects in strong
gravity regimes. Such effects of area quantization will be thoroughly discussed in
Chapter 6 [124].

(B) BH perturbations and associated QNMs: Apart from BH coalescence events,
near-horizon structure can also be probed by studying QNMs associated with the
decay of perturbations in BH spacetimes. In GR, finding out QNM frequencies are
particularly easy due to the separable nature of perturbation equations [131–135].
However, this is not true for all BH solutions of general modified theories of gravity.
In such a scenario, finding the QNM modes become utterly difficult, and one needs
a unified way to handle such non-separable perturbations equations.

In Chapter 7, we shall demonstrate a general method of finding scalar QNMs in
a BH spacetime perturbatively ”close” to Schwarzschild/Kerr metric [136]. Using
this method, we will calculate QNM frequencies and study the stability of various
phenomenological BHs, such as Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs with an anomalous
quadrupole moment [112]. Our method also shows a universal structure of the
eikonal QNMs for such deformed Schwarzschild/Kerr BHs.

(C) Constraining the Topological EGB coupling using GW Observation: Besides its
crucial application in BH stability analysis, BH perturbation theory is especially
useful to determine the mass and spin of the remnant BH formed as an end state
of binary mergers. Recently, this technique has been used [190] for GW150914 to
test one of the most important properties of GR BHs, namely Hawking’s area the-
orem [137, 140]. In the context of BH mergers, the global version of this theorem
dictates that the final BH’s area must be larger than the total initial area of the com-
ponent Kerr BHs in the inspiral phase. Moreover, in GR, due to entropy-area pro-
portionality, an increase of BH area also implies an increase of BH entropy during
merger. Therefore, the aforesaid test of the area law can also be viewed as a test of
the global version of the BH second law.

However, the inclusion of a Gauss-Bonnet term in the gravitational action will mod-
ify the entropy-area relationship [191,192]. As a result, irrespective of its topological
nature (that do not alter the gravitational dynamics and Kerr BH remains a solu-
tion), the validity of area theorem does not necessarily imply the validity of the
second law unless the value of the coupling is constrained. In Chapter 8 of this the-
sis, we shall discuss how this concept can be used to put a stringent bound on the
topological Gauss-Bonnet coupling [106].
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1.3 A Brief Overview of the Thesis

This thesis discusses various novel studies on modified gravity and the properties
of compact objects. We aim to use both theoretical and observational tools to probe
possible departures from GR. On the theoretical side, we consider BH thermody-
namics, stability of compact objects, presence of BH hairs, and the issue of causality
that may provide valuable input towards the ultimate quantum theory of gravity.
Moreover, on the observational side, we employ GW observations and BH perturba-
tion theory to explore new aspects of gravitational physics and put stringent bounds
on the beyond-GR parameters. A chapter-wise overview of the thesis is given below.

Part I. Theoretical Studies on Modified Gravity

• In Chapter 2, we generalize the zeroth law of BH thermodynamics in the con-
text of EGB gravity. An extension to general LL theory is also discussed.

• Chapter 3 discusses the causality constraint in QG. In particular, we show that,
unlike EGB theory, QG is free from any causality issue.

• Chapter 4 deals with LR structure of stationary spacetimes. We prove a novel
theorem regarding the existence of LRs outside the ergoregion of such a space-
time.

• In Chapter 5, we present a theory-agnostic generalization of the no-short hair
theorem of GR. Various consequences of this novel theorem are also discussed.

Part II. Observational Signatures of Modified Gravity

• Chapter 6 discusses various models of area-quantized BHs and their GW signa-
tures. In particular, we consider its effects on tidal heating in the inspiral phase,
and the possible echo signals in the ringdown phase of a binary.

• In Chapter 7, we present a general method of calculating scalar QNMs in a
non-Kerr spacetime. A few such toy BH models are also used to illustrate our
method.

• Chapter 8 aims to find a stringent bound on the topological Gauss-Bonnet cou-
pling using GW observations. For this purpose, the recent verification of the
area law for the event GW170817 will be used.
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Part I.
Theoretical Studies on Modified

Gravity
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Chapter 2
Black Hole Zeroth Law in Higher
Curvature Gravity

This Chapter is based on the work: Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 10, 101503 (Rapid
Communication) by R. Ghosh and S. Sarkar [105].

As discussed in the previous chapter, stationary BHs of GR can be attributed with
properties, such as temperature and entropy, akin to ordinary thermodynamic sys-
tems in equilibrium. This intriguing similarity has been mathematically formu-
lated in terms of four fundamental laws governing the BH mechanics [138–141].
Among them, the zeroth law asserts that the surface gravity of a stationary Killing
horizon is a constant, which once associated with the Hawking temperature given
by Eq. (1.2.1) becomes the zeroth law of BH thermodynamics. The validity of this
law is necessary for the formulation of the remaining three laws and, thereby, for
interpreting stationary BHs as thermodynamic systems.

Apart from its well-known proof in GR [140], there are several theory-agnostic proofs
of the zeroth law without assuming any field equations. We have sketched some of
these proofs in the previous chapter, so we shall not discuss them here. In contrast,
this chapter aims to extend the proof of the zeroth law in LL gravity represented
by the Lagrangian in Eq. (1.1.7). It is a unique class of ghost-free higher curva-
ture theories with second-order field equations in time. Interestingly, both the first
law [193, 194] and the quasi-stationary second law [195–197] have been generalized
in this theory, making it a very natural candidate for studying the zeroth law. Such
an extension also provides a unique tool to probe the unified nature of BH thermo-
dynamics beyond GR, helping us understand the characteristics of stationary BHs
in some well-motivated modified theories.

For a long time, (R + α R2)-gravity was the only theory beyond GR for which a
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proof of zeroth law existed [143]. Also, it is worth mentioning that a few years ago
an attempt was made to generalize the zeroth law in LL gravity, which let the au-
thors claimed that the constancy of surface gravity does not hold in general [198].
However, we shall show that their claim is not completely correct and such a gen-
eralization is indeed possible. In particular, we prove that the surface gravity of a
stationary Killing horizon in LL gravity is constant, provided the matter obeys the dom-
inant energy condition and all geometric quantities have Taylor-expandable structures in
series of coupling constants (requiring smooth limits to the corresponding GR quantities) at
the horizon. If one further assumes the rigidity theorem [137], our result suggests the
validity of the zeroth law for stationary BHs in LL gravity.

We shall end this chapter by sketching a possible way to generalize our result in
other modified theories of gravity. Interestingly, it will turn out that the validity of
the zeroth law for stationary Killing horizons puts severe restrictions on the form
of the field equations at the horizon. Recently, such form is shown to be valid in
the scalar-tensor [199], Horndeski [200], and scalar-hairy Lovelock gravity [201],
and our proof of the zeroth law has been extended in these theories. In fact, it has
also been proven that, under a further assumption that the underlying metric has
a smooth Taylor-expandable structure in terms of the spacetime coordinates, the
aforesaid form of the field equations follows directly as a theory-agnostic fact [144].

2.1 Geometry of Stationary Killing Horizons

For the purpose of discussing our result, it is useful to setup the notations first and
study some properties of a stationary Killing horizon H. It is a null hypersurface
generated by a timelike Killing vector field ξa, which is null on H. In this chapter,
instead of Greek letters, we shall denote the D-dimensional spacetime indices by
lowercase English letters. Then, a quantity of interest, namely the surface gravity
(κ) at the Killing horizon can be defined by the geodesic equation, ξb

;a ξa = κ ξb. As a
result, one can readily show (without using any field equations) that κ;a ξa = 0, i.e.,
surface gravity remains constant along each generator [18, 140]. However, κ may
still vary from one generator to the other.

To calculate the variation of surface gravity across the generators, we can construct
a basis {ξa, Na, ea

A} on H. Here, Na is a null vector satisfying, ξaNa = −1; NaNa = 0.
And, {ea

A} are (D − 2) spacelike vectors along the transverse directions satisfying,
eb

Aξb = eb
ANb = 0. One can decompose the spacetime metric in this basis as follows:

gab = −ξaNb − Naξb + σABea
Aeb

B , (2.1.1)
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where σAB is the (D − 2)-dimensional transverse metric on any spacelike slice of the
Killing horizon H.

Note that due to the stationary nature of the spacetime, the horizon generators of
H are endowed with zero shear and expansion parameters. The congruence is also
rotation-free due to its hypersurface orthogonal character. Thus, Raychaudhuri’s
equation implies that on the horizon, Rabξaξb = 0, and Rabcd ea

Aeb
Bec

Cξd = 0 [193,202].
Using these results, one can now compute the variation of κ across the generators
as,

κ;a ea
A = −Rarpq ξrNpξqea

A = −Rab ξaeb
A . (2.1.2)

Therefore, the only remaining task to establish the zeroth law is to show that the
R.H.S of Eq. (2.1.2) vanishes identically. This is achieved in GR, by using Einstein’s
field equations and the dominant energy condition on matter,

κ;a ea
A = 8 π ja ea

A , with ja = −Tab ξb ∝ ξa . (2.1.3)

Then, the zeroth law κ;a ea
A = 0 follows directly from the orthogonality property,

eb
A ξb = 0. It is evident that the same proof does not apply to modified theories

with different field equations. Moreover, the complicated nature of modified field
equations may make such generalization to arbitrary higher curvature gravity very
non-trivial.

2.2 Zeroth Law in LL gravity: A Previous Attempt

In Chapter 1, we gave a short review of LL gravity, see Eq. (1.1.7) and Eq. (1.1.8) for
reference. We now extensively use these equations to discuss a previous attempt to
generalize the zeroth law in LL gravity as presented in Ref. [198], where the authors
claimed that such an extension might not be possible in general. However, we will
show by presenting such a generalization that their claim is not entirely correct.

As shown earlier, the zeroth law in GR follows as a direct consequence of the field
equations and the dominant energy condition on matter. However, this is not the
case in LL gravity. Even using the associated field equations and the dominant
energy condition, the authors of Ref. [144] could only arrive at the equation,

κ;a ea
B = − ∑

m≥2
2m αm

(D−2)EA
(m−1)B ea

A Rarpq ξr Np ξq . (2.2.1)

Here, (D−2)EA
(m−1)B represents the equation of motion corresponding to (m − 1)-

th order LL theory constructed from the intrinsic curvatures (D−2)RABCD and the
metric σAB of the horizon cross-section. Also, the zeroth law in GR forces the m = 1
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term to vanish automatically. Now, we want to show that the same is true for any
general theory in the LL class. However, for simplicity, let us first consider the case
for EGB gravity, keeping only the first term (m = 2) in the R.H.S of Eq. (2.2.1).

2.3 Zeroth Law in EGB Theory

In this special case, one can considerably simplify Eq. (2.2.1) by noting that (D−2)EA
(1)B

is nothing but the intrinsic Einstein tensor GA
B of the cross-section. Then, using

Eq. (2.1.2), we finally get the following result,(
δA

B − 4 λ GA
B

)
TA = 0 , (2.3.1)

where we have used the notation κ;a ea
A ≡ TA to save some writing and renamed the

EGB coupling constant α2 as λ. Recall that our goal is to prove TA = 0 everywhere
on H.

Before we move on the general proof, it is interesting to consider the case when
λ is small compare to all associated length scale of the problem. In such a sce-
nario, the zeroth law follows directly from the fact the (D − 2)-dimensional ma-
trix MB

A ≡
(
δA

B − 4 λ GA
B
)

is invertible, making TA = 0 as the only solution of
Eq. (2.3.1). To see this, we first write this determinant as, det

(
MA

B
)
= 1 + 2 λ (D −

4) (D−2)R + O(λ2). At D = 5, its value matches exactly with the entropy den-
sity of the Gauss-Bonnet theory, which is certainly non-zero irrespective of the sign
of λ [104]. However, at D > 5, this argument can only be extended for positive
values of λ. It is because of the following inequality satisfies by the determinant,
det

(
MA

B
)
= 1 + 2 λ (D−2)R + 2 λ (D − 5) (D−2)R > 0, for all D ≥ 5 and λ ≥ 0.

Now, we are in a position to discuss our general strategy to prove the zeroth law in
EGB theory for arbitrary values of the coupling constant Λ, which will be valid at
arbitrary spacetime dimensions D ≥ 5. For this purpose, we will rewrite Eq. (2.2.1)
in a suggestive way,

4 λ GA
B TA = TB . (2.3.2)

If we now assume that the EGB theory has a ”smooth” limit to GR (the so-called
Einstein branch), then various geometric quantities such as GA

B and TA must be Tay-
lor expandable in series of λ. That is, we should be able to write, GA

B = (G0)
A
B +

λ(G1)
A
B + λ2(G2)

A
B + . . ., and similarly, TA = λ(T1)A + λ2(T2)A + . . ., for all λ. Here,

we have used the fact that zeroth law in GR implies (T0)A vanishes identically. Then,
substituting these expressions in Eq. (2.3.2) and comparing like powers of λ, it is
easy to check that (T1)A = (T2)A = . . . = 0. It completes our proof of the zeroth law
in EGB gravity.
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2.4 Generalization for General LL Theories

In this section, we shall discuss a generalization of our proof of zeroth law in the
context a general LL theory. This proof will run parallel to the EGB case presented
above. For an arbitrary LL theory, Eq. (2.3.2) takes the general form,

2j αj LA
B TA = TB . (2.4.1)

The spatial tensor LA
B is given by

LA
B = ∑

m≥2
2m−j βmj

(D−2)EA
(m−1)B , (2.4.2)

where βmj denotes the ratio αm/αj, with αj being the first non-zero coupling constant
in the set {αm | m ≥ 2}. We can now proceed in the same way as before and extend
the zeroth law for the full LL class of theories.

2.5 Summary

In this chapter, we have discussed a generalization of the zeroth law for LL class of
theories by using the corresponding field equations and dominant energy condition
on matter. In addition, we need to assume an extra reasonable but non-trivial condi-
tion that geometric quantities at the Killing horizon are Taylor expandable in series
of the coupling constants (αi). This condition restricts our result to the so-called
Einstein branch of LL gravity, which has a smooth αi → 0 limit to GR. Moreover,
the applicability of our result for BH event horizon is hinged upon the validity of
Hawking’s strong rigidity theorem [137] in LL gravity, whose proof is not known
yet. Though, given stark similarities with GR, we expect that an analogous theorem
could be extended in LL theories as well.

Apart from LL gravity, our method has also been used to prove zeroth law in other
modified theories, such as Horndeski gravity [200], and scalar-hairy Lovelock the-
ory [201]. As an explicit example, let us consider the former case [200], where the
authors assumed various geometric quantities on the horizon are Taylor expand-
able in series of the Horndeski coupling constant. Then, proceeding in parallel to
our proof, the zeroth law is shown to hold for stationary Killing horizons. For other
generalizations of zeroth law, another recent result of Ref. [144] is worth mention-
ing. Here, besides considering smooth structures in terms of coupling constants,
the authors assumed the near-horizon regimes admit a Taylor-expandable structure
in terms of spacetime coordinates. Then, as a result of boost invariance, several
components of the near-horizon field equations vanish and the zeroth law follows
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immediately [144].

We emphasis that our proof is not, in general, valid for non-Einstein branches (in
which αi → 0 limit is ill-defined) of LL gravity. For example, there is a known
spherically symmetric solution to EGB gravity that does not have a smooth λ → 0
limit [56]. Nevertheless, it is still possible to extend our result in a particular sce-
nario where geometric quantities on the horizon have Taylor-expandable form in
series of 1/αi and GR is recovered in the limit αi → ∞ [56]. For example, let us con-
sider such a branch in EGB gravity. Then, we can write, GA

B = (G0)
A
B + λ−1(G1)

A
B +

λ−2(G2)
A
B + . . ., and similarly, TA = λ−1(T1)A + λ−2(T2)A + . . ., for all λ ̸= 0. Sub-

stituting these expressions in Eq. (2.3.2) and comparing the like powers of 1/λ, we
again achieve the zeroth law since (T1)A = (T2)A = . . . = 0.

Our proof clearly reflects the special structure of LL gravity that allows us to write
the equations regarding the variation of surface gravity across the horizon genera-
tors in a suggestively simple way, see for reference Eq. (2.3.1) and Eq. (2.4.1). This
simplicity can be traced back to the fact that LL field equations does not contain any
higher order terms involving derivatives of curvature tensors. For obvious reasons,
such structure will fail to hold in other modified gravity, making it extremely dif-
ficult to generalize our proof for those theories without any further assumptions.
However, one may still ask an interesting question: What should be structure of the
modified gravity field equations to support zeroth law? To answer this question, we
may start with the general form of higher curvature gravity field equations, namely
Gab + α Hab = 8π Tab. The term Hab contains all the contributions from higher cur-
vature terms in the action. Then, the validity of the zeroth law requires Habξaeb

A = 0
everywhere on the Killing horizon. Our aim is to restrict the form of Hab so that
zeroth law holds. To achieve this task, we first note that, for a stationary Killing
horizon, we must have Habξaξb = 0. It implies the following general form of Hab on
the horizon:

Hab = C ξa ξb + D gab
⊥ + EA N(aeb)

A + FAB ea
A eb

B .

Here, gab
⊥ is the contravariant metric on the 2-plane perpendicular to a horizon slice.

Also, the coefficients C, D, EA and FAB are local geometric quantities constructed
from the metric and curvatures at the horizon. The above equation suggests that
one needs EA = 0 for the validity of the zeroth law. However, unlike GR and LL
gravity, this may not be true in general without any further assumptions. It would
be interesting if there is any such generalization in arbitrary gravity theory. As a
closing remark, it is worth mentioning that our result shows the universal character
of stationary BHs, strengthening the idea that applicability of BH thermodynamics
extends beyond GR.
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Chapter 3
Causality Constraints in Quadratic
Gravity

This Chapter is based on the work: JHEP 09 (2021) 150 by J. D. Edelstein, R.
Ghosh, A. Laddha, and S. Sarkar [101].

Einstein’s theory of GR is not the unique description of gravity having diffeomor-
phism invariance. Obeying this symmetry, one can add a plethora of higher cur-
vature terms to the Einstein-Hilbert action, generating various modified theories.
Though they possess several universal properties, such as BH thermodynamics dis-
cussed in the previous chapter, some of these theories might give rise to pathologi-
cal phenomena. Therefore, it is crucial to constrain the structure of higher curvature
terms in the gravitational action using various consistency criteria, such as non-
negativity of energy and stability of vacuum solutions. Moreover, these criteria may
also provide us with a way to classify all consistent classical gravitational theories
in arbitrary spacetime dimensions.

Recently, an additional consistency criterion, known as the causality constraint, has
been put froward by Camanho, Edelstein, Maldacena and Zhiboedov (CEMZ) [96].
Motivated by a theorem by Gao and Wald [146] which identifies causal propaga-
tions in a spacetime in terms of its asymptotic properties, they argued that theories
in which the sign (positive corresponds to delay, and negative corresponds to ad-
vancement) of the Shapiro time shift can depend on the polarizations of the probe
graviton are acausal. And hence, such sick theories should be ruled out on the
ground of causality. They further showed that a classical observable like Shapiro
shift experienced by a probe in a shock wave background has a deep connection
with the three-point scattering amplitudes of the theory in the eikonal limit [96].
One can use this idea to put rather non-trivial constraints on the types of higher or-
der curvature scalars (quadratic, cubic etc) that may be present in the gravitational
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action. For example, in Chapter 1, we have discussed how CEMZ criterion rule out
the presence of Gauss-Bonnet coupling in D ≥ 5 dimensions [96].

Therefore, a question of utmost importance is that whether all modified gravity the-
ories suffer from this causality issue. Since there is an infinite number of such higher
curvature theories, we have to be systematic in our approach. For this purpose,
it is suggestive to start with the QG given by Eq. (1.1.6), which include quadratic-
curvature modifications to Einstein-Hilbert action. This theory is well-studied in the
literature [55,87–90], and several exact BH solutions are known [91–94]. Also, unlike
GR, QG possesses extra dynamical modes other than massless graviton, which are
tachyonic unless the coupling constants are chosen so that 4 (D − 1) α + D β ≥ 0,
and β ≤ 0 [95]. Even in this constrained parameter space, the massive spin-2 mode
is actually a ghost rendering unbounded Hamiltonian unless β = 0 [91, 95]. Even
in the presence of ghost mode, there are two reasons why QG could be treated as
a well-defined classical theory of gravity. First, a careful analysis of the full ADM
Hamiltonian shows that QG does not violate the positive energy theorem as the
higher derivative terms arising from quadratic curvature scalars fall off very rapidly
at asymptotic distances and fail to overwhelm the contribution coming from the
Einstein-Hilbert part of the action. Moreover, at a classical level, QG makes sense as
a low-energy effective theory as long as our probe energy scale lies below the mass
of the ghost.

Although it is known that the solutions of QG can be mapped to that of GR via field
redefinition [203], one should not treat our analysis of causality in the context of QG
as a duplication of effort. It is because, when perturbed around an exact solution,
QG contains both massless and massive modes distinct from GR. Therefore, even
under a field redefinition, three-point graviton couplings of QG are not mapped to
those of GR. Hence, CEMZ construction is not sufficient to dictate causality of QG. In
fact, we need to calculate the Shapiro time shift experienced by a probe graviton in
the background of a known exact shock wave solution of QG and check for causality
separately. The QG shock has a structure [148],

ds2 = −du dv + h0(u, xi) du2 +
D−2

∑
i=2

(dxi)
2 , (3.0.1)
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with the profile h0(u, xi) = f (r) δ(u), where

f (r) = −
8πG |Pu| Γ

(D
2 − 1

)
π

D
2 −1

 (−2β)2−D
2

Γ
(D

2 − 1
) ( r√

−β

)2−D
2

K2−D
2

(
r√
−β

)

− 1
D − 4

(
1
r

)D−4
]

.

(3.0.2)
Here, we have considered the case when β ≤ 0 and D > 4. The distance from the
shock is given by the transverse coordinate r =

√
xixi, and Kn(x) is the modified

Bessel function of second kind. The case D = 4 involves a logarithmic profile with
an arbitrary infra-red cut-off, and hence the corresponding Shapiro shift is unphys-
ical similar to GR.

In this chapter, we aim to compute the Shapiro shift experienced by a probe gravi-
ton as it ”crosses” the shock given by Eq. (3.0.2) and study the issue of causality
constraint in QG. We shall show that QG is free from any such issue as the time shift
is polarization independent and always positive. In any case, due to the presence
of the ghost modes, it is widely accepted that the QG vacuum is unstable. Thus, it
should be emphasized that we are not upholding QG as a viable theory of gravity
but considering it only as a toy model which may offer interesting perspective on
causality constraints in modified theories. From this perspective, our result may
contribute towards a finer classification of consistent gravitational theories, where
additional restrictions [204, 205] other than CEMZ criterion have to be imposed.

3.1 Scalar Probe in the Shock Wave Background of QG

Compared to the GR solution in Eq. (1.2.3), the structure of QG shock profile as
given by Eq. (3.0.2) is more involved due to presence of the higher derivative terms
in the action. However, for a minimally-coupled massless scalar probe ϕ(u, v, xi),
the governing Klein-Gordon equation takes a simpler form in the shock wave back-
ground:

∂u ∂v ϕ + h0(u, xi) ∂2
v ϕ = 0 . (3.1.1)

Here, we have neglected the the transverse variations of ϕ, since they are highly
suppressed by the u-derivatives of the profile h0(u, xi) as the probe moves in (u =

0−) and out (u = 0+) of the shock with impact parameter r = b, see Fig. 1.2. In order
to solve the above differential equation, we can make use of Fourier transformation
in the v-direction. Finally, the variation in ϕ as the probe crosses the shock is given
by,

ϕ
(
u = 0+, v, xi

)
= e−i pv ∆v . ϕ

(
u = 0−, v, xi

)
. (3.1.2)
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It is obvious that the probe undergoes a Shapiro shift, ∆vscalar =
∫ 0+

0− du h0(u, b) =

f (b). The same result can be obtained by computing the eikonal scattering ampli-
tude in the deflectionless limit (t/s → 0) as prescribed in Ref. [96]. For massless
scalar and β ≤ 0, the t-channel amplitude is as follows,

A4(s, t) =
4 π G

t

[
1

−β t − 1

(
2 s u − 1

3
t2
)

− 1
3

t2

− 2 β t + 1

]
, (3.1.3)

where t = − |⃗q|2. In the eikonal limit (t/s → 0), the above expression simplifies to,

Aeik
4 (s, t) = − 8 π G

β

s2

t(t + 1
β )

. (3.1.4)

It is important to note that mg = 1/
√
−β, represents the mass of the ghost mode.

Then, in the impact parameter space, the phase is given by,

δ(⃗b, s) =
1
2s

∫ dD−2 q⃗
(2π)D−2 ei⃗b. q⃗ Aeik

4 (s, t) := −pv △vscalar . (3.1.5)

Following Appendix A [Section A.1], we get ∆vscalar = f (b). As we shall see in
the subsequent sections that the the amount of Shapiro shift experienced by a probe
graviton is also the same and ∆v is always positive.

3.2 Computation of Graviton Time Shift

Let us now consider the motion of a probe graviton in the shock wave background
ḡµν of QG given by Eq. (3.0.1). We denote the gravitational perturbation in this back-
ground as gµν = ḡµν + hµν, with |hµν| ≪ 1. For our purpose, we only consider the
transverse and traceless (TT) part of the perturbations denoted by hij. It is apparent
that in QG, hij will satisfy a fourth order equation of motion (EoM) due to the pres-
ence of quadratic curvature terms in the action. The following table lists down the
contributions coming from various such terms [206]. Therefore, the EoM satisfied

Terms in the action Contribution at first order in hij

R − 1
2 ∆hij

R2 0

RabRab − 1
2 ∆2hij

TABLE 3.1: Contribution to graviton EoM in TT-sector. Notation: ∆ := −4
(
∂u∂v + h0∂2

v
)
.
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by the perturbation hij is given by,(
∆ + β ∆2

)
hij = 0 . (3.2.1)

Note that the graviton EoM in GR is recovered by letting β → 0−. Unlike GR, the
solution space of Eq. (3.2.1) contains both massless graviton satisfying ∆hij = 0, and
massive graviton satisfying (∆ − m2

g) hij = 0. However, in sharp contrast to EGB
case [96], the graviton EoM in QG does not contain any transverse derivatives (∂i)
due to the absence of Riemann-squared term in the action. Therefore, we expect
that the Shapiro time shift will be independent of graviton polarizations in QG. This
observation will play a major role in our later discussion.

Now, to calculate the Shapiro time shift experienced by a probe graviton, we shall
proceed in parallel to the previous scalar case. The first step is to solve for hij, which
can be achieved by performing a Fourier transform in v-direction. The details of the
derivation is tedious and will be presented in Appendix A [Section A.2]. Here, to
compute the time shift, we shall only consider the general solution:

hij (u, v, xi) =
∫ dpv

ipv
eipvv h̃ij(u, pv, xi) + K(2)

ij (u, xi) + Cij , (3.2.2)

where a tilde denotes Fourier-space variables which are functions of v-momentum
pv and the other coordinates (u, xi),

h̃ij (u, pv, xi) =

[
4iβpv K̃(0)

ij (pv, xi) exp
(

u
4iβpv

)

+ K̃(1)
ij (pv, xi)

]
exp

(
−ipv

∫ u
du h0 (u, xi)

)
.

(3.2.3)

The presence of three undetermined profile functions denoted by K̃(m)
ij (pv, xi) and

an additive constant Cij in the solution affirms the fact that we are solving a fourth
order differential equation. Then, using the general solution Eq. (3.2.2), it is trivial
to calculate the Shapiro time shift experienced by a probe graviton as it crosses the
shock with impact parameter r = b,

∆v =
∫ 0+

0−
du h0(u, b) =

∫ 0+

0−
du f (b) δ(u) = f (b) . (3.2.4)

Interestingly, the value of ∆v is exactly same as the scalar case. Also, as per our ex-
pectation, ∆v is independent of graviton polarizations.

Now, we shall proceed to the remaining task of determining the sign of the Shapiro
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shift ∆v, which is connected to causality. And, we shall show that ∆v is always
positive for arbitrary values of the coupling β ≤ 0, and dimensions D ≥ 5. For this
purpose, it is suggestive to write Eq. (3.2.4) in the following form,

∆v = (∆v)GR ×
(

1 − 1
2n−1Γ(n)

xnK−n(x)
)

, (3.2.5)

where x = b/
√
−β is the dimensionless impact parameter, n = (D − 4)/2 is the

reduced dimension, and (∆v)GR is the Shapiro delay in GR [see Eq. (1.2.4)],

(∆v)GR =
4Γ(n)

πn
G|Pu|

b2n > 0 . (3.2.6)

Thus, the positivity of ∆v is equivalent to the fact that the quantity y(x)/[2n−1Γ(n)],
with y(x) = xn K−n(x), is bounded above by unity in the entire allowed range of
x ∈ (0+, ∞). The function y(x) has the following properties:

(i) In the limit x → 0+, one can show that y(x) approaches the value 2n−1Γ(n) from
the positive side, for all real values of n.

(ii) Moreover, one has y′(x) = −xn K−n+1(x) < 0, since K−n+1(x) has no root in
x ∈ (0+, ∞). Therefore, the function y(x) is monotonically decreasing in the above
range of x.

(iii) And, in the limit x → ∞, we have y(x) → 0.

These properties imply that y(x) starts with the value 2n−1Γ(n) at x = 0 and then,
it decreases smoothly to zero as x approaches infinity. In other words, the quantity
y(x)/[2n−1Γ(n)] is bounded above by unity in the range x ∈ (0+, ∞), as required
for showing ∆v > 0. In addition, the behavior of y(x) suggests that the time delay
matches with the corresponding GR value in the limit β → 0− and it vanishes as
β → −∞. Some additional comments on this result are in order.

In the small β regime, the difference between the Shapiro time delay in GR and
QG is exponentially suppressed as y(β → 0−) ∼ (b mg)n−1/2 exp[−b mg], where
mg = 1/

√
−β is the ghost mass. Then, any detector that measures the time delay

having a resolution ∆T > Λ−1 ≫ exp[−b mg] can hardly distinguish GR and QG
as far as low-β Shapiro time shift is concerned, where Λ < mg is the energy scale
up to which QG can be treated as a low energy effective description of gravitational
dynamics.
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Also, for a fixed value of β, if we let the impact parameter b → 0 (contact inter-
action), the Shapiro time delay in QG diverges like that of GR – though the form
of divergences are different. In GR, the time delay diverges as ∆v ∼ b−2n in the
limit b → 0 for all D ≥ 5. Whereas in QG, the divergences are as ∆v ∼ −ln(b)
for D = 6, and ∆v ∼ b−(D−6) for D > 6. However, the most interesting case is for
D = 5, where QG time delay remains finite as b → 0 with a fixed value of β ̸= 0,
i.e., ∆v → 4 mg G |Pu| > 0.

3.3 Subtleties with Field Redefinition

This section discusses the effect of field redefinition on the shock wave solution
of QG and on the amount of Shapiro time delay in this shock background. It is
well known that there exists a redefinition of the metric so that any QG solution
can be mapped to a corresponding GR solution with some exotic matter degrees of
freedom [203]:

gµν = gµν + 2 β Rµν , (3.3.1)

where we have used an over-bar to denote quantities in GR. With this field redefi-
nition, one can readily check that QG shock given by Eq. (3.0.1) indeed maps to the
GR shock given in Eq. (1.2.2). Thus, it seems that our calculation of Shapiro time
shift presented above is unnecessary, as one can directly get it from GR using the
same field redefinition. However, we shall show by a careful argument that this is
not the case and our calculation of time delay in QG is not redundant.

The field redefinition which maps gµν → gµν, will also map perturbations hµν in
the QG shock background to perturbation hµν over the GR shock. Then, using the
mapping given by Eq. (3.3.1), we can easily show that the TT-perturbations hij satisfy
the following equation:

∆ hij = 4
[

h0 − h0

]
∂2

v (1 + β ∆) hij , (3.3.2)

where ∆ and h0 are the Laplacian operator and the shock-wave profile in GR given
by Eq. (1.2.3). Therefore, the mapped equation is, in general, different from the cor-
responding graviton EoM in the shock-wave background of GR, namely ∆ hij = 0.
Since h0 ̸= h0, the only way such a mapping is possible when the QG perturbations
represent a massive graviton satisfying (1 + β ∆) hij = 0.

Thus, the time delay of QG can not be generically obtained from that of GR by
using any field redefinition. Intuitively, this failure in mapping can be traced back



36 Chapter 3. Causality Constraints in Quadratic Gravity

to the additional spin-2 ghost mode of propagation present in QG, which has no
counterpart in GR.

3.4 Generalization to Other Modified Theories

We devote this section to discuss possible generalization of our analysis in other
modified theories. For a general higher curvature theory, the metric perturbation
equation will be more difficult to solve than Eq. (3.2.1) due to the presence of com-
plicated higher derivative terms in (∂u, ∂v, ∂i). In such a scenario, Shapiro time shift
might not possess any common feature and has to be obtained case by case. How-
ever, there is indeed a way to extend our result for theories whose graviton EoM is
as follows,

(1 + γ∆n)∆hij = 0 , (3.4.1)

where n is a non-negative integer. Note that GR and QG are two special cases with
n = 0 and n = 1, respectively. For another example, one can readily check that a
Lagrangian of the form L =

√−g(R + αR2 + γRab∇c∇cRab) gives rise to such an
EoM with n = 2. The above differential equation is special for two reasons:

(i) The perturbation equation is factored into a GR part and a part coming from
higher curvature terms with coupling γ. Therefore, its spectrum contains both mass-
less and massive graviton similar to the QG case.

(ii) The EoM does not contain any transverse derivatives of the profile function
h0(u, xi).

Following our method, one can now integrate Eq. (3.4.1) to obtain the time shift as
∆v = f (b) in the shock wave background given by Eq. (3.0.1). However, the form
of f (r) will be different for different theories (labelled by the integer n) in this class.
Hence, the sign of the Shapiro shift could also vary depending on the choice of such
theories.

3.5 Summary

Several recent studies of modified gravity have suggested that a viable alternative
of GR cannot be solely characterized by diffeomorphism invariance [96, 204, 205].
Such a theory must be ”healthy” in the sense that it must satisfy other consistency
criteria, such as causality constraint as formulated by CEMZ [96]. With these con-
straints at hand, the nature of recent studies in classical gravity has marked a shift



3.5. Summary 37

from any previous analysis subscribing to the ”anything goes” notion [207].

Using CEMZ criteria, we have demonstrated that QG is probably more well-behaved
than naively expected due to the presence of ghost. Unlike EGB gravity, QG is
shown to be free from such causality issue similar to GR. For this purpose, we calcu-
lated the Shapiro time shifts experienced by a massless scalar and a probe graviton
as it crosses the shock wave. Interestingly, for the both cases time shift turns out to
be the same and positive for all values of the coupling constant, inferring causal-
ity. Moreover, a careful analysis of field redefinition shows that this time shift is not
merely the GR result in disguise. Given the importance of this analysis, we have also
discussed possible generalization of our result in other modified theories of gravity.
A general class of theories, of which GR and QG are two members, that might be
free from such causality constraint has been proposed.

Besides the aforesaid generalization, it will be interesting to study the causality con-
straints in theories involving cubic or higher order curvature terms. The first step
in this direction should be to find shock wave solutions in some modified theo-
ries. As a starting point, it might be useful to find such a solution in the most gen-
eral quadratic theory of gravity, namely QG+Riemann-squared term, and study the
causality problem in this background.

Let us now summarize the goals of various recent efforts towards finding a classi-
fication scheme for consistent classical gravity theories. The results from Refs. [96,
101, 204, 205] suggest that such consistent theories must obey the following neces-
sary conditions: (i) the existence of a stable vacuum, (ii) the validity of a positive
energy theorem, and (iii) the causality properties as advocated and quantified by
CEMZ. All these conditions imply that QG can be treated as a low-energy effective
theory of gravity. Also, it is worth mentioning that apart from the above list, there
could be other necessary conditions one has to impose on consistent gravitational
theories. One such condition involving the classical Regge growth is formulated in
Ref. [204], which restrict (bound) the form of the tree-level scattering amplitudes.
Thus, it will be interesting to perform a detailed analysis of the Regge growth in
QG and verify whether it satisfies the bound. We leave this question for a future
attempt.
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Chapter 4
Light Rings of Stationary Spacetimes

This Chapter is based on the work: Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 4, 044019 by R. Ghosh,
and S. Sarkar [152].

The main focus of the previous two chapters was to investigate several properties
of higher curvature theories and test their consistency. Now, we shall shift our con-
centration to studying the universal characteristics of various compact objects, both
with and without horizons. These objects showcase a multitude of gravitational
phenomena, which may reveal hitherto unknown aspects of strong gravity and pro-
vide us with invaluable inputs towards the ultimate theory of gravity. Numerous
observational probes, such as GWs, QNMs and shadows, hinge crucially upon a vi-
tal ingredient, namely the light ring (LR), situated outside a compact object. These
are the locations where the gravitational deflection of light becomes so extreme that
photons can stay put in circular orbits around the central objects. For example, the
study of null geodesics outside a Schwarzschild BH given by Eq. (1.1.3) suggests the
existence of a single unstable LR at r = 3M. In contrast, there are two LRs for each
sense of rotation (co-rotating and counter-rotating) outside a Kerr BH.

The above examples of Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs naturally raise the question: Do
all BHs have LR(s) outside their event horizons? Interestingly, a recent work [149]
has answered this question affirmatively by showing that any stationary, axisym-
metric, asymptotically flat, 1 + 3 dimensional BH spacetime with a non-extremal
and topologically spherical Killing horizon admits at least one LR outside the hori-
zon for each rotation sense. This remarkable result follows from a novel topolog-
ical argument without referring to any field equations. Later, a similar proof has
been generalized to the asymptotically de-Sitter (dS) and anti-de-Sitter (AdS) non-
rotating cases [150].

Despite the aforesaid results in BH spacetime, the existence of LRs does not uniquely
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fix the nature of the central compact object. Several known horizonless objects, such
as boson stars and gravastars, also possess LRs. In fact, a similar theorem [151, 208]
as in the case of BHs dictates that under the assumption of an initial LR, the space-
time of a horizonless compact object always supports an even number of them. And,
among these LRs, at least one must be stable. Interestingly, the proof of this theorem
does not require assuming any field equations or energy conditions on matter.

In the presence of LRs, horizonless compact objects can behave as BH mimickers by
demonstrating the same observable signatures. For example, the shadow observed
by EHT can also be produced by a non-BH object with LRs, creating an alarming am-
biguity in detecting BHs. Thus, the most relevant question of importance is whether
such horizonless compact objects are stable under perturbations. Because if they
prove to be unstable, we can exclude such objects on mere physical grounds. In
particular, it was argued in Refs. [154, 209] that stable LRs outside a horizonless
compact object severely slow down the decay of perturbations by trapping them.
As a result, these trapped long-lived modes can back react on the spacetime, caus-
ing nonlinear instability that could destroy the central object. However, it might be
too hasty to rule out the existence of horizonless compact objects at the first sign
of instability, since the LR instability timescale could be huge (say, of the order of
the universe’s age). Then, despite their instability, horizonless objects will be astro-
physically and observationally relevant. Nevertheless, for some specific models of
static horizonless compact objects like boson and Proca stars, a recent work [155]
has demonstrated that the LR instability timescale is relatively short (∼ 103 light-
crossing time), unless the stable LR potential well is very shallow.

In addition to the issue of instability timescale, there is a second loophole of using
the result of Ref. [151] to conclude that the horizonless spacetime suffers from the
LR instability. Note that a stable LR is only guaranteed if the spacetime has an initial
LR to begin with [151]. However, in general, a horizonless compact object may not
contain any such LR, and the instability argument fails. However, we shall now
show that any stationary, axisymmetric, and asymptotically flat spacetime in 1 + 3
dimensions with an ergoregion must have at least one light ring outside. Therefore,
at least for the particular case of rotating horizonless objects with ergoregion, the
presence of one LR is assured. Then, Ref. [151] implies that there must be a stable
LR, and the spacetime will be prone to both LR and ergoregion instability [156].
Therefore, our work provides a strong support in favor of the BH hypothesis, which
claims that the objects with LRs are BHs.
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4.1 LRs of Stationary Compact Objects

The first step towards proving our result is to construct the metric outside a station-
ary compact object. Such a metric will be independent of time (t), when expressed
in terms of some suitable coordinates. Moreover, if we were interested in only BH
solutions of any effective field theory, the underlying stationary spacetime would
have been axisymmetric too (i.e., there exists a ∂ϕ Killing vector), as a consequence
of the rigidity theorem [137,210]. However, since our aim is to consider compact ob-
jects both with and without horizons, the axisymmetry is not generally guaranteed.
Nevertheless, to have a well-defined notion of LRs, we shall assume the underly-
ing spacetime has this additional Killing vector ∂ϕ, and write down the metric in
such coordinates that make the symmetry apparent. Furthermore, we consider the
metric is invariant under the simultaneous inversions (t, ϕ) → (−t,−ϕ). Then, the
most general 4-dimensional metric for an asymptotically flat stationary, axisymmet-
ric spacetime is as follows,

ds2 = gttdt2 + grrdr2 + gθθdθ2 + gϕϕdϕ2 + 2gtϕdtdϕ . (4.1.1)

In terms of this symmetry-adapted coordinate, all metric components are functions
of (r, θ) alone, and there is no other cross components except gtϕ. Note also that the
asymptotic flatness requires the following behaviour of various metric components
at large r: gtt → −1 + C/r +O(1/r2) , gtϕ ∼ ± r−1 sin2 θ and, gϕϕ ∼ r2 sin2 θ.

The ergoregion is a Killing horizon H, where the asymptotic time-translation Killing
vector ∂t becomes null. Its location is given by the largest positive root (re) of the
equation gtt = 0. In case of the non-extremal Killing horizon, −g′tt(re) > 0. In
addition, other metric components, such as grr, gθθ, and gϕϕ are always positive in
the region of our interest, i.e., r ≥ re (away from the axis) [151]. Then, the study of
circular null geodesics suggests that the location of LRs are given by the equations
(see Appendix B [Section B.1]), ∂µH± = 0, where we have

H±(r, θ) =
−gtϕ ±

√
∆

gϕϕ
, (4.1.2)

with ∆ = g2
tϕ − gtt gϕϕ > 0 outside the ergoregion. It is easy to check that, for a

Schwarzschild/Kerr metric, H± boils down to the familiar circular null geodesic
potentials. The two signs represent two opposite sense of rotations with respect to
the central object [151]. If the object is rotating in the ”negative” sense, meaning
gtϕ > 0, the critical points of the potential H+ (H−) represent counter-rotating (co-
rotating) LRs. Whereas for gtϕ < 0, the roles of H± are swapped.
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Now, to prove our theorem, we must show that there exists at least one root {r =

rl, θ = θl} of the equation ∂µH± = 0 in the region re ≤ r < ∞ and 0 < θ < π.
For this purpose, let us consider the θ-equation first. In terms of a local coordinate
ρ =

√gϕϕ, it is easy to see that H± ∼ ±ρ−1 near the axis [149]. Moreover, using the
fact that ∂θρ is positive (negative) as θ → 0 (θ → π), we obtain [149]

∂θ H± ∼ ∓∂θρ

ρ2 ∼


∓∞ as θ → 0,

±∞ as θ → π .

(4.1.3)

Thus, ∂θ H± must have at least one root in (0, π) at all values of r > re. In other
words, as r varies, we get a trajectory of solutions θ0(r) of the equation ∂θ H± = 0.
On the other hand, using Eq. (4.1.2), we can express ∂rH±(r, θ) in the following
suggestive form:

∂rH±(r, θ) = ± 1
2
√

∆ gϕϕ

[L(r, θ)− R(r, θ)] , (4.1.4)

with R(r, θ) = −gttg′ϕϕ ±
(
2/gϕϕ

) (√
∆ ∓ gtϕ

) (
g′tϕgϕϕ − g′ϕϕgtϕ

)
, and L(r, θ) =

−g′ttgϕϕ. Unlike the topological proof given in Refs. [149, 151], we now use an alge-
braic method to show that there must exist at least one root of ∂rH± = 0, where two
functions L and R become equal. To achieve this, let us study their properties near
ergoregion and asymptotic infinity:

(i) At the ergoregion r = re, we have gtt(re) = 0 and
√

∆(re) = ±gtϕ(re). Here, +ve
(−ve) sign is understood for the case gtϕ > 0 (gtϕ < 0). In other words, we are al-
ways considering the counter rotating LRs. And, hence it follows that R(r = re) = 0.
Furthermore, the function R(r) ∼ r as r → ∞.

(ii) In contrast, the function L(r, θ) > 0 at r = re and approaches to unity asymptot-
ically, i.e., L(r) → 1 at large r.

Therefore, L(r) and R(r) must have at least one intersection r = r0(θ) in the re-
gion re < r < ∞ for all values of θ ∈ (0, π). Then, for all θ0 ∈ (0, π) satisfying
∂θ H± = 0, there exists a solution r = r0(θ0) of ∂rH± = 0, and vice versa. Hence,
it is obvious that the two solution curves r = r0(θ) and θ = θ0(r) must intersect at
least at a point (rl, θl) where both equations are satisfied. This ensures the existence
of at least one (counter-rotating) LR outside the ergoregion irrespective of the fact
whether the central object is BH or horizonless, completing our proof.
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Some comments on our result are in order. Let us first recall that for a Kerr BH,
a counter-rotating LR always remains outside the ergoregion for all values of spin
0 < a < M, verifying our result. Whereas the co-rotating LR migrates inside the
ergoregion for spin values M/

√
2 ≤ a < M. Interestingly, for a general rotating BH

which by definition possess an ergoregion outside its horizon, our theorem boils
down to the result of Ref. [149]. We should also emphasis that our proof crucially
depend on the asymptotic flatness condition. Thus, for spacetimes that are asymp-
totically dS or AdS, our result is not applicable in general. Also, during the proof,
we have assumed the spacetime dimension to be four. However, the technique used
here seems to be extendable for D > 4 cases as well. We shall illustrate this fact with
a simple example, namely for the static and spherically symmetric BH spacetimes.

4.2 LRs of spherically symmetric BHs

Any general static and spherically symmetric D-dimensional (D ≥ 4) BH spacetime
is described by the metric

ds2 = − f (r) dt2 +
1

k(r)
dr2 + h(r)dΩ2

(D−2) , (4.2.1)

where r is a Schwarzschild-like radial coordinate and the metric components are
positive outside the outermost event horizon at r = rH, which is the largest pos-
itive root of k(r) = 0. Then, staticity implies that the norm of ∂t must vanish at
r = rH, implying f (rH) = 0 [211]. We shall also assume the BH is non-extremal,
i.e., f ′(rH) > 0. Moreover, in case of asymptotically flat spacetime, we also have
f (r) → 1 − C/rD−3 +O(r−(D−2)), k(r) → 1 − C/rD−3 +O(r−(D−2)), h(r) ∼ r2 as
r → ∞. Though C is related to the ADM mass of the spacetime, we will not assume
any particular sign of C.

Study of circular null geodesics in this spacetime readily gives the condition: L(rl) =

R(rl) for the location of the LR, where L(r) = h(r) f ′(r) and R(r) = f (r) h′(r). This
is, in fact, a special case of the stationary case discussed in the previous section with
gtϕ = 0. Now, to show that at least one solution to this LR equation must exist out-
side the horizon, we proceed to investigate the behavior of L(r) and R(r):

(i) At the event horizon r = rH, the function R(r) vanishes. Whereas at large values
of r, R(r) ∼ r.

(ii) In contrast, the function L(r) > 0 at r = rh and it falls-off as L(r) ∼ r−(D−4)

at asymptotic infinity.
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Therefore, the functions L(r) and R(r) must intersect at least at one point in the
region rh ≤ r < ∞ for any D ≥ 4, which proves our claim. In fact, it is obvious that
there will be an odd number of LRs outside the event horizon. It can also be shown
by considering second derivative of the geodesic potential obtained from Eq. (4.1.2)
for non-rotating case, Hstatic =

√
f (r)/h(r), that these LRs are alternatively stable

and unstable (in Lyapunov sense). Moreover, the innermost and outermost LRs are
always unstable due to asymptotic flatness.

Unlike the stationary case, our proof for the static case is valid for any dimensions
D ≥ 4. However, it breaks down if the asymptotic flatness condition is relaxed.
However, there exists a recent topological proof for asymptotically dS and AdS
cases, confirming the existence of at least one LR outside the BH horizon [150].

4.3 Summary

The presence of LRs in a spacetime are linked with various observable features,
which provide us with unique opportunities to probe gravity. Therefore, a question
of central importance is whether all compact objects support LR(s) outside them.
In the presence of horizon, this question has an affirmative answer for both rotating
and non-rotating cases [149]. However, the opposite statement fails to be valid, since
it has been shown that horizonless ultra-compact objects always possess an even
number of LRs, at least one of which is stable [151]. Thus, it seems the so-called BH
hypothesis, that claims objects with LRs are BHs, may not be valid. Interestingly,
LRs themselves come to rescue by inflicting instability in horizonless spacetimes.
It has been argued that the presence of stable LRs outside such a spacetime results
in nonlinear instability [154], which may lead to fragmentation of the central ultra-
compact objects. In fact, several recent works have pointed out the corresponding
instability timescale can be relatively short [155, 156]. This, in turn, suggests that
horizonless ultra-compact objects may not survive in astrophysical timescales, pro-
viding a strong basis to the BH hypothesis.

Our result aims to plug a subtle loophole in the above argument by proving the
proof to a crucial assumption of the existence of one initial LR used in Ref. [149], for
spacetimes with an ergoregion. In particular, we show that any stationary, axisym-
metric, and asymptotically flat spacetime in 1 + 3 dimensions with an ergoregion
must have at least one LR outside it. Unlike the previous results, our proof is com-
pletely algebraic and is valid irrespective of whether the central object has horizon
or not. In fact, the boundary conditions on various metric coefficients at the er-
goregion and the asymptotic infinity are enough to confirm the presence of the LR.
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When combined with previous results [151, 154], our work significantly strengthen
the validity of the BH hypothesis. Though a critique may argue that the horizonless
objects with ergoregion suffers from the ergoregion instability [153], so why even
bother to consider them in the first place. However, such an instability may not be
sufficient to rule them out, since it is well-known that a mild absorptivity (as small
as 0.4%) at the surface of the object can completely quench the ergoregion instabil-
ity [212,213]. In such a situation, our result is absolutely necessary to (possibly) rule
them out due to the presence of LR instability.

An important generalization of our result could be to consider a rotating star with-
out an ergoregion. In principle, such a non-compact star may not possess any LR
outside. However, at least for the case where the size (rs) of the star is close to the
would-be ergosphere (re ≲ rs), the functions can still satisfy L(rs) > R(rs). This
will particularly happen if the spacetime outside the star is assumed to be Kerr,
as considered in Ref. [156]. Then, following a similar argument presented above,
such object will have at least one LR outside. It will also be interesting if our alge-
braic proof can be further extended for D > 4 dimensions, and for asymptotically
dS/AdS cases. We leave these problems for a future attempt.
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Chapter 5
Hairy Black Holes and No-short Hair
Theorem

This Chapter is based on the work: Phys.Rev.D 108 (2023) 4, L041501 (Letter) by
R. Ghosh, Selim Sk, and S. Sarkar [164].

As elucidated in the previous chapters, compact objects are unique laboratory to
probe various aspects of gravity. Even among these objects, BHs stands out for their
inherent simplicity. In stark contrast to other relativistic configurations, the space-
time outside a stationary and asymptotically flat vacuum BH solution of GR obeys
the so-called uniqueness property [24–28]. That is, such a spacetime is uniquely rep-
resented by the Kerr metric having only two parameters, namely the mass M and
spin a. Even in non-vacuum scenario, it is believed that BH solutions of GR will
satisfy the no-hair hypothesis [214], dictating that the gravitational collapse washes
away all information about any additional parameters (termed as ”hairs”) and the
final BH can be specified only in terms of conserved quantities such as mass, an-
gular momentum and electric/magnetic charges measured at asymptotic infinity.
Heuristically speaking [162], any matter fields residing outside a BH would either
be emitted away or absorbed by the BH itself unless those fields were associated
with conserved charges at asymptotic infinity. The initial motivation supporting
this claim came from the seminal works of Bekenstein [30, 31], which state that sta-
tionary BHs cannot support any exterior scalar, vector, or spin-2 meson fields. These
results soon led to the belief that the no-hair conjecture is true irrespective of the
matter content.

However, this vast generalization was invalidated by the first counterexample found
in Einstein-Yang-Mills theory, which supports the so-called ”colored” BH solutions
that depend on an additional parameter not associated to any conserved charge.
The increasing list of counterexamples also contained several other BH solutions
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with dilatonic [159], skyrmionic [160] and axionic [161] hairs. Moreover, beyond
the framework of GR, the presence of various putative higher curvature terms can
also lead to hairy BH solutions. Over the years, many extensive studies have been
performed to understand their non-Kerr signatures [113–115, 117, 157]. However,
in order to suitably capture the presence of extra hairs via only far-away observa-
tions, these hairs must extend sufficiently outside the horizon. In contrary, BHs with
”short” hairs (confined solely to the near-horizon regions) might mimic Kerr-like
signatures when probed in the far field regions, though their near-horizon structure
could be very different from that of the Kerr BH. Given this crucial observational
relevance, we want to investigate whether BHs can support short hairs.

Note that there is no a priori reason to suspect such short hairs can not exist out-
side a BH. On contrary, the non-linear character of matter fields could lead to the
growth of BH hairs, which might be short as well. Nevertheless, under the assump-
tions of the weak energy condition (WEC) and the non-positive trace condition on
matter, it has been established that static and spherically symmetric BH solutions
in GR adhere to the no-short hair theorem. It provides a lower bound on the length
of existing hairs, requiring them to extend at least three-halves of the horizon ra-
dius [162], which interestingly correspond to the innermost LR [163]. In simpler
terms, if there are hairs around a BH, their effects will become detectable within the
vicinity of the LR region alone. Consequently, the presence of BH hairs would be
evident through various astrophysical observations, such as shadow imaging and
the study of QNMs, which are sensitive to the underlying LR structure.

Driven by its important theoretical and observational implications, we now pose
the following question: Do the underlying field equations or the dimensionality
of spacetime play a fundamental role in determining the extend of hairs around a
BH? More specifically, we seek to understand whether a result akin to the no-short
hair theorem in GR can be derived independently of the gravitational field equa-
tions in any spacetime dimensions (D ≥ 4). If such a proposition holds true, it
would represent a novel extension of the theorem to encompass any theory of grav-
ity that permits the existence of hairy BHs. Curiously, we shall now demonstrate
that the above question bears a negative answer. In particular, we shall prove that
all existing hairs of any static, spherically symmetric, and asymptotically flat D-
dimensional BHs must extend at least up to the innermost LR, regardless of the
specific theory of gravity being considered. This generalization has two signifi-
cant consequence. Firstly, it aids in comprehending the unified characteristics of
BH solutions in a theory-agnostic manner. Secondly, it underscores that the no-
short hair property cannot be regarded as a test of GR. In addition, our analysis also
leads to other salient implications. For instance, we shall investigate the existence
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of short hairs on horizonless compact objects, expanding upon the approach out-
lined in Ref. [215]. Moreover, we will also delve into several generalizations of the
studies presented in Refs. [216, 217], constraining the size of LRs in various higher-
dimensional/modified theories of gravity.

5.1 Geometry of Hairy BHs

The first step towards proving our result is to consider the general static and spher-
ically symmetric D-dimensional (D ≥ 4) BH spacetime is described by the metric

ds2 = − f (r) dt2 +
1

k(r)
dr2 + h(r)dΩ2

(D−2) , (5.1.1)

where r is a Schwarzschild-like radial coordinate so that he metric components
are positive outside the outermost non-extremal event horizon at r = rH, which
is the largest positive root of k(r) = 0. Also, the ”areal coordinate” denoted by
h(r) is assumed to be a strictly increasing function outside the horizon. Then, the
staticity of the spacetime implies that the norm of ∂t must vanish at r = rH [211],
i.e., f (rH) = 0. Moreover, in case of asymptotically flat spacetime, we also have
f (r) → 1 − C/rD−3 +O(r−(D−2)), k(r) → 1 − C/rD−3 +O(r−(D−2)), h(r) ∼ r2 as
r → ∞. Though C is related to the ADM mass of the spacetime, we will not assume
any particular sign of C. Finally, using the asymptotic flatness and non-extremality
of the horizon, one can deduce that f ′(rH) > 0, and k′(rH) > 0.

The metric in Eq. (5.1.1) represents a BH solution of a theory of gravity (which we
will not explicitly assume) sourced by an energy-momentum tensor Tµν. Now, we
want to investigate various properties of this non-zero energy-momentum tensor,
which encodes the presence of hairs. Firstly, as a consequence of spherical sym-
metry, Tµ

ν must be invariant under any rotations in the transverse (D − 2)-plane
spanned by the coordinates {θi}, i = 1, 2, · · · , (D − 2). Thus, Tt

θi
= Tr

θi
= 0, as

they single out a particular direction in space. Also, the transverse sector of Tµ
ν

should be proportional to the identity matrix, which is the only covariant matrix
under all rotations. Putting all these conditions together, Tµ

ν have just four non-zero
independent components, namely {Tt

t := −ρ ; Tt
r ; Tr

r := p ; Tθ1
θ1

:= pT} 1. Here,
the quantities ρ, p, and pT are functions of r only and represents energy density,
radial, and tangential pressure, respectively. Besides them, physical invariants such
as Tµ

ν Tν
µ should be non-divergent at the event horizon, as demanded by its regular

nature. Then, using the radial component of the energy-momentum conservation
1Note that Tt

r can be set to zero by staticity (t → −t).
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equation ∇µ Tµ
ν = 0, we obtain

P̂′(r) =
hD/2−1

2 f
(p + ρ)∆ +

hD/2−1

2
h′ T , (5.1.2)

where ′ denotes a radial derivative, P̂ = hD/2 p, ∆ = ( f h′ − h f ′), and T represents
the trace of the Tµ

ν . The above equation (valid for any D ≥ 4) is a theory-agnostic
generalization of the corresponding 4-dimensional GR result given in Ref. [163].

With the help of Eq. (5.1.2), we now show that P̂(r) cannot vanish arbitrarily close
to the horizon if matter obeys the following three conditions [162, 163]:

(i) The WEC constrains the energy and radial pressure as ρ ≥ 0, and ρ + p ≥ 0.

(ii) The energy-momentum tensor is assumed to have a non-positive trace (T ≤ 0),
which implies p + (D − 2)pT ≤ ρ. This condition ensures the presence of BH hairs
by restricting the matter theories.

(iii) The energy density and pressure falls off faster than r−D as spatial infinity is
approached. It suggests that P̂ → 0 as r → ∞. As pointed out in Refs. [162, 163], we
need this condition to rule out any extra conserved charges. In other words, the hairs
under consideration are not ”secondary”, according to the terminology of Ref. [218].

As we shall see, these conditions specify the behavior of P̂ near the horizon. In this
regime, we can rewrite Eq. (5.1.2) in term of a well-behaved coordinate, namely the
proper radial distance defined as dx = k−1/2 dr. In fact, the equivalence principle
ensures the regularity (”no drama at the horizon”) of this coordinate in the vicinity
of the horizon. Therefore, we obtain

dP̂
dx

=
hD/2−1

2 f
(p + ρ)

(
f

dh
dx

− h
d f
dx

)
+

hD/2−1

2
T
(dh

dx

)
. (5.1.3)

Since the horizon is assumed to be a regular surface, both sides of this equation must
be finite. Now, using non-extremality f ′(rH) > 0 along with WEC and non-positive
trace conditions discussed above, one readily gets

p (rH) = −ρ (rH) ≤ 0. (5.1.4)

Here, it is really important to understand the non-triviality of the non-extremality
condition, in particular. Interestingly, if the BH would have been an extremal one,
then the term (1/ f ) (d f /dx) is a 0/0-indeterminate form at the horizon (for non-
extremal case, this term diverges), which may lead to a finite limit and invalidate
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the requirement given by Eq. (5.1.4). Then, using k(r) > 0, one also have

P̂(r) ≤ 0 , and P̂′(r) < 0 , (5.1.5)

in the vicinity (r → rH) of the BH horizon. With these tools at our disposal, we now
proceed to state and prove the central theorem.

Theorem.— If the matter content satisfies all three conditions stated above and there
exists a non-empty interval rH ≤ r ≤ rp where the function ∆(r) = ( f h′ − h f ′) ≤
0, we must have P̂′(rH ≤ r ≤ rp) ≤ 0.

The proof of this theorem is straightforward and follows directly from Eq. (5.1.2)
and Eq. (5.1.5). Notice that as a consequence of the WEC, T ≤ 0 on matter and the
condition h′(r) > 0, both the terms in the RHS of Eq. (5.1.2) are non-positive. Then,
it becomes immediately obvious that P̂′(r) ≤ 0 in the region rH ≤ r ≤ rp, com-
pleting the proof of the theorem. Therefore, the only fact remains to be shown is
the existence of rp > rH, which we shall consider later. However, let us now pon-
der on what consequence does this theorem have on the length of the hair. Since
P̂′(r) ≤ 0 in the domain rH ≤ r ≤ rp, Eq. (5.1.5) implies that P̂(r) should remain
non-positive at least up to r = rp. Thus, if hair exists, |P̂(r)| must have a local max-
ima at rhair ≥ rp, where rhair denotes the extent of ”hairosphere” outside the hori-
zon [162,163]. In other words, under the assumptions on matter content mentioned
above, the existing hairs on an asymptotically flat, static, and spherically symmetric
BH solution of any theory of gravity cannot be solely confined to the near-horizon
regime and it must extend till rp.

Let us now turn to investigate whether an rp > rH exists up to which ∆(r) ≤ 0.
In this context, we show that not only such an rp exists, it actually corresponds to
the location of the innermost LR of the BH spacetime. To see this, it is suggestive to
consider the equatorial geodesics,

ṙ2 = k(r)
[

E2

f (r)
− L2

h(r)
− ϵ

]
, (5.1.6)

where the dot denotes a derivative with respect to an affine parameter, and ϵ =

1 (ϵ = 0) characterizes the timelike (null) geodesics. For circular orbits, we must
have ṙ2 = 0 = (ṙ2)′, which implies

∆(r) E2 = ϵ f 2(r) h′(r) , ∆(r) L2 = ϵ h2(r) f ′(r) . (5.1.7)

Thus, the allowed region for such orbits to exist must satisfy ∆(r) ≥ 0, equality
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is achieved only for null geodesics. Moreover, the positive roots of the equation
∆(rγ) = 0 represent the locations of the LRs. Then, using the asymptotic flatness
and near-horizon boundary conditions, one can easily show that an odd number of
such LRs must exist outside the horizon, as elaborated in Section 4.2. These LRs di-
vide the interval [rH, ∞) into an even number of regions, outermost of which must
satisfy ∆(r) ≥ 0 due to asymptotic flatness. Thus, we must have ∆(r) ≤ 0 in
the innermost region rH ≤ r ≤ r1

γ, where r1
γ denotes the location of the innermost

LR. This completes our proof that the hairosphere of a BH must extend till the in-
nermost LR, rhair ≥ r1

γ. The novelty of our analysis lies in its generality, i.e., it is
valid irrespective of the underlying field equations and for any spacetime dimen-
sions D ≥ 4. Now, we shall focus on several important consequences of Eq. (5.1.2)
in the following sections.

5.2 Size of Static Shells

In this section, we try to answer the question: Can a static shell of finite thickness
exist entirely inside the region rH < r1 < r2 < r1

γ, where r1 and r2 are respec-
tively the inner and outer radius of the shell? For this purpose, one should note
that P̂(r1) = P̂(r2) must vanish, as there is no matter present outside the shell.
Then, we run into a contradiction with the earlier theorem which dictates that P̂(r)
must remains constant or decrease till the innermost LR. Therefore, irrespective of
the underlying theory of gravity, a static shell of finite thickness cannot be entirely
confined within the innermost LR.

5.3 Bound on LR Sizes of BHs in EGB Gravity

So far, our analysis was completely theory-agnostic. However, if one indeed uses
the field equations of a particular theory, it is possible to get an upper bound on
the size of the innermost LR of static, spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat
BHs. This interesting result was first demonstrated in the context of 4-dimensional
BHs in GR [216], and later generalized to D > 4 [217].It was also shown that a sim-
ilar statement is true in 5-dimensional EGB gravity [217]. Now, using our powerful
theorem, we shall now extend this result for an arbitrary dimensions D ≥ 5.

The Lagrangian of EGB gravity is given in Eq. (1.1.9), which leads to GR in the limit
of vanishing coupling constant (λ → 0). A variation of this action gives us the
necessary field equations, G(1)

αβ + λ G(2)
αβ = 8π Tαβ.The explicit forms of the G(1)

αβ

and G(2)
αβ can be found in Ref. [219]. Then, any spherically symmetric and static BH



5.3. Bound on LR Sizes of BHs in EGB Gravity 53

solution of these field equations can be written as

ds2 = − e−2δ(r) µ(r) dt2 +
1

µ(r)
dr2 + r2 dΩ2

D−2 , (5.3.1)

where the regular non-extremal event horizon is located at r = rH, so that µ(rH) =

0, µ′(rH) > 0, and δ(r) and its radial derivative is finite there [216]. Moreover,
asymptotic flatness implies µ(r) → 1 and δ(r) → 0 at infinity. Now, using the above
field equations of EGB theory, we get two coupled differential equations,

δ′ = − 8 π r3 (p + ρ)

(D − 2) µ [r2 + 4 α (1 − µ)]
,

µ′ =
2 r3 (D − 3)

r2 + 4 α (1 − µ)

[
1 − µ

2 r2 +
α (D − 5) (1 − µ)2

(D − 3) r4 − 8 π ρ

(D − 2)(D − 3)

]
,

(5.3.2)

where Tt
t = −ρ, Tr

r = p and α = (D − 3)(D − 4)λ/2. Then, at the location of the
innermost LR r1

γ, we have

(D − 1)µγ − (D − 3) +
8 α µγ(1 − µγ)

(r1
γ)

2 − 2 α (D − 5)(1 − µγ)2(
r1

γ

)2

=
16 π (r1

γ)
2 p(r1

γ)

D − 2
≤ 0 . (5.3.3)

Here, µγ and δγ are shorthands for µ(r1
γ) and δ(r1

γ), respectively. Also, in the last
line of the above equation we have used our theorem that dictates p(r1

γ) ≤ 0. Now,
we want to solve Eq. (5.3.2) for µ(r), a function needed to determine the LR size. For
this purpose, let us define a useful quantity as,

m(r) =
rH

2
+ ΩD−2

∫ r

rH

ρ(x) xD−2 dx . (5.3.4)

Here, ΩD−2 = 2π(D−1)/2/Γ[(D − 1)/2] is the surface element of unit (D − 2)-
sphere and we have chosen the boundary condition, m(rH) = rH/2 > 0. In terms
of this mass function, the solution takes the following form,

µ(r) = 1 +
r2

4 α

[
1 −

√
1 +

16 α M(r)
rD−1

]
, (5.3.5)

where M(r) = 8 π m(r)/(D − 2)ΩD−2. Finally, Eq. (5.3.3) can be re-expressed as a
simpler polynomial equation:

(r1
γ)

2D−6 + 16 α Mγ (r1
γ)

D−5 − (D − 1)2 M2
γ ≤ 0 , (5.3.6)
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with Mγ = M(r1
γ). At this stage, let us first discuss the limiting case when α → 0. It

is easy to check that one gets back the D-dimensional GR result [216, 217], r1
γ,(GR) ≤

[(D − 1) Mγ]
1/(D−3) = rST

γ , as MST ≥ Mγ, as expected. Therefore, the size of the in-
nermost LR of a static, spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat D-dimensional
BHs in GR sourced by matter obeying the aforementioned conditions is bounded
above by the radius (rST

γ ), the LR of Schwarzschild-Tangherlini (ST) BH [220] with
mass MST := M(r → ∞).

Coming back to EGB gravity with α ̸= 0, we realize that one should be careful about
choosing the value of the coupling α so that the central object is actually a BH and
not a naked singularity. With this caveat in mind, we shall now prove that Boulware-
Deser (BD) BH [56] has the largest LR among all static, spherical symmetric and
asymptotically flat BH solutions of EGB gravity. To achieve this, it is instructive to
define two polynomials in r ∈ [0, ∞) as

F1(r) = r2D−6 + 16 α Mγ rD−5 − (D − 1)2 M2
γ , (5.3.7)

F2(r) = r2D−6 + 16 α MBD rD−5 − (D − 1)2 M2
BD , (5.3.8)

where MBD := M(r → ∞) ≥ Mγ. As ensured by the Descartes’ rule of signs, both
of these polynomials F1 and F2 have single positive root rm and rBD

γ respectively, for
either signs of α. Here, rBD

γ represents the LR of a BD BH with mass MBD. In con-
trast, Eq. (5.3.6) suggests that the innermost LR of any BH solution of EGB gravity
is bounded above by rm, i.e., r1

γ ≤ rm. Moreover, since MBD ≥ Mγ, we must have
F2(r = 0) ≤ F1(r = 0). Then, it is suggestive to evaluate F2(r) at the location of the
root (rm) of F1(r). Some simple algebraic manipulation gives us,

F2(rm) =

[
r2D−6

m
Mγ

+ (D − 1) MBD

]
(Mγ − MBD) ≤ 0 . (5.3.9)

The above inequality, in turn, implies that rBD
γ ≥ rm ≥ r1

γ, which completes the
proof. In future, it would be interesting to see whether a similar result can be ex-
tended for other higher curvature theories.

5.4 Possible Extension for Horizonless Compact Objects

So far, we concentrated solely on hairs in BH spacetimes. However, let us now out-
line a possible way in which our result can be generalized to horizonless compact
objects. The associated spacetime metric is still given by Eq. (5.1.1), but this time in
the absence of a horizon, we set the inner boundary conditions at the center of the
object r = 0. As suggested in Ref. [221], we shall choose L(0) = 0, and R(0) > 0
with the assumption that h(0) = 0, where L(r) = h(r) f ′(r) and R(r) = f (r) h′(r).
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Interestingly, due to asymptotic flatness, the boundary conditions at spatial infin-
ity remain unchanged. Then, using regularity of various components of the stress-
energy tensor, we must have P̂(r) = 0 at the center of the compact object. We shall
also assume that the WEC on matter and asymptotic fall-off of P̂(r) is same as in
the case of BHs. However, in order to extend the no-short hair result for horizon-
less objects, we need to assume that the trace of the energy-momentum tensor Tµ

ν is
non-negative (T ≥ 0) [215], which is exactly opposite to the BH scenario.

The asymptotic fall-off condition of P̂(r) makes sure of the existence of an even (but
non-zero) number of LRs; otherwise in the absence of LRs, P̂(r) would increase
monotonically with r. Then, one can also deduce that P̂(r) must have a local max-
imum at the innermost LR (r = r1

γ) or beyond. Thus, similar to BHs, the hairs of
horizonless compact objects must also extended till the innermost LR, generalizing
the results of Ref. [215] in a theory-agnostic fashion. It is interesting to note that for
”usual” matter content, one always have ρ ≫ (p, pT), which suggests that the con-
dition T ≥ 0 is not satisfied. Thus, the no-short hair theorem is not applicable for
ordinary celestial objects. However, T ≥ 0 condition may hold for objects made of
”exotic” matter. In that case, the no-short hair result can give us useful information
about their structures.

5.5 Summary

Hairy BHs may showcase potentially distinguishable signatures in both GW and
shadow observations. However, to suitably capture the presence of hairs via only
far-away observations, these hairs must extend sufficiently outside the horizon. In
the context of 4-dimensional static, spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat
BH solutions, this no-short hair property is guaranteed provided the matter content
obeys the WEC and non-positive trace condition [162,163]. It adheres a lower bound
on the length of existing hairs, requiring them to extend at least to the innermost LR
of the underlying BH spacetime. In this chapter, we have extended this important
result in a theory-agnostic and dimension-independent way. Our result has enor-
mous theoretical and observational relevance. On theory side, it provides a unified
way to understand several features of modified gravity BHs. Moreover, it gives us
an observational tool to probe the presence of BH hairs, which may give rise to in-
triguing new phenomena, including potential modifications in gravitational lensing
effects and BH shadow observables.

Besides the aforesaid results, there are other important consequence of our work.
One noteworthy finding is to establish an upper bound on the size of the innermost
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LR of BH solutions of EGB theory in dimensions D ≥ 5. This upper limit has impor-
tant implications, as it can impose constraints on both the shadow size, as discussed
in [217], and the real component of the eikonal QNMs of EGB black holes when
subjected to perturbations, as explored in [216]. Furthermore, we touch upon the
potential extension of the no-short hair theorem to horizonless compact objects, of-
fering some preliminary insights in this direction.

The implications of our findings are significant and warrant further consideration.
For instance, an extension of our BH-result could be to consider asymptotically flat
hairy wormhole spacetimes. In this case, it seems possible to prove the no-short hair
theorem by setting the inner boundary condition at the throat (r = b > 0) as long
as R(b) > L(b), and assuming other necessary conditions such as WEC with T > 0
hold true. Apart from this, exploring the extension of our work to scenarios where
certain assumptions, like spherical symmetry, asymptotic flatness, or the WEC on
matter, are relaxed presents an intriguing avenue for future explorations. Notably,
investigating the short-hair characteristics of rotating BHs, as suggested in [222],
holds particular observational significance. However, we defer these potential ex-
tensions to future research endeavors.
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Part II.
Observational Signatures of Modified

Gravity
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Chapter 6
Black Hole Area-Quantization and Its
Observational Signatures

This Chapter is based on the works: Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 8, 084049 and Phys.
Rev. D 105 (2022) 4, 044046 by K. Chakravarti, R. Ghosh, and S. Sarkar [122, 124].

Apart from various theoretical consistency discussed in earlier chapters, modified
theories of gravity should also be confronted with numerous observations that pro-
vide a compelling way to constrain possible deviations from GR. For this purpose
nothing is more suited than the GW observations by the LIGO-Virgo collabora-
tion [1–6]. A wealth of such observations has opened up a new avenue of testing GR
in strong gravity regimes. For example, there has been a recent surge of works to-
wards understanding the possible signatures of quantum gravity near the BH hori-
zon. Such quantum effects may result in deviations from the all-absorbing nature of
classical BHs [40,41,48]. One such model known as the ”BH area-quantization” was
proposed by Bekenstein and Mukhanov [40, 41], according to which the area of BH
event horizons is quantized in equidistant steps resulting in selective absorption at
discrete frequencies. Such a BH, dubbed as quantum BH (QBH), will have distinct
signatures in Hawking radiation spectrum [41], and more interestingly, in both in-
spiral [120–122] and the late-ringdown [123, 124, 223] stages of a BH-binary event.

Before we investigate these effects in great detail, let us first have a closer look at the
BH area-quantization and understand its consequences. According to the proposal
of Bekenstein and Mukhanov [40, 41], BH horizon area is discretized as A = α ℓ2

p N,
where α is a phenomenological constant, ℓp =

√
h̄ G/c3 ∼ 1.6 × 10−35 m is the

Planck’s length, and N is positive integer. Though the original proposition was mo-
tivated by concept of adiabatic invariance, such quantization might also arise as a
prediction of any quantum theory of gravity. For instance, Loop Quantum Gravity
predicts a similar quantization scheme for the BH horizon area.
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In order to understand various ingredient of the above model, we notice that N is
usually a huge number, which is evident from the smallness of the Planck’s length.
In particular, a solar mass Schwarzschild BH corresponds to N ∼ 1078. On the
other hand, the constant α was originally chosen to be 8π [40]. However, over years
several other choices are also motivated. Using arguments based on Bohr’s corre-
spondence principle, a value α = 4 ln 3 is proposed in [224]. Later, the study of
Schwarzschild QNMs, suggests a value of α = 8π [225]. However, for the purpose
of this chapter, we shall treat α as a free parameter in the model to be measured from
observations.

In contrast to the idea of BH area quantization, it has been argued that, in general,
the entropy should be quantized in a uniform spectrum [226]. In the context of GR,
Bekenstein’s entropy formula applies and uniform quantization of BH entropy or
area are essentially the same. However, in the presence of putative modification of
GR, BH entropy is no longer proportional to the horizon area, and may contain sub-
leading correction terms (both power law and logarithmic) [193,227]. In fact, even in
the context of GR, such sub-leading terms may appear in the entropy-area relation-
ship as a consequence of tracing over hidden (by the horizon) degrees of freedom
of a quantum field in a state different from the vacuum [228–230]. In these scenario,
uniform entropy quantization will lead to a non-uniform area quantization.

As a consequence of area discretization (both uniform and non-uniform), BHs can
only absorb at certain characteristic frequencies. As an example, it was showed
in Ref. [120] for uniform area-quantization that such frequencies corresponding to
transition N → N + n are given by

ωn =
α κ

8π
n + 2 ΩH +O

(
N−1

)
, (6.0.1)

where κ = 1−χ2

2M(1+
√

1−χ2)
and ΩH = χ

2M(1+
√

1−χ2)
are respectively the surface grav-

ity and angular velocity at the horizon of a Kerr BH with mass M and spin χ. Thus,
a uniformly area-quantized BH will essentially behave like a reflecting star at fre-
quencies, f ̸= fn := ωn/2π. Just to get a sense of the numbers, let us consider
Schwarzschild BHs (χ = 0). Then, it is easy to see that for typical astrophysical BHs
detected by LIGO-Virgo collaboration with mass M ∼ (10 − 50)M⊙, the values of
the low-n characteristic frequencies are approximately 100 Hz for α = 8π. Thus, it
seems that astrophysical BHs magnify the Planck-scale discretization to the realm of
GW-observations.

In the subsequent sections, we shall discuss how the above formula for characteristic
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frequencies will change for a non-uniform area-quantization. Moreover, we shall
discuss its effects on the GW emissions in both inspiral and ringdown stage of a
binary. In particular, we shall focus on the tidal heating and the phasing of the
GW waveform in the inspiral stage, and emission of late-time echo signals in the
ringdown phase.

6.1 Features of Non-uniform Area Quantization

As discusses earlier, the presence of sub-leading corrections in the area-entropy re-
lationship can result in non-uniform area discretization. Since it is possible to have
both power-law and logarithmic corrections to Bekenstein’s entropy formula, we
may consider two different models:

Power-law correction: A = α ℓ2
p N (1 + C Nν) ; (6.1.1)

Logarithmic correction: A = λ ℓ2
p W(x) ; (6.1.2)

where x = exp (α N/λ) /λ, the constants (C, ν, λ) are model parameters, and W
is the Lambert W-function arises when we invert the modified area law with log-
arithmic correction. It is important to note that the constant ν parameterizing the
sub-leading power-law correction must be negative, which is required to recover
Bekenstein’s entropy formula as N → ∞. Moreover, we get back the uniform area-
quantization as limiting cases C → 0 and λ → 0, respectively.

6.1.1 The Transition Frequencies

Classically, there is no restriction on the variations of horizon area (A), as BH mass
M and angular momentum J can vary continuously:

κ

8π
δA = δM − ΩH δJ , (6.1.3)

where A = 8π M2
(

1 +
√

1 − χ2
)

is the horizon area of a Kerr BH with χ = J/M2.
However, the situation changes dramatically as the BH area and angular momen-
tum are quantized. Such a BH will behave like an atom and can only undergo tran-
sitions to discrete mass/energy levels as it interacts with external perturbations,
which we shall consider as the dominant mode (l = m = 2) of GW emission as
observed by LIGO-Virgo. Thus, we will only focus on (N, j) → (N + n, j + 2) tran-
sitions, where ∆J = 2h̄ is the change in angular momentum. The corresponding
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angular frequencies are given by,

Power-law correction: ωN,n =
α κ

8π
{1 + C (1 + ν) Nν} n + 2 ΩH + O

(
N−1

)
;

(6.1.4)

Logarithmic correction: ωN,n =
α κ

8π

W(x)
1 + W(x)

n + 2 ΩH + O
(

N−1
)

. (6.1.5)

A few points are important to note. Both these formulas reduce to Eq. (6.0.1) in the
limits C → 0 and λ → 0, as expected. However, unlike uniform quantization, these
characteristic frequencies generally depend on the initial state (N) of transitions.

6.1.2 The Overlap Condition

Due to the spontaneous decay via Hawking radiation, the above transition lines are
not sharply defined. Following a calculation by Page [231], one can evaluate the cor-
responding line width Γ(M, χ) for classical BHs, which will serve as a upper bound
on the actual line width for QBH since area-quantization enhances the stability [120].
One can find out a numerically fitted formula for Γ(M, χ) in Ref. [121].

Now, the features of a area-discretized BH can be suitably distinguished from that
of classical BHs only if the transition lines are all distinct [232].However, due to line
broadening, there is a possibility of overlap among the nearly lines. To get a better
handle on the overlap, we define the following quantity:

R(χ, N) =
Γ(M, χ)

ωN,n − ωN,n−1
. (6.1.6)

As long as this ratio is less than unity, there are no overlaps. This statement can be
written mathematically as,

Power-law correction: ΓB < 1 + C (1 + ν) Nν ; (6.1.7)

Logarithmic correction: ΓB <
W(x)

1 + W(x)
; (6.1.8)

which we shall refer as the no-overlap conditions. Here, we have used the notation
that ΓB = (8π/ακ) Γ. Since we are interested to study stellar mass BHs with N ∼
1078, to have a detectable difference from the uniform area-quantization, we must
choose ν ∼ −10−2 for power-law corrected area law. However, for the logarithmic
correction, the RHS of Eq. (6.1.8) is indistinguishable from unity, which is the case
for uniform area-quantization. This suggests that we will not be able to probe any
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log-correction of entropy using GW observables and therefore, from now onwards,
we shall solely focus on the power-law corrected area-quantization.

6.2 Observing Effects in BH Binary Inspiral Phase

Let us consider the binary inspiral of two QBHs with masses and spins (M1, χ1) and
(M2, χ2). As they revolve around a common center of mass, GWs are emitted ac-
cording to the flux equation given by Eq. (1.2.5). In effect, the orbital energy is lost as
the emitted GWs either takes away energy to infinity or get absorbed at the horizon
of the components BHs. Classically, a BH absorbs radiation of all frequencies that
incident upon its horizon, which adds an additional flux term causing the so-called
”tidal heating” (TH), which is well-understood within the analytical framework of
PN expansion [233–235]. And, the corresponding orbital phasing can be calculated
using the following relation [189],

Ψ( f ) = 2
(

t0

M1 + M2

)
v3 − 2ϕ0 −

π

4
− 2

M1 + M2

∫ v
dx
(

v3 − x3
) E′(x)

F(x)
. (6.2.1)

Here, F(x) contains the flux due to tidal heating alone. However, due to area quan-
tization, the component BHs will absorb selectively at characteristics frequencies
given by Eq. (6.1.4). As a result, it causes dephasing, for which the relevant formu-
las are given by Eqs.(10-12) of Ref. [121]:

ΨTHQBH =
3

128 ρ

(
1
v

)5 [
−10

9
v5 Ψ5 {3 log(v) + 1} − 5

168
v7 Ψ5 (952ρ + 995)

+
5
9

v8 {3 log(v)− 1} (−4 Ψ8 + Ψ5 ψSO)

]
, (6.2.2)

where ρ is the symmetric mass ratio, Ψ5 = H(1) A(1)
5 +H(2) A(2)

5 , Ψ8 = H(1) A(1)
8 +

H(2) A(2)
8 , and v = [π (M1 + M2) f ]1/3 is the PN velocity parameter. Therefore, the

TH contribute as the 2.5-PN leading order effect. Moreover, ψSO is the spin-orbit
interaction term,

ψSO =
1
6

[
(−56ρ − 73

√
1 − 4ρ + 73)

(
L̂.Ŝ1

)
χ1

+(−56ρ + 73
√

1 − 4ρ + 73)
(

L̂.Ŝ2
)

χ2

]
. (6.2.3)
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Here, L̂ and Ŝi are the directions of the orbital angular momentum and the i-th (i =
1, 2) component’s spin, respectively. Moreover, we have

A(i)
5 =

(
Mi

M

)3 (
L̂.Ŝi

)
χi

(
3χ2

i + 1
)

; (6.2.4)

A(i)
8 = 4πA(i)

5 +

(
Mi

M

)4 (
3χ2

i + 1
)
×
(√

1 − χ2
i + 1

)
. (6.2.5)

Finally, the profiles H(i)’s represent the absorptivity of the horizons, which for a
classical BH is unity at all frequencies. However, for an area-quantized BH it is
defined as a sum (not normalized) of Gaussian (G) centered at the characteristics
frequencies fn = ωn/2π with full-width-half-maximum (FWHM) denoted by Γ,

H( f ) = ∑
n

G

(
µ = fN,n , σ =

Γ
2
√

2 log 2

)
. (6.2.6)

Here, in the context of inspiralling binaries, the sum over n goes till the correspond-
ing critical frequency fN,n ≤ fc, with fc being the frequency when two BHs come
into contact to initiate the merger phase. One can express this inequality in a more
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FIGURE 6.1: ΓB and nB/n are plotted as a function of χ1. Other parameters are chosen to be: α = 8π,
M1 = 20M⊙, M2 = 30M⊙, and χ2 = 0.15. The black dashed line represents a particular choice of χ1 = 0.1,
for which there is no allowed transition in the case of uniform area-quantization as nB/n < 1. However, it
is possible to choose C < 0 so that there are some allowed transitions for χ1 = 0.1. Also, the region where
nB ≤ 0 is disallowed, since it implies ωc ≤ 2ΩH .
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suggestive way by using Eq. (6.2.6),

n ≤ nmax ≡
[

nB

1 + C Nν (1 + ν)

]
, (6.2.7)

where nB = (8π/ακ) (ωc − 2 ΩH) is a dimensionless quantity and [x] denotes the in-
teger part of x. Now, to calculate the contact frequency fc(M1, M2, χ1, χ2) for slowly
spinning BHs, one may use Kepler’s law [121]. On the other hand, at high values of
χ where Kepler’s law is not applicable, they are not of much concern because such
spin values are mostly ruled out by the no-overlap condition in Eq. (6.1.7). More-
over, it is instructive to combine Eq. (6.2.7) and Eq. (6.1.7) as,

ΓB < 1 + C Nν (1 + ν) ≤ nB

n
. (6.2.8)

Therefore, the n-th transition is allowed only if the above inequality is satisfied.
Also, since nB and ΓB are independent of the details (C, ν) of area-quantization,
Eq. (6.2.8) gives us a very effective way to check for forbidden transitions, see Fig. 6.1.
For example, in the case of uniform area-quantization (C = 0), transitions with
n > nB are disallowed in the inspiral regime. In contrast, for C ̸= 0, we will observe
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FIGURE 6.2: Enhanced horizon absorption profiles for non-uniform area quantization. We have chosen
α = 8π, {M1, M2} = {20M⊙, 30M⊙}; {χ1, χ2} = {0.1, 0.15} and the values of (C, ν) are shown on the
subplots. For cases when both BHs have nearby transition lines, the absorption profile reaches a value ≈ 2.

quite distinct effects depending on the sign of the parameter C. As the value of C
is increased in the positive side, the phenomena of TH gets progressively quenched
and the QBH starts behaving like a perfectly-reflecting compact star. On the other
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hand, the values C < 0 increase the value of nmax, which in turn enhances the TH ef-
fect compared to that of uniform area-quantization. However, one can not decrease
the values of C indefinitely because of the no-overlap condition.

We have demonstrated the effects of different choices of (C < 0, ν ∼ −10−2) on the
allowed transition lines in Fig. 6.2 below. The choices of these parameters are made
in such a way that the correction due to non-uniform area-quantization is sublead-
ing. Moreover, as discussed previously, the chosen negative values of C are to make
the spectrum richer compared to uniform area-quantization. With this enhanced
horizon absorption, one can also calculate the dephasing ΨTHQBH due to TH us-
ing Eq. (6.2.2). In particular, Fig. 6.3 clearly demonstrates that classical BHs, thanks

0 200 400
f

10

5

0

5

10

(f)
×

10
2

C = -3.6, 1 = -90.0

classical
uniform
non-uniform

0 200 400
f

10

5

0

5

10
(f)

×
10

2
C = -3.6, 1 = -95.0

classical
uniform
non-uniform

0 200 400
f

10

5

0

5

10

(f)
×

10
2

C = -4.2, 1 = -90.0

classical
uniform
non-uniform

0 200 400
f

10

5

0

5

10

(f)
×

10
2

C = -4.2, 1 = -95.0

classical
uniform
non-uniform

FIGURE 6.3: GW dephasing due to TH for uniform and non-uniform quantization. Parameters are chosen
to those of Fig. 6.2. The difference between classical BH and uniform/non-uniform area-quantization is
notable.

to their all-absorbing nature, results in more phase accumulation compared to the
quantum BHs having uniform/non-uniform area discretization. This feature gives
us a useful probe to detect any quantum structure in the vicinity of BH horizons.
Moreover, as expected from earlier discussions, non-uniform area quantization with
C < 0 leads to a greater dephasing than the uniform one. However, let us empha-
size that for both uniform and non-uniform area-quantization, our choice of α = 8π

leads to a cumulative dephasing not more than a few radians. Therefore, the cor-
responding effect is considerably smaller than some of the more significant effects
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like eccentricity or precession. Nevertheless, our work suggests that with better ac-
curacy in the advanced detectors, we may be able to reliably test the hypothesis of
BH area-quantization in future. In fact, it would be an interesting exercise to add the
TH dephasing ΨTHQBH for a quantum BH with (α, C, ν) as free parameters to the
existing binary BH coalescence templates, and carry out a simultaneous parameter
estimation. Such constraints will undoubtedly provide us with valuable informa-
tion to understand possible quantum nature of BHs. We leave such exercises for
future attempts.

6.3 Observing Effects in BH Binary Ringdown Phase

Similar to the inspiral phase, BH area-quantization can also leave its observable im-
prints on the postmerger ringdown phase. In the paradigm of classical BHs, the
emitted GWs in this phase is well-described as a superposition of various damped
sinusoidal modes known as QNMs, derived by solving a Schrodinger-type pertur-
bation equation with perfectly ingoing boundary condition at the horizon. How-
ever, as a result of area discretization in Eq. (6.1.1), BHs can only absorb at certain
characteristic frequencies given by Eq. (6.1.4). This feature, in turn, will lead to al-
teration in the near-horizon boundary conditions, which we shall elaborate in the
subsequent sections. In any case, these modifications will ultimately affect the late-
time behavior of the ringdown signal by inclusion of the so-called GW echoes.

Generation of possible echo signals in the postmerger phase of a binary has been
studied extensively in literature [45, 46, 236–240] and their signatures in GW data
are looked for [241–247]. However, most of these work implement the change in
near-horizon boundary condition in a rather ad hoc fashion. In contrast, BH area-
quantization gives a concrete theoretical underpinning of such modifications. For
example, in Ref. [123], the authors argued that the selective absorption of an area-
discretized BH can be modelled by placing a double-barrier potential near the hori-
zon, which essentially filters out the non-characteristic frequencies from entering
into the QBH. In this chapter, we further develop this model by introducing new
perspectives. We shall demonstrate that there is an ambiguity in the placement of
the near-horizon double-barrier and discuss how this ambiguity leads to strikingly
different features in the underlying echo signal. In particular, we shall propose a
new model different from that in Ref. [123], which breaks the universality of echo-
time (the time difference between two consecutive echoes) by making it dependent
on the model of area quantization. This gives us a definitive way to distinguish
between uniform/non-uniform area-quantization.
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6.3.1 Modelling the Quantum Filter

Due to its all-absorbing nature, the event horizon of a classical BH is endowed with
zero reflectivity R( f ) = 0 or unit transitivity T( f ) = 1 at all frequencies. However,
the behavior of a QBH horizon is strikingly different as it only absorbs at character-
istic frequencies,

ωN,n =
α κ

8π
{1 + C (1 + ν) Nν} n , (6.3.1)

where for simplicity, we set the spin χ = 0 and work with Schwarzschild BHs.
Therefore, QBHs must have frequency-dependent reflectivity R(ω). Neglecting the
line width due to Hawking radiation for the time being, we must have R(ωN,n) = 0,
whereas R(ω ̸= ωN,n) = 1. As a result, the absorption spectrum of a QBH con-
sists of sharply peaked lines about the characteristic frequencies. Then, following
Ref. [123], we can model this behavior by placing a near-horizon double-barrier po-
tential, see Fig. 6.4. The only difference is that in Ref. [123], the authors considered
uniform area quantization, whereas we are interested in studying the effects of the
non-uniform ones. Now, to mimic the absorption profile of a QBH, we need to

FIGURE 6.4: Symmetric double-barrier potential. The rightmost wall, where the perturbations are reflected
back, will be called as the ”surface of reflection”. Similarly, the leftmost wall will be referred as the ”surface
of absorption”.

suitably choose the barrier height V, width l, and separation d such that horizon
transmissivity T(ω) is very close to unity at the characteristic frequencies given by
Eq. (6.3.1) and vanishingly small otherwise. Using the result derived in Ref. [248],
we can express the transmissivity as

T−2 = A2 + B2 + 2AB cos (2 ω d − δ) , (6.3.2)

where β2 = V −ω2, A = M2 sinh2(βl), B = cosh2(βl)+K2 sinh2(βl), and tan(δ) =

K sinh(2βl)
[
cosh2(βl)−K2 sinh2(βl)

]−1
. Moreover, we have used the shorthands

that 2M = β/ω + ω/β, and 2K = β/ω − ω/β. Thus, the transition probability
oscillates between the two envelopes corresponding to the maxima and minima of
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the sinusoidal part:

Upper envelope: | T |u = (A−B)−1 = 1 ;

Lower envelope: | T |l =
[
2M2 sinh2(βl) + 1

]−1
. (6.3.3)

Now, to mimic the features of area-quantized Schwarzschild BH, we need two con-
ditions, namely T(ωN,n) = Tu = 1, and T(ω ̸= ωN,n) = Tl ≈ 0. Among them, the
first condition implies the following restriction on barrier separation d,

d =

(
3 π

2 ωN,n

)
n =

duniform

1 + C (1 + ν) Nν
, (6.3.4)

where duniform = 12π2/(α κ) is the corresponding quantity for uniform area quanti-
zation (C = 0). The above equation provides a one-to-one correspondence between
the barrier separation and the model of area-quantization specified by (C, ν). On
the other hand, the second condition can be satisfied by choosing the barrier height
V >> ω2, which dictates the phase δ to be an integer multiple of π.

Interestingly, Eq. (6.3.4) suggests a way to distinguish between the uniform and non-
uniform area-quantization. Note that for the former case, κ d has a universal value
for all Schwarzschild BH, independent of their masses. In contrast, for non-uniform
area-quantization, κ d depends on the mass of the BH through N. Therefore, if we
fix the value of α, multiple observations of echo from different sources can help us
put constraint on the quantization parameters (C, ν).

6.3.2 Placing the Quantum Filter

It is reasonable to assume that the quantum modifications due to area discretization
will only be important very close to the horizon, say till a radius r ≤ rϵ := 2M(1+ ϵ)

for some positive values of ϵ << 1. Then, the double-barrier must be placed inside
this quantum extent, i.e., in between −∞ < x ≤ xϵ := x(rϵ). Here, we have intro-
duced the so-called ”tortoise coordinate” defined as x(r) = r + 2M log (r/2M − 1).
In this coordinate, the Schwarzschild horizon r = 2M moves to x → −∞.

However, as discussed earlier, there are two distinct ways to place this quantum bar-
rier near the horizon. The first model is motivated by the construction in Ref. [123],
where the surface of reflection (rightmost wall) is aligned with the quantum extent
x = xϵ outside the horizon. In other words, the location of the surface of reflection
of the barrier is the same for all Schwarzschild BH with different masses. Then, as a
result of the (C, ν) dependence of the barrier separation d, the surface of absorption
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(leftmost wall) located at xA(C, ν) of the double-barrier will vary for different mod-
els of the quantization. See Fig. 6.5 for a pictorial representation of this model.

FIGURE 6.5: Depiction of Model 1. The dotted line represents the absorption surface that varies with (C, ν),
and the thick line denotes the fixed reflection surface.

Whereas, in Model 2, one fixed the location rA = 2M(1 + a) (with a < ϵ ≪ 1) of
the surface of absorption independent of (C, ν) and allows the surface of reflection
to vary xϵ(C, ν). For a pictorial representation of this model, see Fig. 6.6. However,
we need to careful in choosing the values of xA and xϵ so that the whole barrier lies
inside the quantum regime −∞ < x ≤ xϵ.

FIGURE 6.6: Depiction of Model 2. The dotted line represents the reflection surface that varies with (C, ν),
and the thick line denotes the fixed absorption surface.
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6.3.3 Setting Up the Cauchy Evolution for Gravitational Perturbations

Let us now consider the dynamics of a massless gravitational perturbation Ψ(x, t)
in the background of an area-quantized Schwarzschild BH. Then, the perturbation
is governed by a Schrodinger-type second order equation,[

∂2
t − ∂2

x + V
]

Ψ(x, t) = 0 , (6.3.5)

where the effective potential is denoted by, V = VSch + VBarrier with VSch(r) =(
6/r2) (1 − 2M/r)(1 − M/r) representing the usual Schwarzschild potential and

VBarrier representing the double-barrier potential near the horizon. The maximum of
VSch coincides with the Schwarzschild LR at r = 3M, which plays a crucial role in
the formation of echo. Unlike classical BH, perturbations with non-characteristic fre-
quencies will be reflected back by the near-horizon quantum filter of a QBH. These
reflected perturbation will finally reach the LR to excite the photon sphere modes
and starts the initial ringdown signals. However, after some time, the ringdown
modes may again reflect back from the horizon and returns to the LR, where it par-
tially transmits through the potential maximum at VSch, and the remaining part is
reflected back towards the horizon. As this process repeats itself, a series of late-
time echoes is produced.

Then, to study the evolution of perturbations in the QBH background, we must put
a reflecting boundary condition at x = xϵ,

Ψ(xϵ, t) ∝ e−iω(t+x−xϵ) + R(ω) eiω(t−x+xϵ) , (6.3.6)

where R(ω) is the reflectivity of the QBH horizon. Whereas the boundary condi-
tion at spatial infinity remains the same as classical BH scenario, namely perfectly
outgoing Ψ ∝ e−iω(t−x). Now, it is suggestive to rewrite the master equation given
by Eq. (6.3.5) in double-null coordinates defined by u := t − x, and v := t + x as
[4 ∂u ∂v + V]Ψ(u, v) = 0.

Finally, in order to find the black hole echo spectrum, we can simply study the evo-
lution of an initial perturbation in the form of a Gaussian wave-packet consisting
of all frequencies. Numerically, it can be easily achieved by discretizing the (u, v)-
plane in the form of square grids of length h << 1 and express the evolution as a
finite-difference equation,

Ψ(u + h, v + h) = Ψ(u + h, v) + Ψ(u, v + h)− Ψ(u, v)

− h2

8
[V(u + h, v)Ψ(u + h, v) + V(u, v + h)Ψ(u, v + h)] . (6.3.7)
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FIGURE 6.7: Echo spectrum for Model 1. The parameters for the non-uniform quantization are C = −3.6,
and ν = −1/90. We have chosen ϵ = 10−59. Note that for both uniform and non-uniform area-quantization,
echo-time remains the same.
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FIGURE 6.8: Echo spectrum for Model 2. The quantization parameters are chosen to be C = −3.6, and
ν = −1/90. We have chosen a = 10−70.
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6.3.4 The Echo Spectrum

One of the important observables in echo signal is the so-called echo-time, which is
the twice the light travel time between the rightmost barrier wall at xϵ and the LR at
r = 3M. To the leading order in ϵ, it is given by

M−1∆techo ∼ 2
[
1 − 2 ln2 − 2ϵ + 2 ln(ϵ−1)

]
. (6.3.8)

Thus, for Model 1, since xϵ is fixed and does not depend on the details of area-
quantization, the quantity M−1∆techo is also independent of (C, ν) and also of the
mass M. This is evident from Fig. 6.7. Also, note that for uniform area-quantization
C = 0, both the models will give the same echo spectrum.

In contrast, for Model 2, the surface of reflection xϵ varies with different choices of
(C, ν), and so does its distance from the LR. As a result, the quantity M−1∆techo also
depends the choice of quantization parameters (C, ν), see Fig. 6.8. Moreover, in this
case, M−1∆techo also different for different mass M of the QBHs unlike Model 1.
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FIGURE 6.9: Variation of echo-time with mass of the BH for Model 2. Note that the quantity M−1∆techo is
dimensionless. The quantization parameters are chosen to be C = −3.6, ν = −1/90, and a = 10−70.

Hence, it immediately suggests a possible way to distinguish these two models.
First, if the gravitational echo spectrum is observed by future detectors for more
than one GW sources (having different masses), a significant variation of the quan-
tity M−1 ∆techo will be a strong evidence for non-uniform area-quantization in Model
2, see Fig. 6.9. Moreover, performing a parameter estimation for C using GW obser-
vations, we can be sure whether non-uniform area-quantization is preferred over
the uniform one in case C comes out to be different from zero.
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6.4 Summary

In this chapter, we have explored several observable imprints of BH area-quantization
on the gravitational radiation emitted from a binary coalescence event. It is as if the
astrophysical BHs magnify the near-horizon Planck scale physics to the domain of
current GW observations. In particular, we have discussed the signatures of area
discretization on both the inspiral and ringdown phase of a binary dynamics. In in-
spiral stage, these BHs leads to a modified TH phenomena due to their selective
absorption at characteristic frequencies. Similarly, in the ringdown phase, area-
quantized BHs give rise to repeated echo signals. These observables may contain
valuable information about the quantum micro-structure of the underlying QBHs.

The entropy-area proportionality is a robust feature of BHs in GR. However, vari-
ous putative modifications may lead to deviations from this fact. Using this gen-
eral ground, we postulated a new model of BH area-quantization which, unlike the
Bekenstein-Mukhanov’s construction, is non-uniform. Therefore, studying various
signatures of area-quantization in current and future GW observations may give us
a useful way to test the entropy-area proportionality. This, in our opinion, is a step-
ping stone towards understanding the quantum nature of gravity.

As suggested by our study, it is highly likely that with the advent of future GW
detectors having better accuracy, sensitivity and signal-to-ratio, we will be able to
put stringent bounds on various parameters of area-quantization. For this pur-
pose, we have also sketched few methods that can potentially distinguish between
uniform/non-uniform area discretization models and uplift other ambiguity too.
Moreover, there are ample scopes to extend our work and look for more GW ob-
servables. For example, it would be interesting to study the near-merger features of
BH area-quantization, for which one needs the powerful toolkit of numerical rela-
tivity. We leave such exercises for future attempts.
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Chapter 7
Black Hole Perturbations and
Quasi-Normal Modes

This Chapter is based on the work: Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 2, 024038 by R. Ghosh,
N. Franchini, S. Völkel, and E. Barausse [136].

In the previous chapter, we discussed how gravitational radiation from BH coa-
lescence events can unravel hitherto unknown aspects of strong-field and highly
relativistic regime of gravity. Our discussion will remain incomplete if we do not
consider one of the most promising probes to the near-horizon BH physics, namely
the emission of QNMs in the postmerger phase of these BH binaries [249–251]. Such
modes are emitted by perturbed BHs, akin to the dynamics of a damped-harmonic
oscillator, as they try to attain their final state of equilibrium and therefore, con-
tain valuable information of the underlying BH spacetime. In the framework of
GR, QNM spectrum of BHs is uniquely determined by only two parameters, their
mass M and spin a [131–135]. Moreover, finding these modes are particularly sim-
ple as the governing perturbation equations (for scalar, vector and gravitational)
in Schwarzschild/Kerr background decouple into radial and angular parts. How-
ever, in general, one may not have such luxury for BH solutions of modified the-
ory. Then, the most straightforward way to progress is to compute the QNMs in a
theory-by-theory basis. A few such notable efforts include theories like dynamical
Chern-Simons gravity [252–255], Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet gravity [256–261],
and Lorentz-violating gravity [262].

However, the scope of this theory-by-theory based approach is limited and one is
forced to develop more general theory-independent methods for finding QNMs. In
this general direction, a few works are worth mentioning. There has been a recent
interest in generalizing the Teukolsky equation governing the gravitational pertur-
bations beyond GR in such a way that is valid for arbitrary values of the BH spin
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parameter [263, 264]. Other theory-agnostic approaches include the parameterized
QNM framework [265–269], the effective field theory of QNMs [270, 271], and pa-
rameterized BH metrics [272]. However, these methods are also limited to perturba-
tions involving spherically symmetric or slowly rotating BHs. Thus for describing
realistic astrophysical BHs, we need more general method that can tackle arbitrary
spin values. In this front, there exist a few recent works that either study eikonal
QNMs [119, 273–276], or add order-by-order corrections in powers of the spin pa-
rameter [277,278]. Also, a technique was introduced in Ref. [279] for finding QNMs
of rotating BHs in higher-derivative gravity.

In this chapter, we present an alternative approach for efficiently calculating the
QNMs of BHs in situations where the background geometries do not lead to separa-
ble perturbation equations. These geometries are, however, assumed to be perturba-
tively close to some background with known QNM modes, like Kerr/Schwarzschild
BHs. To demonstrate its effectiveness, we delve into the technical intricacies of our
proposed method and for concreteness, study scalar perturbations in Schwarzschild
and Kerr BH endowed with an anomalous quadrupole moment. Our method also
shows a universal structure of the eikonal QNMs for such deformed BHs.

7.1 Methodology

Let us consider a stationary and axisymmetric spacetime that is perturbatively ”close”
to the Kerr metric g(0)µν given by Eq. (1.1.4),

gµν(r, θ) = g(0)µν (r, θ) + ϵ g(1)µν (r, θ) . (7.1.1)

Here, g(1)µν represents the deviation from the Kerr background and ϵ is a small devi-
ation parameter. We shall treat ϵ as an expansion parameter and neglect all higher
order terms. For example, in the case of a slowly rotating Kerr BH, the background
is the Schwarzschild metric (Kerr with spin a = 0) and the deviation metric is the
linearized gtϕ-coefficient of the Kerr metric. Then, in this particular scenario, the di-
mensionless spin ϵ = a/M serves as the expansion parameter. However, in general,
we will not assume any additional restriction on the structure of g(1)µν (r, θ) except
stationarity and axisymmetry.

Although the method we are about to present here is valid for any background met-
ric g(0)µν whose QNMs are known, we consider it to be the Kerr metric for there is a
natural choice of angular basis in this spacetime, namely the spheroidal harmonics
Sℓm(θ) equipped with eimϕ. With this, we want to study the dynamics of a scalar
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perturbation Ψ(x) in the BH spacetime given by Eq. (7.1.1). The scalar wave (Klein-
Gordon) equation in this spacetime takes the form gµν∇µ∇νΨ = 0. Now, we use
the usual decomposition of Ψ(x) as [133, 280, 281],

Ψ =
∫

dω ∑
ℓ,m

Zℓm(r)√
r2 + a2

Sℓm(θ) e−iωt+imφ . (7.1.2)

In this context, one should note that the scalar spheroidal harmonics Sℓm(θ) form a
complete angular basis [133, 280] and satisfy the bi-orthogonality relation [282],∫

dΩ Sℓm(θ) S∗
ℓ′m′(θ)ei(m−m′)φ = δℓℓ′ δmm′ . (7.1.3)

Then, for the Kerr background (ϵ = 0), the Klein-Gordon equation decoupled into
radial and angular parts:

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r) Zℓm = 0 ; (7.1.4)

1
sin θ

d
dθ

[
sin θ

dSℓm(θ)

dθ

]
+

[
a2ω2 cos2θ + λℓm − m2

sin2θ

]
Sℓm(θ) = 0 , (7.1.5)

where r∗(r) is the Kerr tortoise coordinate defined by dr/dr∗ = h(r) = ∆/(r2 + a2),
and λℓm is a separation constant. Interestingly, the second equation is automatically
satisfied by the spheroidal harmonics discussed above. And, in case of a spheri-
cally symmetric background like Schwarzschild, we recover the spherical harmon-
ics Yℓm(θ, ϕ) as the angular basis.

On the other hand, the radial equation Eq. (7.1.4) has to be solved with suitable
boundary conditions to obtain the QNMs. It contains an effective potential V(0)

ℓm [281]
given by,

V(0)
ℓm (r) =

K2(r)− λℓm ∆(r)
(r2 + a2)2 − dG(r)

dr∗
− G2(r) . (7.1.6)

Here, K(r) = (r2 + a2)ω − a m, and G(r) = r ∆(r)/(r2 + a2)2. In the limit a → 0, we
get back the corresponding results for Schwarzschild case.

Now, we want to study the most general scenario where ϵ ̸= 0 and the perturbation
equation does not separate automatically like that of Kerr/Schwarzschild. In the
linear order of the deviation parameter ϵ, the Klein-Gordon equation boils down to
the following expression,

∫
dω ∑

ℓ,m
e−iωt+imφSℓm(θ)

[
d2

dr2
∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r)
]

Zℓm = ϵJ [Ψ] , (7.1.7)
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where using the notation
√
−det g = g(0) + ϵ g(1), the source term is given by,

J [Ψ] = − h(r)ρ2

g(0)
√

r2 + a2
∂µ

[
g(0) gµν

(1) ∂νΨ + g(1) gµν

(0) ∂νΨ
]

, (7.1.8)

where the derivatives are taken in terms of xµ = (t, r, θ, φ), referring to the Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates in which the metric Eq. (7.1.1) is written. Then, we may use
the decomposition of Ψ to rewrite the source term in a more suggestive form: J =∫

dω ∑ℓ,m e−iωt+imφ Jℓm(r, θ), with its component having the following structure,

Jℓm(r, θ) = a(r, θ)Zℓm(r)S′
ℓm(θ) + b(r, θ)Z′

ℓm(r)Sℓm(θ) + cℓm(r, θ)Zℓm(r)Sℓm(θ) .
(7.1.9)

The explicit expressions of a, b, and cℓm in terms of various metric components can
be found in Appendix C [Section C.1].

Now, using the completeness of spheroidal harmonics, we can decompose Jℓm(r, θ)

as Jℓm(r, θ) = ∑ℓ′ jℓℓ′m(r)Sℓ′m(θ) and then, the perturbation equation takes the form,

Sℓm(θ)

[
d2

dr2
∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r)
]

Zℓm(r) = ϵ ∑
ℓ′

jℓℓ′m(r)Sℓ′m(θ) . (7.1.10)

We can completely decouple the above equation by employing the bi-orthogonality
relation given by Eq. (7.1.3). This will give us the longed for radial perturbation
equation. However, our work is not finished because of the sum on RHS involves
coupling between different ℓ′-modes. To make it apparent, lets recall that jℓℓ′(r) is a
linear combination of just Z and Z′, i.e., we have

jℓ′m ≡ jℓ′ℓ′m = αℓ′m(r) Zℓ′m + βℓ′m(r)
dZℓ′m

dr∗
, (7.1.11)

where the exact forms of αℓ′m and βℓ′m depend on the exact form of g(1)µν under con-
sideration. With this structure at hand, the radial perturbation equation can be writ-
ten as

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r) Zℓm = ϵ jℓm + ϵ ∑
ℓ′ ̸=ℓ

jℓ′m . (7.1.12)

Note that this equation makes the coupling between ℓ′ ̸= ℓ modes completely ex-
plicit. However, one can do further simplification by absorbing the Z′

ℓm term coming
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from jℓm into a field redefinition Zℓm → Zℓm exp [−ϵ/2
∫

drβℓm(r)/h(r)] yielding 1

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ Vℓm(r) Zℓm = ϵ ∑

ℓ′ ̸=ℓ

jℓ′m , (7.1.13)

where we have obtained the the master potential as

Vℓm(r) = V(0)
ℓm (r)− ϵ

[
αℓm(r)−

1
2

β′
ℓm(r) h(r)

]
. (7.1.14)

The above differential equation still represents a coupled system because of the
coupling among ℓ′ = ℓ, ℓ ± 1, ℓ ± 2, . . . ) modes present in the RHS of Eq. (7.1.13).
Thus, to decouple the system, it is suggestive to make another field redefinition:
Zℓm(r) = Xℓm(r) + ϵ Uℓm(r), so that Uℓm(r) satisfies the following differential equa-
tion

d2Uℓm
dr2

∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r)Uℓm = ∑
ℓ′ ̸=ℓ

jℓ′m(r) := Tℓm(r∗) . (7.1.15)

Then, Xℓm obeys the QNM master equation, which is the main result of this chapter,

d2Xℓm
dr2

∗
+ Vℓm(r) Xℓm = 0 , (7.1.16)

where the potential is given by Eq. (7.1.14). Among these two equations, the first
one involving Uℓm is an ordinary differential equation with known coefficients.
Whereas, the later one involving Xℓm is an eigenvalue equation, which has to be
solved to obtain the QNMs ωℓm by imposing ingoing boundary conditions at the
horizon and outgoing boundary conditions at infinity. We shall demonstrate this by
considering some explicit examples in the subsequent sections.

Though knowing the explicit form of Uℓm is not required to solve for the QNM spec-
trum from the master equation in Eq. (7.1.16), we must argue that such solution exist
under the ingoing (outgoing) boundary conditions at the horizon (spatial infinity).
We shall devote Appendix C [Section C.2] to discuss this in great details. More-
over, we shall also demonstrate an explicit example on the construction of Uℓm in
Appendix C [Section C.3].

7.2 Application and Results

To illustrate the method described above, let us now consider a few concrete exam-
ples. In all the cases, the background metric is taken to be either Schwarzschild or
Kerr.

1One must ensure that the boundary conditions at r∗ → ±∞ for the new functions Zℓm are the same as for the old functions.
This is achieved by requiring that β falls off at least as 1/r2

∗ as r∗ → ±∞. This is verified for all the examples we will consider
later. In fact, in those examples, we will have β(r) = 0 and thus, the transformation is not needed in the first place.
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7.2.1 Slowly Rotating Kerr BH

In this example, we want to study a slowly rotating Kerr spacetime. Thus, the back-
ground g(0)µν is the Schwarzschild metric, and the deviation g(1)µν has only two non-
zero components, gtϕ(1) = gϕt(1) = −2M2 sin2 θ/r with the deviation parameter
ϵ = a/M. Therefore, g(0) = r2 sin θ, g(1) = 0, and gµν

(1) has only two non-zero com-

ponents, gtϕ
(1) = gϕt

(1) = − 2M2

r2(r−2M)
. Also, due to spherical symmetry, we shall choose

to work with the spherical harmonics Yℓm(θ, ϕ) as the angular basis.

Then, using Eq. (7.1.8), we get the source term as J [Ψ] = 4 M2ω m
r2(r−2M)

Ψ. Finally, the
QNM master equation becomes

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+

[
VSch
ℓ (r) + ϵ

4 M2 ω m
r3

]
Zℓm = 0 , (7.2.1)

where the Schwarzschild potential is denoted by

VSch
ℓ (r) = ω2 − f (r)

[
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2 − 2M
r3

]
(7.2.2)

with f (r) = 1 − 2M/r. The master equation, which can be solved for the QNM
frequencies, matches exactly with that given in Refs. [283, 284].

7.2.2 Schwarzschild Quadrupole BH

As discussed in Chapter 1, vacuum BH solutions of GR are characterized by only
two parameters, namely mass M and spin a. In other words, all higher multipole
moments are uniquely fixed by these two parameters alone [285, 286]. However,
in the presence of putative modifications to GR, BHs may violate aforesaid novel
results by growing extra hairs. Over the years, many extensive studies have been
performed to understand the observational signatures of such non-Kerr BHs [113–
115, 117–119, 157, 287–289].

Motivated by these works, we now perform the QNM analysis of a Schwarzschild
BH with an anomalous (different from GR) quadrupole moment ϵ. To achieve this
task, let us construct a BH metric that has Schwarzschild-like structure near the hori-
zon and boils down to the static Hartle-Thorne metric as r → ∞ [112, 290–292]. We
are interested to study the effect of the quadrupole moment on QNMs, and neglect
terms containing quadratic and higher powers in ϵ. Up to the linear order in ϵ, the
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non-zero covariant metric components are as follows:

gtt = − f (r) [1 + ϵ f1(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

grr = f (r)−1 [1 − ϵ f1(r) P2(cos θ)] , (7.2.3)

gθθ = (sin θ)−2 gϕϕ = r2 [1 − ϵ f1(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

where f1(r) = 2 f (r) (M/r)3, and P2(cos θ) is the Legendre polynomial of second or-
der. The choice of f1(r) ensures that the leading asymptotic fall-off proportional to
the quadrupole moment is same as that of Hartle-Thorne metric. Moreover, since we
have chosen the function f1(r) in such a way that it vanishes at the horizon r = 2M
(same as Schwarzschild BH), the corresponding near-horizon boundary condition
remains the same as that of Schwarzschild BH.

Now, we can calculate the source term as,

J [Ψ] =
4M3 ω2

r3 P2(cos θ)Ψ . (7.2.4)

The presence of the product P2(cos θ)Yℓm(θ, ϕ) in J will ultimately cause a cou-
pling among various angular momentum components and the quadrupole. Then,
to decouple the radial and angular parts of the perturbation equation, we shall use
of the following relation [284],

(cos θ)Yℓm = Qℓ+1,m Yℓ+1 m + Qℓm Yℓ−1 m , with Qℓm =

√
ℓ2 − m2

4ℓ2 − 1
. (7.2.5)

An important observation that we shall use later is Qℓm vanishes for m = ±ℓ. More-
over, two application of this recursion relation shows that the source term given by
Eq. (7.2.4) will lead to a coupling between {ℓ, ℓ± 2} modes in the radial perturbation
equation,

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ Vℓm(r)Zℓm = 3 ϵ ω2 f1(r) (Bℓ+2m Zℓ+2m + Bℓm Zℓ−2m) , (7.2.6)

where dr∗ = dr/ f (r) is the Schwarzschild tortoise coordinate, Aℓm = Q2
ℓm + Q2

ℓ+1 m,
and Bℓm = Qℓ−1 mQℓm. Finally, following the methodology section (for more explicit
calculation, see Section C.3 in the Appendix), we can decouple this equation and
recast it in the form of the master equation given by Eq. (7.1.16) with potential

Vℓm(r) = VSch
ℓ (r)− ϵ ω2 f1(r) (3Aℓm − 1) . (7.2.7)

With this setup, we shall now proceed to calculate the QNMs using two methods
namely, the method of continued fraction [293, 294] and a linear expansion in ϵ as
suggested in Refs. [265,268]. The results of these two methods agree well, as shown
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FIGURE 7.1: Absolute relative difference between the both real (solid) and imaginary (dashed) parts of
the ℓ = m = 2 scalar QNM mode of a Schwarzschild BH with and without the quadrupolar correction.
QNMs calculated via the continued fraction method (blue line) and linear expansion in ϵ (orange line)
matches quite well.

in Fig. 7.1. As expected, the effect of ϵ on the QNMs is always small, reflecting the
fact that we are working in the linear approximation regime. Moreover, to check
the validity of our decoupling technique, we have compared these QNMs with that
obtained from Eq. (7.2.6) with the RHS coupling terms. For this, we truncate the
coupling at different ℓmax and use the numerical method given in Ref. [294]. And,
we found that as ℓmax increases, say ℓ+ 2 to ℓ+ 4, the relative difference between
these truncated QNMs and the previously obtained QNMs decreases at the linear
order in ϵ, suggesting the validity of our decoupling method.

Now, we proceed to study the eikonal limit (ℓ = m ≫ 1) of the QNM modes. For
both Kerr and Schwarzschild BHs, there is a well-known correspondence between
the eikonal QNMs and the motion of photons near the LR [295–300]. In particular,
the real part of the eikonal QNMs is related to the orbital frequency of the photons’
orbit at the LR, whereas the imaginary part correspond to the associated Lyapunov
exponent. Thus, it is a natural question to ask whether such correspondence is valid
also for the Schwarzschild quadrupole BH under consideration. This expectation
is supported by the following reasoning. In the eikonal limit, the scalar perturba-
tion takes the form Ψ = A exp(i S), where S is a rapidly varying phase. Then, the
Klein-Gordon equation reduces to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation gµν∂µS ∂νS = 0,
representing the geodesic motion of photons [301, 302]. For this check, it is suffi-
cient to consider only the equatorial motion of photons, as they remain confined
in this plane if started with the initial conditions (θ = π/2, θ̇ = 0). However,
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there is one subtle point that one should be careful about. The eikonal correspon-
dence is only apparent when both the QNM equation and the null geodesic equa-
tion are expressed in terms of the same tortoise coordinate. In our case, however,
the QNM equation contains the Schwarzschild tortoise coordinate r∗ which is dif-
ferent from the tortoise coordinate r̄∗ of the Schwarzschild quadrupole metric. In
fact, at the equatorial plane, they are related as: dr̄∗ = dr∗ (1 + ϵ f1(r)/2). There-
fore, one should first rewrite the master equation for ℓ = m ≫ 1 as, d2Xℓm/dr2

∗ +

Veik
ℓm (r)Xℓm = 0. Here, the potential is given by

Veik
ℓm (r) ≃ ω2[1 + ϵ f1(r)

]
− ℓ2 f (r)

r2 . (7.2.8)

After some easy manipulation (for more details see Appendix C [Section C.4]), one
gets the potential in r∗-coordinate as

Ṽeik
ℓm ≃

[
1 − ϵ f1(r)

]
Veik
ℓm (r) ≃ ω2 − ℓ2 f (r)

r2

[
1 − ϵ f1(r)

]
, (7.2.9)

where Veik
ℓm (r) is given by Eq. (7.2.8). On the other hand, the equatorial photon po-

tential can be calculated from the geodesic equation as V(r) = E2 − L2 f (r)
[
1 −

ϵ f1(r)
]
/r2, with L and E are respectively the angular momentum and energy of the

photon. Thus, the eikonal QNM potential matches exactly with the the equatorial
photon potential, provided we identify the energy E and the angular momentum L
of the photon with the eikonal QNM frequency ω and angular momentum quantum
number ℓ.

For an explicit representation of the correspondence, we note that the location of the
equatorial LR is given by rp = 3M + ϵ M/81. Then, in the eikonal limit, the LR fre-

quency and Lyapunov exponent can be computed to be Ωp = (1 − ϵ/81) /
(

3
√

3 M
)

and |λp| = (243 − 4 ϵ) /
(

729
√

3 M
)

, respectively. See Refs. [273, 274] for more de-
tails. And, the eikonal QNM frequency is given by ωnℓ ≈ ℓΩp − i(n + 1/2) |λp|,
similar to the Schwarzschild case. Here, we have used the fact that the real part of
the background Schwarzschild QNMs has the form ωSch

R ≈ ℓΩSch
p and Aℓm → 0 in

the eikonal limit.

Interestingly, for a small perturbation |ϵ| ≪ 1, the BHs remain stable as the imagi-
nary part of ωnℓ is always negative. In fact, it is expected since we are working in
the linear expansion regime. However, there is a way to distinguish different signs
of ϵ. Since the relaxation time is inversely proportional to |λp|, positive (negative)
values of ϵ leads to a slower (faster) decay of perturbations than Schwarzschild.
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7.2.3 Kerr Quadrupole BH

In the same spirit of the previous Schwarzschild case, we may construct a rotat-
ing BH metric that has Kerr-like structure near the event horizon at r+ = M +√

M2 − a2, and has same leading order asymptotic structure as that of the rotating
Hartle-Thorne metric given by Eqs.(2.13–2.16) of Ref. [112] at asymptotic infinity.
The deviation parameter in this metric is ϵ = q − (a/M)2, where q and a/M are
the dimensionless quadrupole moment and spin parameter of the background Kerr
BH given by Eq. (1.1.4). Up to the linear order in ϵ, he non-zero covariant metric
components are as follows:

gtt = gKerr
tt [1 + ϵ f2(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

grr = gKerr
rr [1 − ϵ f2(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

gθθ = gKerr
θθ [1 − ϵ f2(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

gϕϕ = gKerr
ϕϕ [1 − ϵ f2(r) P2(cos θ)] ,

gtϕ = gKerr
tϕ ,

(7.2.10)

where f2(r) = 2 F(r) (M/r)3 with F(r) = ∆(r)/r2 and ∆(r) = r2 − 2 M r + a2. The
above metric reduces to the Schwarzschild-quadrupole metric given by Eq. (7.2.3)
in the limit a → 0. Let us now study the leading effect of the anomalous quadrupole
moment on the QNM spectrum.

The first step is to find out the source term J [Ψ], which can be directly calculated
using Eq. (7.1.8). Nevertheless, for simplicity, we make one more approximation
and expand the source term in the powers of aω, which is perfectly valid away from
the extremal limit (a → M). Under this assumption, we can express the spheroidal
harmonics Sℓm(θ) as a linear combination of the generalized Legendre polynomials
Pℓm(θ),

Sℓm(θ) =
∞

∑
n=0

(aω)2n
N

∑
k=−2n

K(N)
ℓ k m Pm

ℓ+k(θ) (7.2.11)

where the coefficients K(N)
ℓ k m can be easily found using the Black Hole Perturbation

Toolkit [303]. Finally, one gets the following perturbation equation,

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ Vℓm(r) Zℓm = ϵ ∑

ℓ′ ̸=ℓ

jℓ′m + ϵO(aNωN) . (7.2.12)
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FIGURE 7.2: Absolute relative difference between the both real (solid) and imaginary (dashed) parts of
the ℓ = m = 2 scalar QNM mode of a Kerr BH with and without the quadrupolar correction. For various
values of the spin parameter (in units of M = 1), the QNM modes are calculated using the continued fraction
method.

Then, following Appendix C [Section C.4], we can decouple the above equation in
the form of Eq. (7.1.16). And, the QNM potential for N = 2 is given by,

Vℓm = V(0)
ℓm (r) + 3 ϵ a2ω4 f1(r)

(
K(1)
ℓ 2 m Bm

ℓ+2 + K(1)
ℓ−2 m Bℓm

)
− ϵ f2(r)(a2 + r2)−2 f3(r) + ϵO(a3ω3) , (7.2.13)

where
{

f1, f2, Aℓm, Bℓm, Kℓm, V(0)
ℓm

}
are defined earlier, and

f3(r) = r
[
ω2 r3 − 2ma ωM + a2ω2(r + 2 M)

]
(3Aℓm − 1)

+ a2ω2 ∆(r)
[
(3Aℓm − 1)Aℓm + 3(Bm

ℓ+2)
2 + 3(Bℓm)

2
]

,
(7.2.14)

Similar to the non-spinning case, we are now all set to plot the QNM modes and
compare them with that of Kerr BHs. This is demonstrated in Fig. 7.2, which plots
the relative difference in the ℓ = m = 2 scalar QNM modes between a Kerr quadrupole
BH and a Kerr BH of equivalent mass and spin as a function of the anomalous
quadrupole moments ϵ for various spin values a. It is noteworthy that as the values
of a and ϵ increase, both the real and imaginary parts of the QNM modes exhibit
a rise in relative differences. Nevertheless, these differences consistently remain
small, underscoring our reliance on the linear approximation. Whereas in Fig. 7.3,
we show that the QNM modes converges very quickly as we increase the order of
expansion (aω)N of the potential given by Eq. (7.2.13). It is apparent from this figure
that the size |∆ω| of the relative difference in the ℓ = m = 2 mode, when consider-
ing the quadratic and quartic expansions is smaller than that between the linear and
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FIGURE 7.3: Comparison of the absolute difference for the ℓ = m = 2 QNM modes at different order
of expansion in (aω)N of the potential in Eq. (7.2.14). Solid lines compare the modes between N = 1 and
N = 2 truncation, whereas dashed lines show the difference between N = 2 and N = 4 approximations.
The colors represent the same spin values as in Fig. 7.2.

quadratic expansions for any fixed values of (a, ϵ). This figure also clarifies that the
spin expansion presented in our work differs from the pure slow-rotation expan-
sion described in previous studies [283, 304, 305]. Finally, we have also numerically
checked that the QNMs in the eikonal limit is in very good agreement with the pho-
ton’s orbit at the LR for large values of ℓ (say, ℓ = 10). Moreover, even for moderate
values of ℓ (say, ℓ = 4) such correspondence is quite apparent.

7.3 Summary

In this chapter, we have outlined a general methodology for computing the scalar
QNMs of BHs in scenarios where the exact separability of perturbation equation is
unattainable, but the departure of the background Schwarzschild/Kerr spacetime
is small. Building on an underlying concept previously employed in the context
of rotating BHs in higher-derivative gravity (as discussed in Ref. [279]), our ap-
proach involves an approximate reformulation (keeping terms only up to the linear
order in the deviation parameter) of the perturbation equation in the basis of spheri-
cal/spheroidal harmonics. Despite the coupling among radial functions with differ-
ent quantum numbers, we prescribe a judicious redefinition of the radial function to
diagonalize (or decouple) the system. Finally, the corrections to the QNM spectrum
from that of Kerr/Schwarzschild BHs are achieved via usual methods (such as con-
tinued fraction method).
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We have also checked the robustness and reliability of our approach in various ways.
For example, when applied to a slowly rotating Kerr BH, our method yields the
well-known analytical results for the scalar perturbation equation. Moreover, for
the Kerr quadrupole case, the QNM frequencies calculated at different orders of ex-
pansion when transitioning from spheroidal to spherical harmonics exhibit a quick
convergence. Finally, we have explored the eikonal limit, which relates the orbital
frequency at the photon ring and its Lyapunov exponent to the QNMs. Our findings
reveal a strong agreement, particularly for large values of ℓ, and the correct trend
for moderate values.

There are various ways to extend our method. It seems a generalization to higher-
order deviation is possible, which may be useful for stability analysis of these de-
formed non-Kerr BHs. However, the most important extension of our method would
be to incorporate gravitational perturbation. But, in this context, it should be noted
that such a task is non-trivial and requires one to compute the background metric in
a specific modified theory of gravity and then derive the set of perturbation equa-
tions. Despite all these complications, the exercise is undoubtedly important as a
potential tool to constraint the anomalous multipoles of BHs, which can be treated
as a powerful probe for the no-hair properties of BHs. We leave this goal for an
future attempt.
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Chapter 8
Constraining the topological
Gauss-Bonnet coupling from GW150914

This Chapter is based on the work: Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 4, L041503 (Letter) by
K. Chakravarti, R. Ghosh, and S. Sarkar.

Besides its crucial application in BH stability analysis discussed in the previous
chapter, BH perturbation theory is especially useful to determine the characteris-
tics of the remnant BH formed as an end state of binary mergers. In the framework
of GR, the remnant BH achieve its final state of equilibrium as a Kerr BH by the
emission of damped sinusoidal modes. These QNM modes bear the fingerprints of
the mass and spin of the underlying central object, which can be inferred from an
analysis of the post-merger ringdown signal of a binary event. In contrast, before
the coalescence, the corresponding properties of the component Kerr BHs can be
measured independently using the inspiral signal. Recently, these techniques have
been used [190] for the event GW150914 to test one of the most important proper-
ties of GR BHs, namely Hawking’s area theorem [137, 140]. In the context of BH
mergers, the global version of this theorem dictates that the final BH’s area must be
larger than the total initial area of the component Kerr BHs in the inspiral phase.
Moreover, in GR, due to entropy-area proportionality, an increase of BH area also
implies an increase of BH entropy during the merger. Therefore, the aforesaid test
of the area law can also be viewed as a test of the global version of the BH second
law.

However, in the presence of putative higher-curvature modifications of GR, entropy-
area proportionality is no longer valid and a verification of the area law does not
generally entail the validity of the second law. For concreteness, let us consider the
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following theory,

A =
1

16π

∫ √
−g d4x

(
R + α R2 + β RµνRµν + γ RµνρσRµνρσ

)
, (8.0.1)

which represents the most general 4-dimensional theory of gravity containing up to
quadratic order modification to GR. The dimensionful couplings α, β and γ denote
the length scales at which the corresponding higher curvature terms are important.
Due to the presence of extra propagating modes, the GW signatures of this theory
is starkly different from that GR. Thus, for our purpose, we shall consider a special
combination (known as the Gauss-Bonnet term) of the quadratic curvature terms
that do not modify the gravitational dynamics,

A =
1

16π

∫ √
−g d4x (R + γLGB) . (8.0.2)

Here, as a consequence of celebrated Gauss-Bonnet theorem, the term LGB = R2 −
4 RµνRµν + RµνρσRµνρσ is topological in D = 4. Therefore, the Kerr BH remains a so-
lution of this theory and the dynamics of the GWs propagating in this background
is same as GR. Therefore, it may seem the coupling γ has no consequence and thus,
cannot be constrained via observations/experiments.

Nevertheless, the above claim is not entirely correct and there are some important
consequences of this term. For example, it is known that γ > 0 can increase the in-
stability of 4D de Sitter spacetime by allowing nucleation of BHs [306]. However, the
most striking effect of this topological term is on the second law of BH mechanics.
In fact, we shall see that unless the coupling γ is constrained, the Gauss-Bonnet term
may lead to a decrease of BH entropy during a merger process. Thus, demanding
validity of the second law, we will put stringent bound on γ using GW observation.
And, as per our knowledge, this is the first such bound on this coefficient.

8.1 Entropy Change in a Merger Process

We are interested in calculating the change of entropy in a BH-BH merger event.
For this purpose, we may consider both the initial BHs (in the inspiral phase) and
final one (remnant) are well approximated by Kerr metrics with masses and spins
(Mi, ai) for i = {1, 2}, and (M f , a f ), respectively. Then, using Wald’s prescription
for the theory in Eq. (8.0.2), the entropy of any one of these BHs receives a correction
proportional to the Euler character χ = 2 of its horizon cross sections (topological
spheres) [191–193],

S =
A
4
+ 2 π γ χ . (8.1.1)
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FIGURE 8.1: Formation of the final Kerr BH with horizon slice H f by merging two initial Kerr BHs with
horizon slices H1 and H2. The Euler character changes discontinuously from the initial (Σi) to final (Σ f )
Cauchy slice, ∆χ = 2 − (2 + 2) = −2.

It appears that the correction term remains constant and does not influence any dy-
namical change of the BH spacetime. Nevertheless, this conclusion is prematurely
drawn and holds true only under the condition that the topology of the horizon
cross sections remains unaltered. In particular, for the the merger of two Kerr BHs
as depicted in Fig. 8.1, the initial horizon slice Σi exhibits a topology resembling a
disjoint union two separate 2-spheres, while the final horizon slice Σ f adopts the
topology of a single 2-sphere. Hence, there is a transition between distinct topo-
logical configurations that takes place precisely at the moment of the merger. The
specific location of this merger point may vary depending on the chosen spacetime
foliation. Nevertheless, if the classical second law holds analogous to the area in-
crease theorem in GR, then entropy should invariably increase regardless of the fo-
liation. However, it seems that entropy change given by

∆S =
∆A
4

+ 2 π γ ∆χ =
∆A
4

− 4 π γ , (8.1.2)

could be negative (∆S < 0) even for a positive area change ∆A > 0, since during the
merger the surface area undergoes a continuous change, whereas the Euler number
experiences an abrupt and instantaneous jump ∆χ = −2 [192, 307]. Therefore, a
global violation of the second law is unavoidable, unless the value of the coupling
γ is constrained. In the above argument, we have assumed γ > 0 motivated by
the result from Ref. [308]. In fact, for negative values of γ, the second law could be
violated during the formation of BHs from collapse. It is because at the instant that
the horizon first appears its area A is arbitrarily small, and hence, Eq. (8.1.1) implies
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S < 0 [192, 307]. All these arguments justify the choice γ > 0, which we shall use in
the subsequent discussions.

We can also examine the local violation of the second law. Recall that in the context
of GR, the area of the event horizon increases continuously at each moment during
a BH binary coalescence. However, the scenario changes drastically as we introduce
the topological Gauss-Bonnet term. Then, although the area still undergoes a con-
tinuous increase, the Euler number experiences a sudden discontinuity during the
merger. Consequently, there always exists a slice where ∆S is negative, resulting
in an instantaneous entropy reduction, regardless of the value of the Gauss-Bonnet
coefficient γ > 0. This reduction may even occur with a very small value of γ [307].
However, it is worth considering that Wald’s formula for BH entropy may not be
applicable in a violent, non-stationary phase like BH merger. Nevertheless, for the
case of a global violation of the second law we are interested in, the metrics at the
initial and final time slices closely resemble stationary Kerr BHs and we can use
Wald’s prescription. Then, Eq. (8.1.2) and all its consequences are non-negotiable.

Furthermore, in Ref. [309], it is proposed that if we regard 4D EGB gravity as an
effective theory, the violation of the second law would necessitate a regime in which
the semi-classical approximation breaks down. While this argument holds some
merit, it does not exclude the possibility of a violation beyond the scope of the ef-
fective theory assumption. It is also worth noting that we can employ any value
for the parameter γ without altering the classical equations of motion. Therefore, it
becomes imperative to determine the constraints on this parameter to prevent any
violation of the second law. Indeed, Ref. [307] demonstrates that it is feasible to
exploit entropy reduction in the context of the 4D topological Gauss-Bonnet term,
creating conditions that can lead to entropy decrease even in higher-dimensional
Lovelock gravity. This is made possible through a Kaluza-Klein compactification of
the original 5D spacetime into a 4D one.

8.2 Bound on the Topological EGB Coupling

All the above discussions suggest that γ must obey an upper bound so as to protect
the validity of the BH second law, which using Eq. (8.1.2) can be represented as

γ <
∆A
16π

:= γmax . (8.2.1)

Therefore, a measurement of the area change during the merger of two Kerr BHs
immediately entails an upper bound on the coupling γ. For this purpose, we may
use the analysis of Ref. [190], which obtains a posterior distribution of area change
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FIGURE 8.2: Plot of probability density of the dimensionless coupling (γmax/A0). The region to the left
of the black vertical line violates the area law.

∆A from the GW data of the event GW150914. However, since the correspond-
ing data are not yet publicly available, one can only quote a rough point estimate,
∆A/A0 < 0.60 from the [220] mode [190]. Consequently, Eq. (8.2.1) implies the re-
sult, (γmax/A0) < 0.012 with A0 being the total area of the two initial Kerr BHs.
However, to obtain a much better estimation for γmax, we can utilize the probability
distribution of (∆A/A0) provided in Ref. [310]. It can then be translated to the cor-
responding probability distribution for the dimensionless coupling (γmax/A0). Our
result is depicted in Fig. 8.2.

Estimates Models

0.012+0.034
−0.005 (NRSur7dq4 before tmeco)

Damped sinusoid [220](after tmerg + 3 ms)

0.011+0.027
−0.003 (NRSur7dq4 before tmerg)

Damped sinusoid [220](after tmerg + 3 ms)

0.020+0.006
+0.037 (NRSur7dq4 before tmerg)

Damped sinusoid [220](after tmerg)

TABLE 8.1: Upper bounds on (γmax/A0) with 95% credible interval from different inspiral-merger-
ringdown models as suggested in Ref. [310].
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Also, for different choices of the model, Table Tab. 8.1 summarizes various upper
bounds on the quantity (γmax/A0) at 95% credibility (2σ). We have used the abbre-
viations “meco” and “merg” as shorthands for the minimum energy circular orbit
and merger, respectively. From the above table, we note a good agreement among
the first two models and the point estimation presented earlier from Ref. [190].
Whereas the last model peaks at a value of approximately (γmax/A0) ≈ 0.020, ex-
hibiting an approximately 80% deviation from the other models. This anomaly can
be attributed to inaccuracies stemming from the assumption that the damped sinu-
soidal QNMs initiate immediately after the merger at t = tmerg. Due this reason,
we confine our analysis to the first two models. Finally, using the well-known es-
timates of masses and spins of the initial Kerr BHs for the event GW150914 [190],
we establish an approximate upper bound: γ ≲ γmax ≈ 2.804+7.946

−1.169 × 109 m2 at 95%
credibility. Interestingly, the peak value of this estimate aligns quite well with the
point estimate from Ref. [190].

8.3 Summary

In summary, we have used the recent test of area law reported in Refs. [190, 310]
for a BH-BH merger event (GW150914) to put the first observational bound on the
topological Gauss-Bonnet coupling γ, which is necessary to protect the validity of
the global version of the BH second law. In future, with the observations of BH
mergers generating GWs less efficiently (area change during merger is smaller), one
can make this bound even stronger. Let us now contextualize our bound on γ in
perspective of the established constraints on analogous (quadratic) higher curva-
ture couplings, such as α R2 and β RµνRµν.

The weak-field approximation of such theories shows Yukawa-type correction over
the usual Newtonian potential [165–168], which has been verified via Eöt-Wash ex-
periment and stringent constraint as α < 2 × 10−9 m2 has been reported [167, 169].
This is perhaps the most stringent constraint on non-topological higher curvature
theories attainable through local tabletop experiments. Turning our attention to
astrophysical observations, the Gravity Probe B experiment has placed an upper
bound on α of approximately 5 × 1011 m2 [311]. Likewise, investigations into plane-
tary precession rates have imposed an upper limit of 2.4 × 1018 m2 on the coupling
of R2 gravity [167]. Analyzing the data from the Hulse-Taylor binary pulsar has
yielded a constraint of 1.1× 1016 m2 on this coupling [312]. Additionally, a relatively
weaker bound on the coefficient of RµνRµν has emerged from the analysis of the time
delay between GW170817 and GRB 170817A, constraining β ≲ 1036 m2 [313]. Sim-
ilar constraints on both α and β have been derived from the study of gravitational
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waves generated by binary inspirals [314].

However, so far there was no such bound on the topological GB term, as it has no
effect in the aforesaid gravitational phenomena. Therefore, to the best of our knowl-
edge, ours is the only work that provides an observational constraint on such a term.
Furthermore, in magnitude, our constraint significantly surpasses the previous as-
trophysical bounds imposed on other higher curvature couplings.
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Chapter 9
Conclusion and Future Outlook

Our current understanding of gravity is based on Einstein’s theory of General Rel-
ativity, which describes gravitational interaction as a manifestation of spacetime
curvature. This geometric description is extraordinarily successful in explaining
numerous experiments and observations with a high degree of accuracy. Yet, un-
like other fundamental forces of nature, there is still no consistent quantum the-
ory of gravity and all attempts of reconciling GR with quantum mechanics have
remained incomplete. In addition, as elucidated in the introduction section, GR
also suffers from several other theoretical challenges, which dictate its failure to be
a complete theory of gravity. Though the complete solution of these limitations is
still unknown, various theoretical and observational efforts are constantly under in-
spection to obtain a systematic understanding of the nature of gravity, particularly
in the strong field regime. In the same spirit, this thesis aims to provide a glimpse
of the scientific excitement through a host of studies that explore various theoret-
ical and observational consequences of modified gravity. On the theoretical side,
we have considered BH thermodynamics, stability of compact objects, presence of
BH hairs, and the issue of causality that may provide valuable inputs to discern the
underpinnings of gravitational interactions. Whereas, on the observational side, we
employ GW observations and BH perturbation theory to unravel unknown aspects
of gravitational physics and put stringent bounds on the beyond-GR parameters. In
this chapter, we summarize the main results stemming from these interesting stud-
ies and highlight their possible future generalizations.

After presenting a brief overview of GR, Chapter 1 showcases a few of its limita-
tions and motivate the importance of considering the modified gravity framework.
Subsequently, we move on to an in-depth discussion of various ways to modify GR,
namely by (a) making dynamical changes to the GR action (e.g. higher curvature
gravity), (b) performing observation-oriented phenomenological changes in the so-
lutions of GR (e.g. post-Kerr metric), and (c) invoking kinematical alteration in the
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spacetime structure (e.g. relaxing spacetime symmetry). Furthermore, we review
some of the novel features of modified gravity, which provide a warm-up for the
successive chapters of the thesis.

In Einstein’s theory, stationary BHs possess some remarkable similarities with or-
dinary thermodynamic systems. More precisely, the event horizon of such a space-
time can be endowed with various thermodynamic properties such as temperature
and entropy, which follow the four laws of BH thermodynamics. Among them, the
zeroth law dictates that the surface gravity (and hence, the temperature) of a sta-
tionary Killing horizon is constant. In GR, the validity of this important result fol-
lows as an immediate consequence of Einstein’s field equations and the dominant
energy conditions on matter. However, as is evident, the same proof does not ap-
ply to alternative theories. In addition, the complicated nature of modified gravity
field equations makes the problem so non-trivial that there was no generalization
of the zeroth law for a long time. In Chapter 2, we demonstrate how this long-
standing gap can be bridged in a special class of higher curvature theories known
as the LL gravity, strengthening the idea that applicability of BH thermodynamics
extends beyond GR. Interestingly, such an extension requires an extra assumption
that various geometric quantities at the horizon have smooth limit to GR. Recently,
our technique has been used to prove zeroth law in other modified theories, such as
Horndeski and scalar-hairy Lovelock gravity. Finally, we conclude this chapter by
mentioning other ways to further generalize our result. In particular, we prescribe
a general form of the near-horizon field equations that may support the zeroth law.
In future, it would be interesting to see which alternative gravity models obey such
structure of field equations. If possible, this criteria could be used to classify consis-
tent higher curvature theories based on their thermodynamic properties.

The landscape of modified gravity framework is full of surprises. For example, a
seemingly healthy alternative theory obeying diffeomorphism invariance may still
give rise to pathological phenomena. Hence, it is absolutely essential to constrain
the structure of higher curvature terms in the gravitational action using various con-
sistency criteria, such as the causality constraint prescribed by CEMZ. They argued
that theories in which the the Shapiro time shift experienced by a probe crossing a
shock wave can take either sign (both positive and negative) are acausal, and such
sick theories should be ruled out on the ground of causality. This criteria proves to
be quite powerful in putting rather non-trivial constraints on the nature of modified
gravity. For example, it has been shown that the presence of Gauss-Bonnet coupling
in D ≥ 5 dimensions is ruled out by CEMZ criterion. At this point, it is natural to
ask whether all modified gravity theories suffer from such causality issue. In Chap-
ter 3, we tried to answer this question by considering QG as a toy model. Though
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this theory is generally condemned for the presence of a ghost mode, we argue that
QG can still be considered a well-behaved low-energy effective theory as long as
our probe energy scale lies below the ghost mass. Moreover, this theory appears
naturally as the 1-loop UV completed effective description of gravity, which obeys
other desirable properties like the positive energy theorem. By performing a detail
calculation of graviton dynamics in an exact shock wave background, we show that
QG is free from any causality issue as the time shift is polarization independent and
always positive. Our analysis is not just a duplication of the corresponding GR re-
sult in disguise, as the time delay of QG cannot be mapped to that of GR by using
a field redefinition. Given the importance of this analysis, we have also proposed
a general class of theories, of which GR and QG are two members, that might be
free from the causality issue. In future, it will be interesting to study the causality
constraints in theories involving cubic or higher order curvature terms. The result
such obtained may provide us with invaluable input towards classifying consistent
classical theories of gravity.

Compact objects, both with and without horizons, showcase a multitude of grav-
itational phenomena, which may reveal hitherto unknown aspects of strong grav-
ity. Many of the probes, such as QNMs and shadows, hinge crucially upon the
LRs (if exist) situated outside the central compact object. Given their observational
relevance, there has been a recent interest to study the LR structure in a theory-
independent way. For instance, it has been proven that any stationary, axisym-
metric, asymptotically flat 4-dimensional BH spacetime with a non-extremal and
topologically spherical Killing horizon admits at least one LR outside the horizon
for each rotation sense. However, the existence of LRs does not uniquely fix the
nature of the central compact object. Several known horizonless objects, such as
boson stars and gravastars, also possess LRs. In fact, a similar theorem as in the
case of BHs dictates that under the assumption of an initial LR, the spacetime of a
horizonless compact object always supports an even number of them. And, among
these LRs, at least one must be stable. However, are such horizonless objects stable
under perturbations? Because if they prove to be unstable, we can exclude such ob-
jects on mere physical grounds. In this context, it has been argued that horizonless
compact objects with stable LRs may trap perturbations without letting them decay,
causing destruction of the central object due to nonlinear instability with moderate
timescales. In Chapter 4, we plug one subtle loophole in this argument. Note that
the aforesaid reasoning only holds if there exists a stable LR, which is only guaran-
teed if the spacetime has an initial LR to begin with. However, in general, a hori-
zonless compact object may not contain any such LR, and the instability argument
fails. This is where our theorem comes into play, which dictates that at least for the
particular case of stationary, axisymmetric and asymptotically flat spacetimes (both
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with and without horizons) having an ergoregion, the presence of one LR is always
assured. Therefore, our work provides a strong support in favor of the BH hypothe-
sis that claims objects with LRs are BHs. There are various ways to extend our result
in future. For example, it would be interesting to see whether a similar result holds
in higher dimensions and for asymptotically dS/AdS spacetimes. If true, these re-
sults will facilitate an unambiguous detection of BHs via observations, such as the
shadow imaging by EHT.

We conclude our theoretical explorations by studying departures from the no-hair
properties of BHs. In GR, it is widely believed that gravitational collapse washes
away all information about any additional parameters called hairs and the final BH
can be specified only in terms of conserved quantities such as mass and angular mo-
mentum measured at asymptotic infinity. This claim is backed by a heuristic argu-
ment that any matter fields residing outside a BH would either be emitted away or
absorbed by the BH itself unless those fields were associated with conserved charges
at asymptotic infinity. However, this seemingly sound argument have been falsified
time and again by finding several hairy BH solutions in GR. Furthermore, beyond
the framework of GR, the presence of various putative higher curvature terms can
also lead to the growth of BH hairs. However, from the observational point of view,
the presence of extra hairs can only be captured via far-away observations, if these
hairs must extend sufficiently outside the horizon. Thus, it is crucial to investigate
whether BHs can support short hairs confined solely to the near-horizon region. In
GR, assuming of the weak energy condition (WEC) and the non-positive trace con-
dition on matter, it has been demonstrated that BHs cannot grow short hairs. In
particular, the existing hairs must at least extend to the innermost LR outside the
horizon. But, can we generalize this important result beyond GR? This is exactly
what we have achieved in Chapter 5 by showing that all existing hairs of any static,
spherically symmetric, and asymptotically flat D-dimensional BHs must extend at
least to the innermost LR, regardless of the specific theory of gravity being consid-
ered. In addition, our analysis bears interesting implications on hairs of horizonless
compact objects and the size of LRs as well. In future, one may generalize our work
to scenarios where certain assumptions, like spherical symmetry, asymptotic flat-
ness, or the WEC on matter, are relaxed. Most notably, investigating the short-hair
properties of rotating BHs would be particularly important.

Next, we shift our attention to study various observational signatures of modified
gravity. For this purpose nothing seems better suited than the GW observations by
the LIGO-Virgo collaboration, which have ushered in a new era of testing GR in
strong-gravity regimes. A notable avenue of exploration, thoroughly studied in lit-
erature, is to investigate potential signatures of quantum gravity near the BH event
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horizons. Such quantum effects may yield deviations from the all-absorbing nature
of classical BHs. One such model known as the BH area-quantization was proposed
by Bekenstein and Mukhanov. According to this model, the area of BH event hori-
zons is quantized in equidistant steps, resulting in selective absorption at discrete
frequencies. Recent research efforts have been invested to study the manifestations
of area-quantization in various contexts, including both the inspiral and ringdown
phases of BH binaries. In Chapter 6, we expand upon this model to encompass sce-
narios where BH entropy is no longer proportional to the horizon area and contains
sub-leading correction terms. Consequently, uniform entropy quantization leads
to non-uniform area quantization. After identifying the characteristic frequencies,
we have discussed the possibility of overlap among nearby transition lines due to
spontaneous Hawking radiation. Our exploration then extends to a comprehensive
analysis of two important GW observables of area discretization, namely the de-
phasing phenomenon due to tidal heating in the inspiral stage and generation of
late-time echo signals in the ringdown phase. In the later case, we argue that there
is an ambiguity in the placement of the near-horizon quantum filter required to
model the absorption profile of such BHs. This ambiguity ultimately leads to strik-
ingly different echo signals, which can be used to distinguish between various mod-
els. Therefore, it seems that the astrophysical BHs magnify the near-horizon Planck
scale physics in the realm of current GW observations. In future, as advancements
in GW detectors bring about enhanced accuracy, sensitivity, and signal-to-noise ra-
tios, we anticipate the ability to impose stringent constraints on various parameters
related to area-quantization. Moreover, there is ample scope to extend our work
and look for more GW observables. For instance, it would be interesting to study
the near-merger features of BH area-quantization, which warrants the application
of the powerful numerical relativity toolkit.

One of the most important probe to the near-horizon physics is QNMs, which are
also crucial for BH stability analysis. In GR, finding these modes are particularly
simple as the governing perturbation equation in Schwarzschild/Kerr background
decouples into radial and angular parts. However, in general, one may not have
such luxury for BH solutions of a modified gravity theory. Then, the most straight-
forward way to progress is to compute the QNMs in a theory-by-theory basis. Due
to its obvious limitations, one is forced to develop more general theory-independent
ways for finding QNMs. In Chapter 7, we have devised an efficient method of com-
puting scalar QNMs of BHs in situations where the background geometries are per-
turbatively close to Schwarzschild/Kerr BHs. For concreteness, we considered var-
ious examples such as quadrupolar Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs. Our method also
shows a universal structure of the eikonal QNMs for such deformed BHs. There are
various ways to extend our method. For example, one can attempt to incorporate



102 Chapter 9. Conclusion and Future Outlook

gravitational perturbation in the scheme, which have crucial applicability in deter-
mining the properties of the remnant BH formed as an end state of binary mergers.

Recently, similar technique has been used for the event GW150914 to test one of the
most important properties of BHs solutions of GR, namely Hawking’s area theorem.
Chapter 8 uses this result along with the validity of the BH second law to put strin-
gent constraint on the 4D Gauss-Bonnet coupling γ. The novelty of our analysis lies
in the fact that such a coupling cannot be constraint (due to its topological nature)
by other astrophysical observations. Future GW observations might help to make
our bound on γ even stronger.

Let us conclude with some final remarks. We live in an extraordinary time when we
have diligently assembled most of the puzzle pieces needed to fathom the universe’s
grand tapestry. One of the remaining pieces is to understand the true nature of
gravity, whose classical character is greatly explained by Einstein’s theory of GR.
Though GR is completely successful, there are ample reasons to believe it may still
receive significant modifications. Nevertheless, in the absence of a fully consistent
theory, we should consider all possible alternatives and subject them to scrutiny
through observations. This quest for a complete theory is arguably as significant as
eliminating potential substitutes. In the same spirit, this thesis presents some novel
theoretical and observational studies with the aspiration that they might contribute
valuable perspectives to the ongoing body of research.
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Appendix A
Appendices for Chapter 3

A.1 Relation between Eikonal Scattering Amplitude and the Shapiro

Time Shift

This appendix derives the Shapiro time shift suffered by a massless probe scalar
using tree-level scattering amplitude in the eikonal limit. The relationship between
the Shapiro time shift and the phase-shift is given by,

∆v = − 1
pv

δ(⃗b, s) . (A.1.1)

The phase shift δ(⃗b, s) is given in terms of the tree-level amplitude in impact pa-
rameter representation, see Eq. (3.1.5). Using partial fraction decomposition of the
t-channel eikonal amplitude given by Eq. (3.1.4), one can rewrite the phase shift as
follows,

δ(⃗b, s) = − 4πGs
∫ dD−2q⃗

(2π)D−2 ei⃗b·⃗q
[

1
t
− 1

(t + 1
β )

]
, (A.1.2)

where t = −|⃗q|2, and b = (⃗b · b⃗)
1
2 . Then, assuming β ≤ 0, the following integrals

are easily obtained,

∫ dD−2q⃗
(2π)D−2 ei⃗b·⃗q 1

t
= − 1

4πD/2−1
Γ[D/2 − 2]

bD−4 , (A.1.3)

and,

∫ dD−2q⃗
(2π)D−2 ei⃗b·⃗q 1

t + 1
β

= −
(b
√
−β)2−D/2

(2π)D/2−1 K2−D/2

[
b√
−β

]
. (A.1.4)

Now, substituting s = −4 |Pu| pv, one can immediately verify Eq. (3.1.5).
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A.2 Gravitational Perturbation in QG

In this section, we outline the derivation of the general solution of the graviton EoM
given by Eq. (3.2.1). We start by rewriting the equation in a suggestive form,

D∆hij = 0 ; where D = 1 + β∆ . (A.2.1)

Using the notation h̄ij := ∂vhij, we can perform a Fourier transform in the v-direction,

h̃ij(u, pv) =
∫

dv e−ipvv h̄ij(u, v) . (A.2.2)

Then, the momentum space EoM is given by,

[1 − 4iβpv (∂u + ih0pv)] K̃ij(u, pv) = 0 , (A.2.3)

where K̃ij(u, pv) = (∂u + ih0pv) h̃ij(u, pv). This is a first order differential equation
in u, which can be easily solved to obtain

K̃ij(u, pv, xi) = K̃(0)
ij (pv, xi) exp

(
u

4iβpv

)
exp

(
−ipv

∫ u
du h0 (u, xi)

)
, (A.2.4)

by reintroducing the xi-dependence. Using the definition of K̃ij(u, pv, xi), we can
now express h̃ij(u, pv, xi) in the form given by Eq. (3.2.3). Finally, we get the full
solution for hij, see Eq. (3.2.2), by integrating ∂vhij = h̄ij.
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Appendix B
Appendix for Chapter 4

B.1 Derivation of the LR Equation

Following Ref. [151], a LR can be defined as a circular null geodesic whose tangent
filed is a linear combination of the two Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ alone. Thus, a
photon with momentum pµ orbiting along the LR must satisfy pµ = ṗµ = 0, where
µ = {r, θ} and the dot represent derivative with respect to an affine parameter.
Then, the vanishing of the proper interval ds2 = 0 for the motion of photons along
with pµ = 0 imply the condition, V = gtt E2 − 2 gtϕ E Φ + gϕϕ Φ2 = 0, at the location
of the LRs. Here, pt = −E and pϕ = Φ are two conserved quantities associated
with the Killing isometries. In terms of the impact parameter σ = E/Φ, one can
re-express V in a more suggestive form, V = −Φ2 gϕϕ (σ − H+) (σ − H−)/∆, where
the form of the potentials H± are given by

H±(r, θ) =
−gtϕ ±

√
∆

gϕϕ
, (B.1.1)

with ∆ = g2
tϕ − gtt gϕϕ > 0 outside the ergoregion. Using this equation, LR con-

dition V = 0 constraints the impact parameter σ in terms of the potentials H±.
However, the location of the LRs are determined by the critical points of the equa-
tion ∂µH± = 0 as suggested by the remaining condition ṗµ = 0.

In fact, one can also infer the stability of the LRs by considering second derivatives
of H± since [151]

∂2
µV = ±2 Φ2

√
∆

∂2
µH± . (B.1.2)

The two signs represent two opposite sense of rotations with respect to the central
object. If the object is rotating in the ”negative” sense, meaning gtϕ > 0, the crit-
ical points of the potential H+ (H−) represent counter-rotating (co-rotating) LRs.
Whereas for gtϕ > 0, the roles of H± are swapped.
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Appendix C
Appendices for Chapter 7

C.1 The Source Term

This appendix provides the explicit expressions of the coefficients a, b and cℓm ap-
pearing in Eq. (7.1.9). We have considered deviation metric g(1)µν to be the most gen-
eral stationary and axisymmetric configuration and no additional assumption such
as circularity [18] are not assumed. Then, we have

a(r, θ) = ∂θ

[
v2 − u

a2 r2 sin2θ

ρ2 ∆

]
+ 2 ftθ, (C.1.1)

b(r, θ) = ∆ ∂r

[
v1 − u

a2 r2 sin2θ

ρ2 ∆

]
+ 2 ftr, (C.1.2)

cℓ,m(r, θ) = r ω w10

[
K
∆
+ r ω

]
+ a2 ω2 w02 cos2θ

− 4 M a r u F
ρ2∆

[
m
(

ρ2 − r
)
+ a r ω sin2θ

]
+

m2 w23

sin2θ
+ w12 λℓm + ∂r ftr

+ a m w13
2 M r ω − a m

∆
+

1
sin θ

∂θ (sin θ ftθ) , (C.1.3)
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where we have used the following notations:

u(r, θ) =
1
2
(

ftt − 2 ftφ + fφφ

)
, (C.1.4)

v0(r, θ) =
1
2
(
− ftt + frr + fθθ + fφφ

)
, (C.1.5)

v1(r, θ) =
1
2
(

ftt − frr + fθθ + fφφ

)
, (C.1.6)

v2(r, θ) =
1
2
(

ftt + frr − fθθ + fφφ

)
, (C.1.7)

v3(r, θ) =
1
2
(

ftt + frr + fθθ − fφφ

)
, (C.1.8)

and wij = vi − vj. The functions are defined as,

ftt(r, θ) = g(1)tt /g(0)tt , frr(r, θ) = g(1)rr /g(0)rr , (C.1.9)

fθθ(r, θ) = g(1)θθ /g(0)θθ , fφφ(r, θ) = g(1)φφ/g(0)φφ , (C.1.10)

ftφ(r, θ) = g(1)tφ /g(0)tφ , ftr(r, θ) = ∆ F g(1)tr , (C.1.11)

ftθ(r, θ) = F g(1)tθ , F = i
(

ω +
r K
ρ2 ∆

)
. (C.1.12)

C.2 Existence of Uℓm

To study the existence of Uℓm(r) as a solution of Eq. (7.1.15), we note that it is an or-
dinary differential equation with known coefficients and source. It is because they
are functions of various background (ϵ = 0) quantities, such as Zℓm and frequency
ωℓm, already obtained by solving Eq. (7.1.4). With this observation, we can employ
the so-called “variation of parameters”-method [315], to solve Eq. (7.1.15) by impos-
ing that Uℓm satisfies ingoing boundary conditions for r∗ → −∞ and outgoing ones
for r∗ → ∞. For this purpose, let us consider two linearly independent solutions
U(1)
ℓm (r∗) and U(2)

ℓm (r∗) of the homogeneous part of Eq. (7.1.15) such that,

U(1)
ℓm (r∗) ∼ eiωℓmr∗ for r∗ → −∞ , (C.2.1)

U(1)
ℓm (r∗) ∼ A eiωℓmr∗ + B e−iωℓmr∗ for r∗ → +∞ , (C.2.2)

U(2)
ℓm (r∗) ∼ e−iωℓmr∗ for r∗ → ∞ , (C.2.3)

U(2)
ℓm (r∗) ∼ C eiωℓmr∗ + D e−iωℓmr∗ for r∗ → −∞ , (C.2.4)
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where A, B, C and D are constant complex coefficients. Since the Wronskian of the
differential equation Eq. (7.1.15) is a constant W ̸= 01, we can write a solution as

Uℓm(r∗) =U(1)
ℓm (r∗)

∫ r∗,2

r∗

U(2)
ℓm (x)
W

Tℓm(x) dx

+ U(2)
ℓm (r∗)

∫ r∗

r∗,1

U(1)
ℓm (x)
W

Tℓm(x) dx , (C.2.5)

with r∗,1 and r∗,2 being constants. Note that from Eq. (7.1.11), the functions αℓ′m and
βℓ′m are finite as r∗ → ±∞, and the source Tℓm diverges at most as exp(±iωℓ′mr∗),
with ℓ′ ̸= ℓ, for r∗ → ±∞. However, these divergence is simply an artefact of work-
ing in the frequency domain. Once the time dependence exp(−iωℓ′mt) is restored,
it is apparent that Tℓm is finite at future null infinity and on the future event hori-
zon. Thus, it completes our proof that Uℓm exists and in fact, can be obtained from
Eq. (C.2.5).

Moreover, using Eq. (C.2.1)–Eq. (C.2.4) and integrating Eq. (C.2.5) by parts, it follows
that for r∗ → ±∞ one has Uℓm ∼ exp(±iωℓ′mr∗)A±, where A± depends linearly on
the asymptotic values of αℓ′m and βℓ′m as r∗ → ±∞. These behaviors are sensible
as they correspond to outgoing/ingoing boundary conditions for the (ℓ′ ̸= ℓ, m)

modes, which also appear in Eq. (7.1.13) due to the mode mixing term on the right-
hand side. Note, however, that the explicit form of Uℓm(r∗) is not needed to solve for
the QNM spectrum from our master equation in Eq. (7.1.16), but only if one wants
to reconstruct the scalar eigenfunctions.

C.3 Decoupling of the Wave Equation: An Example

In this Appendix, we shall show an explicit method to decouple an QNM equations
similar to the Schwarzschild quadrupole case, see Eq. (7.2.6),

d2Zℓm
dr2

∗
+ Vℓm(r) Zℓm = ϵ

[
f (1)ℓm (r) Zℓ+2,m + f (2)ℓm (r) Zℓ−2,m

]
. (C.3.1)

We want to proceed in such a way that the result Ref. [284] appears as a limiting case

of our analysis. Note also that the ratio
(

f (1)ℓm / f (2)ℓm

)
is r-independent for Eq. (7.2.6).

Now, we shall perform a field redefinition, Xℓm(r∗) = Zℓm(r∗) + ϵ Z̃ℓm(r∗)/n(r) +
ϵ Uℓm(r∗), where r∗ is the background tortoise coordinate defined by dr/dr∗ = h(r)
and Z̃ℓm = cℓm Zℓ+2,m − dℓm Zℓ−2,m. We want to choose the r-independent coeffi-
cients (cℓm, dℓm) and the function Uℓm(r) in such a way that Xℓm satisfies the master

1Linearly independence of the two solutions make sure that W ̸= 0. However, if one choose instead two solutions that
satisfy ingoing/outgoing boundary conditions at the horizon/infinity, the Wronskian would vanish at QNM frequencies (by

definition) obtained from Eq. (7.1.4). This explains why it is more convenient to choose U(1,2)
ℓm satisfying Eq. (C.2.1)–Eq. (C.2.4).
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equation given by Eq. (7.1.16). One such choice is given by

cℓm =
f (1)ℓm (r) n(r)

V(0)
ℓ+2,m − V(0)

ℓm

, dℓm =
f (2)ℓm (r) n(r)

V(0)
ℓm − V(0)

ℓ−2,m

; (C.3.2)

d2Uℓm
dr2

∗
+ V(0)

ℓm (r)Uℓm = ∂r∗

(n′(r) h(r)
n2(r)

)
Z̃ℓm +

2n′(r) h(r)
n2(r)

dZ̃ℓm
dr∗

. (C.3.3)

where the wave function and the potential in the RHS of the above equation should
be treated as the background (Schwarzschild) quantity. Then, it readily follows that
the choice n(r) = 1 and Ulm = 0 agrees with the slowly rotating Kerr case presented
in [284]. In contrast, for the Schwarzschild quadrupole BH in Eq. (7.2.6), it is easy
to see that n(r) = r, dℓm = −3M3ω2Bm

ℓ /(2ℓ− 1), and cℓm = dm
ℓ+2 represent a valid

solution. In any case, after replacing
(
n(r), cℓm, dℓm

)
, the field Uℓm satisfies an ordi-

nary differential equation with known coefficients, which can be solved using the
variation of parameters method [315].

By a repeated application of the above method, we can decouple a general system
with couplings among ℓ and {ℓ − ℓ̄, . . . , ℓ − 2, ℓ − 1, ℓ + 1, ℓ + 2, . . . , ℓ + ℓ̄} modes,
see for example Eq. (7.2.12) in the Kerr quadrupole case. Such coupling are the
consequences of higher order multipole deviations (such as quadrupole, octupole
and so on) of the background Schwarzschild/Kerr metric. Therefore, from a phe-
nomenological point of view, one may directly start with a potential Vℓm = V(0)

ℓm +

∑i ϵiV
(i)
ℓm in Eq. (7.1.16), where the background V(0)

ℓm has been modified by contri-

butions V(i)
ℓm coming from various higher multipoles. This motivates the work pre-

sented in Ref. [268]. It is not hard to concoct a similar method for decoupling an
equation with a source term containing derivatives of Zℓ′m as well.

C.4 Wave Equation in Terms of r̄∗

This appendix addresses one more issue that may arise because the the tortoise coor-
dinate r̄∗ of the metric given by Eq. (7.1.1) is different from the Kerr/Schwarzschild
tortoise coordinate r∗. Then, except when the horizon location remains the same
and the near-horizon (ingoing) boundary condition remains unaltered [281,284], we
have to rewrite the perturbation equation in terms of the new tortoise coordinate to
properly incorporating the QNM boundary conditions.

To achieve this task, let us assume that the new and old tortoise coordinates are
related by dr̄∗ = dr∗ [1 + ϵ g(r)], where the chosen radial coordinate is constant on
the horizon (no angular dependence). Using this relation, we can express Eq. (7.1.16)
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as,

d2Xℓm
dr̄2

∗
+ ϵ h(r) g′(r)

dXℓm
dr̄∗

+ Vℓm(r)
(

1 − 2 ϵ g(r)
)

Xℓm +O(ϵ2) = 0 , (C.4.1)

where dr/dr∗ = h(r). The first-derivative term can be absorbed by a field redef-

inition, Xℓm → X̃ℓm exp
[
− ϵ/2

∫
dr̄∗ h(r) g′(r)

]
. And, the final master equation

becomes d2X̃ℓm/dr̄2
∗ + Ṽℓm(r) X̃ℓm = 0, with the redefined potential as

Ṽℓm(r) = Vℓm(r)
[
1 − 2 ϵ g(r)

]
− 1

2
ϵ h(r)

d
[
h(r) g′(r)

]
dr

. (C.4.2)

We may demonstrate the above method by considering a Reissner-Nordström (RN)
BH with a small charge |Q| ≪ M, and the location of the horizon is different
from Schwarzschild. Here, ϵ = Q2 shows the deviation from the Schwarzschild
spacetime, and g(r) = −

[
r2 f (r)

]−1 and h(r) = f (r). Then, using Eq. (7.1.14) and
Eq. (C.4.2), the master QNM equation becomes

d2X̃ℓm
dr̄2

∗
+

[
VSch
ℓ (r)− ϵ

6 M + (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1) r
r5

]
X̃ℓm = 0 , (C.4.3)

which can be verified by a direct calculation of QNM equation in RN spacetime.

As another interesting application, note that the potential given by Eq. (C.4.2) takes
the following simplified form in the eikonal limit (ℓ = m ≫ 1),

Ṽeik
ℓm (r) ≃ Veik

ℓm (r)
[
1 − 2 ϵ g(r)

]
, (C.4.4)

where Veik
ℓm (r) is the eikonal limit of the potential Vℓm(r) given in Eq. (7.1.14). We

have used this equation to derive the eikonal QNM potential in the Schwarzschild
quadrupole case, see Eq. (7.2.9).
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