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Tidal interactions play a crucial role in deciphering gravitational wave signals emitted by the
coalescence of binary systems. They are usually quantified by a set of complex coefficients which
include tidal Love numbers, describing the conservative response to an external perturbation. In the
static case, these are found to vanish exactly for asymptotically flat black holes in general relativity
in four space-time dimensions, and recently they have been generalized to dynamical interactions. In
the context of response theory, the retarded Green’s function provides the complete description of
the behavior of dynamical systems. In this work we investigate the relation between Love numbers
and Green’s functions, and highlight the relevance of radiation reaction effects to their connection.
As a special case, we discuss BTZ black holes, where the absence of radiative modes allows us to
make a direct link between them.

I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of gravitational waves emitted during the
merger of binary systems marks a groundbreaking era in
the study of gravity and compact objects in the strong-
field regime [1]. Since the number of observations is
expected to increase significantly when the next gener-
ation of detectors are operational [2–6], it is necessary
to have highly accurate waveform templates based on a
precise understanding of the conservative and dissipative
dynamics of two-body systems [7, 8]. In this regard, a
crucial aspect of the inspiral of binary systems is tidal
effects. Their measurement with gravitational wave ob-
servations allows us to glean valuable insights into the
interior structure of compact objects. For example, they
could reveal information about the equations of state of
neutron stars (see Refs. [9, 10] for reviews), shed light
on the presence of exotic compact objects [11–15], and
potentially unveil new aspects of physics at the event
horizons of black holes (BHs) [16, 17].

An enduring analytical framework to characterize tidal
effects is a set of complex coefficients. Their real parts,
often called tidal Love numbers (TLNs), describe the lin-
ear conservative response of self-gravitating bodies [18];
their imaginary parts are instead associated to dissipative
effects. Initially formulated within the realm of Newto-
nian gravity, TLNs have undergone further developments
to encompass a fully relativistic context [19–21]. Within
this framework, it is widely recognized that the static
TLNs of different families of asymptotically flat BHs in
four-dimensional space-time, such as Schwarzschild, Kerr
and Reissner-Nordstrom BHs, are precisely zero [20–39].
However, this characteristic is fragile, as it is violated in
scenarios involving BH mimickers [11, 40], in the pres-
ence of a cosmological constant [41] or extended gravita-
tional theories [11, 42–44], in higher dimensions [45–51],
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or in non-vacuum environments induced by secular effects
such as accretion or superradiant instabilities of ultralight
bosonic fields [52–56].

Recently, there has been an emerging interest in in-
corporating nonlinear effects in TLNs [57–59], as well as
going beyond the assumption of static perturbations to
compute dynamical Love numbers [60–63]. Those describe
the conservative response to an external time-dependent,
low-frequency perturbation, and can be thought of as
a correction to the static coefficient due to dynamical
processes. While static TLNs appear in the gravitational
waveform at the 5th post-Newtonian (PN) order [64],
the dynamical TLNs affect it at the 8th PN order [61].
Although they arise at higher PN order, excluding the
dynamical Love numbers from a waveform model could
introduce a bias in the measurements [65]. For neutron
stars, their values have been constrained with gravita-
tional data from the event GW170817 [66, 67].

The whole set of TLNs and dissipative coefficients are
usually defined within the context of response theory,
which provides a theoretical framework to describe how
physical systems react to external forces or perturba-
tions [68]. For example, in electromagnetism, response
theory can be used to understand how materials respond
to electric and magnetic fields, leading to phenomena like
polarization and magnetization. In response theory, the
linear reaction of a system to an external force is usually
described by the retarded Green’s function. Indeed, by
properly convolving the Green’s function with the exter-
nal perturbation, one can determine the system’s response
at any point in space and time. It is therefore natural
to inquire whether there is a direct relation between the
tidal response, parameterized by TLNs and dissipative
coefficients, and the system’s Green’s function. While
such a connection seems logical, it is a subtle problem to
properly disentangle the various contributions entering
the Green’s function.

Among these contributions, one of the most significant
is radiation reaction. The concept of radiation reaction
in gravity plays a crucial role in the study of coalescing
binary systems (see Refs. [69–71] for reviews). There,
the energy and momentum carried away by the emitted
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gravitational waves result in the binary constituents ex-
periencing a reaction force, which influences their motion
and changes their trajectory and energy. This effect is
completely analogous to the radiation reaction in classical
electrodynamics, leading to the familiar Abraham-Lorentz
force. The most striking application concerns extreme
mass-ratio inspirals, describing the evolution of a binary
system with a large hierarchy in masses between its con-
stituents. At leading order in the mass ratio, one has a
point-like particle moving in a geodesic orbit around the
heavier BH, while at subsequent orders the interaction
of the particle with its own gravitational perturbation
gives rise to an effective “self-force”, which changes the
evolution of the orbit.

The purpose of this paper is to point out that both
the tidal response, captured by TLNs and dissipative
coefficients, and radiation reaction effects enter the full
response of a self-gravitating system to an external per-
turbation. We will show that, while the static response is
free from this contamination, the dynamical response to
an external time-dependent force may be overshadowed
by radiation reaction phenomena, such as tail effects.

The outline of the paper is the following. In Sec. II we
discuss the retarded Green’s function in linear response
theory. Its connection to TLNs, as well as a review on
the topic, is performed in Sec. III for Newtonian gravity.
In Sec. IV we overview the formalism to extract TLNs in
general relativity, which we then apply to Schwarzschild
BHs. In Sec. V we point out a connection between tidal
response and tail effects, discussing the special case of
BTZ BHs in Sec. VI. The conclusions are left to Sec. VII.
In this paper we use natural units ℏ = c = 1, and mostly-
positive signature.

II. RETARDED GREEN’S FUNCTION IN
LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY

In this Section we describe some of the properties of the
retarded Green’s function, describing the propagation
of small linear perturbations on BH backgrounds. For
simplicity, we focus on a free scalar field on a fixed BH
background. Since we are interested in TLNs, the scalar
is assumed massless. To keep the discussion as general as
possible, we intentionally keep the notation schematic in
this Section. We will be more precise in specific examples
later on in the paper.

A massless scalar field on a BH background satisfies
the wave equation

□Φ = 0 . (1)

Focusing on a single frequency mode ω, and performing
a multipole moment decomposition, the wave equation
gives rise to a Schrödinger-like radial equation

d2R̃

dx2 +
(
ω2 − V (x)

)
R̃ = 0 , (2)

where x is the tortoise coordinate for the space-time of
interest, R̃(x) is the (rescaled) radial part of the field
profile, and V is an effective potential encoding the in-
formation of the background geometry. Examples of
wavelike equations of this form are those for odd (Regge-
Wheeler) [72] and even (Zerilli) [73] gravitational pertur-
bations on Schwarzschild BHs, or the Teukolsky equations
for perturbations on a Kerr geometry [74]. Later we will
explicitly consider equations of this type for Kerr and
BTZ BHs.

In response theory, compact sources perturbing the BH
induce a response in the system inherited by the func-
tion Φ. This is manifest when one studies gravitational
perturbations on a BH background, in which the metric
perturbation encapsulates the deformation of the BH. In
order to understand the time evolution of this perturba-
tion, one needs to specify the Cauchy data at some initial
time. For general source terms, causality requires Φ(x, t)
and ∂tΦ(x, t) to vanish for all times prior to the appear-
ance of the source (which we set at the time t1 = 0) [75].
This problem is typically approached via the retarded
Green’s function, defined by the equation(

d2

dx2 − d2

dt2 − V

)
G(x1, t1;x2, t2) = δ(t2−t1)δ(x2−x1) .

(3)
The above equation is supplemented by the requirement
of vanishing G whenever (x2, t2) lies outside the causal
future of (x1, t1). Employing the initial data, one can
perform a Fourier transform to define

G(x1, x2;ω) =
ˆ +∞

0
dt2 eiωt2 G(x1, 0;x2, t2) ;

G(x1, 0;x2, t2) = 1
2π

ˆ +∞+ic

−∞+ic
dω e−iωt2 G(x1, x2;ω) ,

(4)

where c is some small positive number, and where the
transform is well defined as long as Imω ≥ 0 [76]. The
Green’s function G(x1, x2;ω) can be expressed in terms
of two independent solutions of the homogeneous equa-
tion (2) and demands the fixing of proper boundary con-
ditions for the response problem. These conditions are
defined by inspecting the asymptotic behaviors of the
solutions, and amount to considering a wave coming in
from infinity, scattering off the potential, and being partly
reflected and partly absorbed by the BH.

For asymptotically flat space-times, the first solu-
tion R̃+ is defined by imposing purely ingoing waves
crossing the event horizon x+, R̃+(x) ∼ e−iωx as x → x+,
while the second solution R̃∞ is obtained by imposing
purely outgoing waves near infinity x∞ (i.e., no initial
incoming wave from infinity is allowed), R̃∞(x) ∼ e+iωx

as x → x∞. The Green’s function constructed out of
them is then [75]

G(x1, x2;ω) = R̃+(x1)R̃∞(x2)
W
[
R̃∞, R̃+

] ; x2 > x1 , (5)
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in terms of the Wronskian
W
[
R̃∞, R̃+] = R̃∞∂xR̃

+ − R̃+∂xR̃
∞ , (6)

which depends on the frequency ω but not on the ra-
dial coordinate x. At spatial infinity, the ingoing solu-
tion behaves as R̃+(x) ∼ Ain(ω)e−iωx + Aout(ω)eiωx, in
terms of the complex-valued incidence and reflection co-
efficients Ain,out, such that W = −2iωAin(ω) [75].

In order to understand the behavior of the retarded
Green’s function in different time intervals, one can bend
the integration contour in Eq. (4) into the lower half of
the complex ω plane. Three different contributions arise:

• Firstly, there is the high-frequency contribution,
which consists of radiation that propagates directly
from the source to the observer, and is associated
with the large-frequency arc that closes the contour
in the complex ω plane. This contribution reduces
to the free-space Green’s function in the limit of
vanishing BH mass [75].

• The second contribution comes from quasinormal
modes (QNMs). These are singularities in the lower
half complex plane (as expected from a retarded
Green’s function), which occur at frequencies where
the Wronskian vanishes, i.e., where the two solu-
tions become linearly dependent. They describe the
interaction of the signal from the source with the
curved BH geometry, and the fraction of the ingoing
initial perturbation that is eventually reflected from
the curvature potential near the event horizon back
to spatial infinity [77].

• Lastly, there is a contribution describing the late-
time behavior of the Green’s function, where the
dynamics starts to be affected by radiation reaction
effects [69–71]. Among them, tail effects depend
on the asymptotic behavior of the effective poten-
tial [78] and account for the wave scattering off the
weak Coulomb potential near infinity [75]. In other
words, they account for the propagation of waves
on the light-cones of the BH geometry in linear
theory, rather than those of Minkowski space-time.
For example, for asymptotically flat space-times,
the power-law decrease of the potential at spatial
infinity gives rise to late-time tails of the retarded
Green’s function [79], which are usually associated
with the existence of a branch cut along the negative
imaginary axis in complex frequency space.

Of these three contributions, the first does not contain
any information about the BH, while the other two encode
the response of the object to the external source. This is
transparent in the asymptotic approximation, in which it
is assumed that the space-time is essentially flat around
the observer and the source, both located far away from
the BH (x2, x1 ≫ x+, but keeping the hierarchy x2 ≳ x1).
In this regime, the Green’s function reduces to [80]

G(x1, x2;ω) ≃ − 1
2iω

[
eiω(x2−x1) + Aout

Ain
eiω(x2+x1)

]
. (7)

BH

Source

Observer
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FIG. 1: Pictorial representation of a BH response to
initial data of compact support. The latter is described
by a source with characteristic frequency ω, located at
a distance x1 from the BH. The observer, located at a
distance x2 ≳ x1, measures the BH response. The signal
directly transmitted from the source to the observer arrives
roughly at t2 = x2 −x1, while the response arrives at t2 =
x2 + x1, which is dominated by QNMs. At times t2 ≫
x2 + x1, after the exponential decay due to the QNM
ringing, the field will decay as a power law [75].

The first term highlights the large frequency regime, which
does not carry any information about the BH, and de-
pends only on the difference x2 − x1, as predicted when
the translation symmetry is restored at large distances.
The second term instead captures the BH response, with
QNMs given by the zeros of Ain(ω). This is schematically
shown in Fig. 1 for the scales of interest.

III. TIDAL RESPONSE AND GREEN’S
FUNCTIONS IN NEWTONIAN GRAVITY

Let us now review the basic formalism to extract the TLNs
in Newtonian gravity. This will highlight the connection
between tidal deformations and the retarded Green’s func-
tion.

Consider a spherically-symmetric spinning body of
mass M , assumed to be at the origin of a Cartesian coor-
dinate frame, which is subjected to an external tidal grav-
itational field Uext applied adiabatically. Within spherical
symmetry, the gravitational field can be expanded in
multipole moments as

Uext = −
∞∑

ℓ=2

(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! rℓELn

L , (8)

in terms of its distance r from the body, the normal to the
sphere ni ≡ xi/r, and the symmetric trace-free multipole
moments EL. As usual, the multi-index L stands for ℓ
spatial indices, EL = E(i1···iℓ), and nL = ni1 · · ·niℓ .
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The presence of this external tidal force induces a defor-
mation in the body, which gives rise to internal multipole
moments as (setting G = 1 for simplicity)

IL =
ˆ

d3x δρ(x⃗)rℓnL , (9)

where δρ is the body’s mass density perturbation.
Expanding the external source EL and induced re-

sponse IL in spherical harmonics Yℓm,

Eℓm ≡ EL

ˆ
dΩ nLY ∗

ℓm(θ, φ) ;

Iℓm ≡ IL

ˆ
dΩ nLY ∗

ℓm(θ, φ) , (10)

where dΩ ≡ sin θ dθ dφ, the total potential of the system
becomes

Utot = −M

r
−
∑
ℓ,m

Yℓm

[
(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! Eℓmr

ℓ − (2ℓ− 1)!!
ℓ!

Iℓm

rℓ+1

]
.

(11)
Under the assumption of adiabatic and weak external tidal
forces, linear response theory dictates that the response
multipoles are proportional to the perturbing multipole
moments as

Iℓm (ω) = − (ℓ− 2)!
(2ℓ− 1)!!kℓm(ω)r2ℓ+1

+ Eℓm (ω) , (12)

in terms of the perturbation frequency ω and object
size r+. The dimensionless coefficients kℓm describe the
tidal response and can be expanded as

kℓm ≃ κℓm + iνℓm (ω −mΩ) + . . . , (13)

where m is the azimuthal harmonic number, and Ω the
body’s angular velocity. The first real term describes the
conservative and static response, with the coefficients κℓm

called TLNs, while the imaginary contribution iνℓm de-
scribes dissipative effects.

We can now show how the static TLN appears inside
the Green’s function of the Newtonian problem. The
Green’s function satisfies the equation

∇2
x2
G(x⃗2, x⃗1) = 4πδ(3)(x⃗2 − x⃗1) , (14)

where x⃗1 represents the position of the source, and x⃗2
that of the observer. The most general solution reads

G(x⃗2, x⃗1) = 1
|x⃗2 − x⃗1|

+Ghom(x⃗2, x⃗1) , (15)

where Ghom is a solution of the homogeneous problem,
to be fixed according to the boundary conditions of the
physical problem at hand. Focusing on r2 < r1, we can
perform a spherical harmonic decomposition to obtain

G(x⃗2, x⃗1) =
∑
ℓ,m

4π
2ℓ+ 1

(
rℓ

2

rℓ+1
1

+ (2ℓ− 1)!!
ℓ!

Iℓm(r1)
rℓ+1

2

)

× Yℓm(θ2, φ2)Yℓm(θ1, φ1) . (16)

The first term is the expansion of 1
|x⃗2−x⃗1| , while the second

term comes from the homogeneous solution. Introducing
the strength of the external source Eℓm(x1) ∝ 1/rℓ+1

1 , the
above can be rewritten as

G(x⃗2, x⃗1) = −
∑
ℓ,m

(
(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! Eℓm(r1)rℓ

2 − (2ℓ− 1)!!
ℓ!

×Iℓm(r1)
rℓ+1

2

)
Yℓm(θ2, φ2)Yℓm(θ1, φ1) . (17)

Assuming linear response theory, one can relate the
induced response to the external source Iℓm(r1) ∝
−kℓmr

2ℓ+1
+ Eℓm(r1), as shown in Eq. (12). We stress that

this proportionality condition can alternatively be ob-
tained by matching the inner and outer solutions of the
perturbative problem at the boundary surface of the lin-
early perturbed object [81]. The Green’s function then
reads

G(x⃗2, x⃗1) = −
∑
ℓ,m

(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! Eℓm(r1)rℓ

2

[
1 + kℓm

(
r+

r2

)2ℓ+1
]

× Yℓm(θ2, φ2)Yℓm(θ1, φ1) . (18)

This shows the direct connection between TLNs and
Green’s functions in the Newtonian theory.

IV. TIDAL LOVE NUMBERS IN GENERAL
RELATIVITY

A. Static TLNs and effective field theory

The above definition of TLNs within the Newtonian
regime represents the nonrelativistic approximation to the
full general relativity theory, in which one studies massless
test fields propagating on a background geometry.

To provide an explicit example, we focus on the prop-
agation of scalar perturbations on a Kerr metric, which
describes a rotating BH of mass M and spin J . In spher-
ical coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), the metric is given by

ds2 = −∆(r)
r2 dt2+ r2

∆(r)dr2+r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) , (19)

where ∆(r) is defined as

∆(r) = (r − r+)(r − r−) , (20)

in terms of the outer and Cauchy horizons. These are
respectively given by

r± = M ±
√
M2 − χ2 , (21)

where we have introduced the spin parameter χ = J/M .
Focusing on a single frequency mode ω, we decompose
the scalar field Φ as

Φ(t, r, θ, φ) =
∑
ℓ,m

Rℓm(r)e−iωteimφSℓm(θ) , (22)
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to obtain a system of equations for the angular and radial
functions [82]. The equation for the angular functions is

1
sin θ

d
dθ

(
sin θdSℓm(θ)

dθ

)
+
[
λℓm + ω2χ2 cos2 θ − m2

sin2 θ

]
Sℓm(θ) = 0 , (23)

in terms of separation constants λℓm. The solutions
are spheroidal harmonics, which for ωχ ≪ 1 reduce to
spherical harmonics [83]. Making this assumption in
the rest of the paper, the separation constant reduces
to λℓm = ℓ(ℓ+ 1) + 2χmω + O(ω2χ2) [84]. The equation
for the radial functions is

d
dr

(
∆(r)dRℓm(r)

dr

)
+
[(
ω
(
r2 + χ2)−mχ

)2

∆(r) − λℓm

]
Rℓm(r) = 0 . (24)

In terms of the rescaled function

R̃ℓm(r) ≡
√
r2 + χ2Rℓm(r) , (25)

Eq. (24) reduces to a Schrödinger-like equation of the
form in Eq. (2), namely

d2R̃ℓm

dx2 +
(
ω2 − Vℓm(x)

)
R̃ℓm = 0 , (26)

where the tortoise coordinate x is defined by dr
dx = ∆(r)

r2+χ2 .
The effective potential Vℓm is given in the original r coor-
dinate by [85]

Vℓm(r) = 1
2r

d
dr

(
r2∆2(r)

(r2 + χ2)3

)
+ ω2

− ∆(r)
(r2 + χ2)2

[(
ω
(
r2 + χ2)−mχ

)2

∆(r) − λℓm

]
.

(27)

This potential has 4 singular points, located at the cur-
vature singularity r = 0, at the Cauchy and outer hori-
zons r±, and at spatial infinity r = ∞. At finite frequency,
spatial infinity is an irregular singular point, and the prob-
lem admits confluent Heun-like solutions [86–88].

In the static (ω = 0) limit, the ingoing boundary condi-
tion implies regularity of the solution of the wave equation
at the BH outer horizon r+. Near spatial infinity (r → ∞),
it is easy to see that Eq. (26), expressed in terms of the
original variable Rℓm(r), reduces to

d2Rℓm(r)
dr2 + 2

r

dRℓm(r)
dr − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2 Rℓm(r) = 0 . (28)

Therefore the solution near spatial infinity takes the form

Rℓm(r) ≃ Crℓ

[
1 + · · · + κℓ

(r+

r

)2ℓ+1
+ · · ·

]
, (29)

where the ellipses denote subleading powers of r+/r. Fol-
lowing the Newtonian matching procedure, one can make
an analogy with the non-relativistic gravitational poten-
tial of Eq. (11) to recognize the external tidal field in the
growing term ∼ rℓ, and the BH response in the decaying
one ∼ r−ℓ−1. The coefficients κℓ denote the static TLNs
defined in Eq. (13). These are found to vanish identically
for Kerr geometries [47], as we will review in Sec. IV B.1

Tidal effects can also be described in the point-particle
effective field theory (EFT) formalism [89–92]. This frame-
work is based on the realization that a BH behaves as
a point particle at large distances r ≫ r+, and correc-
tions due to its internal structure are encoded in higher-
derivative operators in the effective theory.

To illustrate the structure of the coupling between the
multipole moment IL and external tidal fields EL in this
context, we consider a scalar field on a flat background
coupled to an external source [93]

S =
ˆ

d4x

(
1
2 ∂

µϕ∂µϕ+ J ϕ

)
. (30)

The source J(t, x⃗) represents the skeletonized BH, and we
consider the case where the spatial gradient of ϕ is small
relative to the size of the source. We can Taylor expand
the scalar field in the interaction Lagrangian around a
point inside the source, chosen as the origin (x⃗ = 0):

Sint =
ˆ

d4xJ(t, x⃗)
∞∑

n=0

xk1 . . . xkn

n!
(
∂k1 . . . ∂kn

ϕ
)∣∣

x⃗=0

=
ˆ

dt
∞∑

n=0

1
n! M

k1...kn
(
∂k1 . . . ∂knϕ

)∣∣
x⃗=0 , (31)

where the symmetric (not yet traceless) source moments
are defined as Mk1...kn ≡

´
d3xJ(t, x⃗)xk1 . . . xkn . Fol-

lowing [93], we can rearrange the tensor Mk1...kn in a
symmetric trace-free (STF) fashion

Sint =
ˆ

dt
ˆ

d3y

∞∑
ℓ=0

δ3(y⃗)
ℓ! IL(t) ∂Lϕ(t, y⃗) , (32)

where L is the STF index notation adopted earlier, we
have introduced the factor of δ3(y⃗) resulting from the
evaluation of the scalar field derivative at the origin, and
where the multipole moment is defined as

IL(t) =
∞∑

p=0

(2ℓ+ 1)!!
(2p)!!(2ℓ+ 2p+ 1)!!

ˆ
d3x r2pxL∂2p

t J(t, x⃗) .

(33)

1 The overlap between the source series and the response contribu-
tion in the physical case ℓ ∈ N [27, 30, 45] requires us to perform
an analytic continuation to the unphysical region ℓ ∈ R [27],
where the source and response series do not overlap.
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The form of the action in Eq. (32) highlights the structure
of the tidal interaction between the external field EL ∝
∂Lϕ, and the source with multipole moments IL.

The scalar field equation,

□ϕ(t, x⃗) =
∞∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ

ℓ! IL(t)∂Lδ
3(x⃗) , (34)

can be solved in terms of the retarded Green’s function,

G(t2, x⃗2; t1, x⃗1) = −iθ(t2 − t1)
4π|x⃗2 − x⃗1|

δ
(
t2−t1−|x⃗2−x⃗1|

)
. (35)

Explicitly,

ϕ(t, x⃗) = −
∞∑

ℓ=0

1
ℓ!

{
(ℓ− 2)! ELx

L

− i
ˆ

d4y δ3(y⃗) IL(y0) ∂

∂yL
G(t, x⃗; y0, y⃗)

}
, (36)

where the homogeneous solution (first line) describes the
external tidal field, as before. Performing the derivatives
on the Green’s function2 leads to

ϕ(t, x⃗) = −
∞∑

ℓ=0

xL

ℓ!

{
(ℓ− 2)! EL

− (2ℓ− 1)!!
r2ℓ+1

ℓ∑
n=0

Cℓn r
n ∂

nIL(y0)
∂y0n

∣∣∣∣∣
y0=t−r

}
, (38)

where the explicit form of the combinatorial coeffi-
cients Cℓn, which depend on ℓ and n, will not be needed.

At this point, we can adopt linear response theory
to show that the external tide induces a nonvanishing
expectation value for the moment operator IL as

⟨IL(t)⟩ =
ˆ

dt′GI
LL′(t, t′)EL′(x(t′)) , (39)

where the brackets ⟨...⟩ denote an ensemble-averaging
over short-scale modes (setting to zero the external tidal
field). In the above we have introduced a retarded Green’s
function for the moment field IL as

GI
LL′(t, t′) = −i⟨[IL(t), IL′(t′)]⟩ θ(t− t′) . (40)

This expression is the gravitational analog of the Kubo
formula [68]. In the frequency domain, the analyticity of
the Green’s function around ω = 0 (compatible with the

2 A useful relation is

∂δ
(

t − y0 − |x⃗ − y⃗|
)

∂yk
=

(xk − yk)
|x⃗ − y⃗|

(
−

∂δ
(

t − y0 − |x⃗ − y⃗|
)

∂y0

)
.

(37)

requirement ωr+ ≪ 1 for the validity of the EFT), allows
us to write [89, 92]

GI
LL′(ω) =

∞∑
n=0

δLL′ω2n
(
λ

(L)
2n + iλ(L)

2n+1ω
)
, (41)

where the first terms are symmetric under time-reversal
symmetry and describe the conservative dynamics, while
the second terms describe dissipative effects. Let us stress
that Eq. (41) describes only the instantaneous response,
i.e., when the internal dynamics is fast compared to the
time scale of the tidal perturbation. This statement is
equivalent to assuming exponentially decaying correlation
functions at late times; that is, in the absence of long time
tails [90–92]. In the full dynamical process, the Green’s
function will also receive delayed contributions from tail
effects, which we will discuss later in the paper.

Equation (39) can then be used to simplify the scalar
field solution of Eq. (38). For instance, consider the static
case GI

LL′(t, t′) = λ
(L)
0 δ(t − t′)δLL′ , and the first term

n = 0 in the series. In this case, we recover the usual
factorization into growing and decaying behaviors as

ϕ(t, x⃗) = −
∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! ELx

L

[
1 − 1

4π (ℓ− 2)!
λ

(L)
0

r2ℓ+1

]
,

(42)

which shows the appearance of the Wilson coefficients
λ

(L)
0 of the tidal operators in the scalar field solution. As

shown in Ref. [47], the direct comparison between the
EFT result and the one from general relativity, shown
in Eq. (29), allows us to relate the static TLN κℓ to the
Wilson coefficient of the relevant operator.

Before closing this section, it is interesting to outline the
connection between the TLNs and the Green’s function
from the EFT perspective. Following the steps discussed
in the Newtonian case, we can immediately realise that
the Green function of the static EFT problem takes the
form

G(x⃗2, x⃗1) = −
∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ− 2)!
ℓ! EL(x1)xL

2

×

[
1 − 1

4π (ℓ− 2)!
λ

(L)
0

r2ℓ+1
2

]
, (43)

where we have identified an external source EL(x1) from
the STF decomposition of the standard 1/|x⃗2 − x⃗1| con-
tribution, differently than in Eq. (42), where EL ∝ ∂Lϕ
depends on the field configuration. As a final comment,
one can also recognize that the bulk Green’s function
G(x⃗2, x⃗1) is proportional to the Green’s function GI

LL′

of the multipole moments, introduced in Eq. (41) in the
context of response theory. Such a connection confirms
that the bulk Green’s function ultimately contains all the
information concerning the tidal response of the system.
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wave zone

FIG. 2: Sketch of the physical scales involved in the problem. A source of characteristic frequency ω ∼ 1/R, located at
a distance L, tidally deforms a BH of radius r+. The rose arrow describes the inner region (r+ ≲ r ≲ R); the green
arrow denotes the outer region (r ≫ r+), which includes spatial infinity; the blue arrow indicates the overlap between
them in the buffer region; and the orange line identifies the wave zone (r ≳ R).

B. Dynamical response and asymptotic matching

As discussed in the previous section, the response to tidal
sources is captured by a set of coefficients, which describe
both the static and dynamical response to external per-
turbations. The latter is based on frequency dependent
perturbers [62], and usually appears as the physically-
relevant scenario in the context of binary systems during
the inspiral phase. Finding the dynamical response has,
however, been shown to suffer from a major drawback due
to the difficulty of solving the perturbation equations at
finite frequency, which has been achieved only in certain
limiting regimes.

The standard approach to treat time-dependent tidal
excitations of spherically symmetric BHs invokes the tech-
nique of matched asymptotic expansions [94, 95], based
on the separation of scales schematically shown in Fig. 2.
This formalism relies on solving the perturbation equa-
tions in three distinct space-time regions, and matching
the solutions inside regions of common overlap. Before
describing these regions, let us stress that this approach
is also based on a perturbative series in the parame-
ter ωM ≪ 1, which is equivalent to an expansion in the
strength of the external tidal source.

The different regions are defined in terms of three phys-
ical scales:

– The radius of curvature, R, of the external space-
time in which the body is inserted.

– The scale L of spatial inhomogeneity of the curva-
ture.

– The scale T of temporal variation.

In the context of tidal perturbations from an external
source, both R and T are ∼ ω−1, while L is determined
by the distance to the source. In the following we will
assume L ≪ ω−1, such that corrections from the gradient
expansion of the metric dominate over those from the
curvature and time derivative expansions [94, 95].

The different regions of interest are (see Fig. 2):

• The inner region, r+ ≲ r ≲ R, in which the metric
of the system is approximately given by the object
metric with a small perturbation caused by the
external source that is perturbing the BH. The
inner region, beyond which the multipole expansion
of the tidal field and the EFT approach break down,
overlaps with the outer region.

• The outer region, at distances far from the BH, r ≫
r+ (thus including spatial infinity), where the metric
is approximately given by the background geometry
of the external source, with a small perturbation
caused by the BH.

• The buffer region, where the inner and outer regions
overlap, corresponds to

( r+
L
)1/4 L ≲ r ≲ R [69].

The existence of a buffer region allows us to expand
the inner region solution R̃+ at large radii to extract
the growing and decaying branches, and read off
the tidal coefficients.

Let us briefly review the computation of the dynamical
response for Kerr BHs based on the effective near-zone ge-
ometry [84, 96]. In the equation of motion (26), one keeps
the ω-dependent terms that are proportional to 1/∆, to
preserve the nature of the singularity at r+, while making
the replacement r → r+ in the corresponding numera-
tors [84]. For instance, ω2r4

∆ → ω2r4
+

∆ .3 This ensures small
corrections at the horizon and away from it in the low
frequency regime ωχ ≤ ωr+ < ωr ≪ 1, which easily fits
within the region r/R ≪ 1. Evidently, the error associ-
ated with this approximation is of order ω2(r4−r4

+)
∆ , which

can be evaluated at the onset of the buffer region:

ω2(r4 − r4
+)

∆

∣∣∣∣
( r+

L )1/4L
≃ L2ω2

√
r+

L
≲

√
r+

L
≪ 1 , (44)

3 Note that a generic near-zone approximation consists of ω2r4

∆ →
ω2r4

+g(r)
∆ , with g(r → r+) = 1 to preserve the dynamics near r+,

and limr→∞
g(r)
r2 = 0 to maintain the index structure rℓ [51].
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where in the second step we have used that r+ ≪ L and
bounded L ≲ R ∼ 1/ω.

A key implication of this replacement is to change the
nature of the irregular singularity at spatial infinity, which
now becomes regular. Defining z = r−r+

r−r−
, one can show

that the wave equation (26) reduces to

z(1 − z)R′′
ℓm(z) + (1 − z)R′

ℓm(z)

+
[
ξ2
(

1
z

− 1
)

− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)
1 − z

]
Rℓm(z) = 0 , (45)

with ′ = d
dz , and ξ ≡ ω(r2

++χ2)−mχ

r+−r−
. This is a hyper-

geometric equation, with singular points at the inner
(z → ∞, r → r−) and outer (z → 0, r → r+) horizons,
and at spatial infinity (z → 1, r → ∞), with two inde-
pendent solutions in the neighborhood of each singular
point.

Imposing the boundary condition of ingoing waves near
the outer horizon, the relevant solution around z = 0
reads [62, 97]

R+
ℓm(z) = Cz−iξ(1 − z)−ℓ

2F1(a, b; c; z) , (46)

where 2F1 is the hypergeometric function of the 2nd

kind, C is a constant, and

a = −ℓ ; b = −2iξ − ℓ ; c = −2iξ + 1 . (47)

This solution matches the leading term in the series ob-
tained with the Mano-Suzuki-Takasugi (MST) method [98–
100]. In the MST approach, the inner region solution is
given by an infinite series of hypergeometric functions,
while the outer region solution is based on an infinite
series of Coulomb wavefunctions [98–100].

We can now determine the TLNs associated to the
solution (46). Following the asymptotic matching pre-
scription, we can expand the solution of the inner region
to large radii in the buffer region, in order to recognize the
growing and decaying branches. In practice, this amounts
to using the Kummer property [101]

2F1(a, b; c; z)

= Γ(c)Γ(c− a− b)
Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b) 2F1(a, b; a+ b− c+ 1; 1 − z)

+ Γ(c)Γ(a+ b− c)
Γ(a)Γ(b) (1 − z)c−a−b

× 2F1(c− a, c− b; c− a− b+ 1; 1 − z) . (48)

This allows us to express one of the solutions of the
hypergeometric problem around one singularity in terms
of the solutions around another singularity. Using (48)
in (46), and keeping the leading terms near z = 1, we
obtain

R+
ℓm(z) ≃ CΓ(c)

[
Γ(c− a− b)

Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b) (1 − z)−ℓ

+ Γ(a+ b− c)
Γ(a)Γ(b) (1 − z)ℓ+1

]
. (49)

Since 1−z ≃ r+−r−
r , this solution is of the form R+

ℓm(r) =
Arℓ +B r−ℓ−1.

Following the standard definition of the tidal response
as the ratio between coefficients of the decaying (response)
and growing (source) branches, one can read this off
from (49) as:

kℓm = Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)Γ(a+ b− c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a− b)

=
Γ
(
ℓ+ 1 − 2iξ

)
Γ(ℓ+ 1)Γ(−2ℓ− 1)

Γ(−ℓ)Γ
(

− ℓ− 2iξ
)
Γ(2ℓ+ 1)

. (50)

It is instructive to expand this expression for small spin χ
and frequency ω, using the expression for ξ below Eq. (45).
The result is [97]:

kℓm ≃
Γ
(
−ℓ− 1

2
)

Γ(ℓ+ 1)
42ℓ+1Γ

(
ℓ+ 1

2
)

Γ(−ℓ) tan πℓ

×

[
tan πℓ+

2iπ
(
r2

+ω −mχ
)

r+ − r−

]
. (51)

For integer ℓ, the overall prefactor is finite, hence the
first term (real part) vanishes. Matching to (13), this im-
plies that the conservative response of Kerr BHs vanishes
in the static limit, κℓm = 0. The second term (imag-
inary part), which encodes the dissipative part νℓm, is
non-vanishing and proportional to the frame-dragging
term ωr2

+ − mχ [97]. Finally, the dynamical TLNs for
Schwarzschild BHs are found to vanish within this ap-
proximation [30, 94], even though O(ω2r2

+) corrections
to the approximated equation of motion could affect this
result. In fact, in the context of scattering amplitudes, the
dynamical TLNs were instead found to be nonvanishing
and characterised by a logarithmic running [61].

V. TIDAL RESPONSE AND TAIL EFFECTS IN
THE BUFFER REGION

As shown in Sections III and IV A, the connection between
TLNs and retarded Green’s functions seems immediate
in Newtonian gravity or in effective field theories. One
may therefore inquire if such link is manifest even in the
context of general relativity.

The method of matched asymptotic expansions re-
viewed above allows to build up a multipolar expansion
within the buffer region, where one can identify the grow-
ing and decaying branches, and to extract the correspond-
ing TLNs. As shown in Fig. 2, the buffer region also
overlaps with the outer region, which spans distances far
from the BH and carries information about spatial infin-
ity, contrarily to the inner-region where the associated
singularity is removed following the effective geometry
approach discussed in Sec. IV B.

In light of the discussion in Sec. II, the construction of
retarded Green’s functions in general relativity demands
to consider also the outgoing solution near spatial infinity.
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Such solution is determined in the outer region and takes
into account additional effects, such as radiation reaction
and tail effects, that come into play at large distances and
are not present in the inner-region solution. These effects
contaminate the direct extraction of the tidal response
from retarded Green’s functions.

In the following, we will investigate the problematics in
the extraction of TLNs and dissipative coefficients from
retarded Green’s functions in general relativity, associated
to the presence of radiation effects in the buffer region.

A. Radiation reaction and tail effects

Radiation reaction accounts for the contribution of ra-
diative modes of the outer region to the dynamics in the
inner region. It can be accounted for in an EFT approach
by integrating out the wave zone contributions. Similarly
to the extraction of the dynamical response, the theory of
the gravitational self-force in curved space-time is based
on the formalism of matched asymptotic expansions and
singular perturbation theory [102]. In that context, one
must glue the metric of the BH perturbed by the external
universe (source) through which it is moving, with the
metric of the external universe once perturbed by the BH
moving through it [69].

The relevant solution to the wave equation is the re-
tarded one, since it properly incorporates outgoing bound-
ary conditions at spatial infinity (contrary to the advanced
solution based on ingoing conditions). The retarded (as
well as the advanced) field is singular on the BH worldline,
for the obvious reason that the gravitational potential of
a point particle diverges at its position.

In this context it is therefore useful to split the retarded
solution into singular and regular fields:

• The singular field has the same singularity structure
as the retarded solution and, by design, is insensitive
to the boundary conditions at spatial infinity. That
is, it corresponds to a vanishing net radiation flux
at infinity.

• The regular field is a smooth vacuum solution, and
contains the backscattered waves that arise from
propagation within the light cones of the background
space-time.

This split can be implemented at the level of re-
tarded/advanced Green’s functions as follows:

Gsing = 1
2 (Gret +Gadv) ;

Greg = 1
2 (Gret −Gadv) , (52)

such that Gret = Gsing +Greg.4
Clearly, the BH motion is intimately tied to the bound-

ary conditions at spatial infinity. For instance, if the
waves are outgoing the particle loses energy to radiation,
while if the waves are incoming the particle gains energy
from the radiation. Therefore, it should be possible to
remove Gsing (which as mentioned above is insensitive
to boundary conditions) without affecting the BH mo-
tion. The subtraction leaves behind the regular two-point
function, which produces a field that is regular on the
worldline and governs the motion of the particle. The
behavior of this field is clearly delineated, accurately em-
bodying the boundary conditions for outgoing waves: as
a result, the particle will dissipate energy through radi-
ation [70]. In other words, the BH reacts to both the
perturbing source, as well as the self-force generated by
the emitted gravitational waves.

The singularity structure of the two solutions suggests
that the tidal effects on the BH are expected to be in-
cluded in the singular solution. This is also supported
by the fact that TLNs are ultimately dictated by the
ingoing boundary condition at the BH horizon within
the inner region, similarly to the singular contribution
in the retarded Green’s function. The contribution from
TLNs may, however, be overshadowed by the regular con-
tributions in the retarded solution. A proper matching
procedure has to be performed in order to disentangle
these two contributions in the full solution within the
buffer region.

To clearly illustrate this conjecture, let us investigate
the presence of tail effects on BH backgrounds. These
effects arise from the nonlinear interactions between the
emitted gravitational waves and the curved background,
leading to delayed contributions in the gravitational wave-
form. They were studied for various BH geometries in
Refs. [75, 80, 103–107].

The late-time tail can be deduced by studying the low-
frequency contribution to the Green’s function which, as
we show below, is characterized by a branch cut along the
negative imaginary axis in complex-frequency space. For
this purpose, we focus for simplicity on Schwarzschild BHs,
such that r− = 0, r+ = 2M = rs, and ∆(r) = r2f(r),
with f(r) = 1−r/rs as usual. Defining R̂ℓm =

√
f(r)R̃ℓm,

the radial equation (26) becomes

d2R̂ℓm

dr2 +
[
ω2 + r2

s

4r4 − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)f(r)
r2

]
R̂ℓm

f2(r) = 0 . (53)

Since tail effects involve backscattering off the slightly
curved space-time far from the BH, one can focus on
distances r ≫ rs (that is, in the outer region). In this

4 In curved space-time, the construction of the singular Green’s
function Gsing demands the addition of a specific solution to the
homogeneous equation satisfying characteristic boundary condi-
tions on the null cones emanating from the source location [70].
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region, the above equation simplifies to

d2R̂ℓm

dr2 +
[
ω2
(

1 + 2rs

r

)
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2

]
R̂ℓm = 0 , (54)

where we have kept the leading rs/r correction. The form
of the equation shows the presence of an irregular singu-
larity at spatial infinity, which implies that the general
solution expressed in terms of R̃ℓm is given by irregular
confluent hypergeometric functions [80]:

R̃ℓm(r) = C1

(
r

rs

)ℓ+1
e−iωrM(ℓ+ 1 + iωrs, 2ℓ+ 2; 2iωr)

+ C2

(
r

rs

)ℓ+1
eiωrU(ℓ+ 1 − iωrs, 2ℓ+ 2; −2iωr) .

(55)

Thus, we recognize that the ingoing solution is propor-
tional to the confluent hypergeometric M , while the out-
going solution is proportional to U . That is,

R̃+
ℓm(r) = C1

(
r

rs

)ℓ+1
e−iωrM(ℓ+ 1 + iωrs, 2ℓ+ 2; 2iωr) ;

R̃∞
ℓm(r) = C2

(
r

rs

)ℓ+1
eiωrU(ℓ+ 1 − iωrs, 2ℓ+ 2; −2iωr) .

(56)

This is compatible with the solution obtained in the MST
approach [98–100]. In the limit ωrs ≪ 1, one easily
recovers the known Bessel functions of asymptotically flat
space-times.5

One can construct the corresponding retarded Green’s
function, following the approach in Sec. II (see Eq. 5), as6

G(r1 < r2;ω) = (−i)2ℓ+1(ωrs)2(ℓ+1)Γ (ℓ+ 1 − iωrs)
ω Γ (2ℓ+ 2)

× R̃+
ℓm(r1)R̃∞

ℓm(r2) . (57)

This can be expanded in the buffer region according
to ωrs ≪ ωr1,2 ≪ 1 to obtain, at first order in ωrs,

G(r1 < r2;ω) ≃
Γ
(
−ℓ− 1

2
)

2ω(2i)2ℓ+1Γ(ℓ+ 3/2)

× (ωr1)ℓ+1(ωr2)ℓ+1

[
1 − (−2i)2ℓ+1

(ωr2)2ℓ+1
Γ
(
ℓ+ 1

2
)

Γ
(
−ℓ− 1

2
)]

×
(

1 + iωrs

[
log(−2iωr2) − ψ(ℓ+ 1)

])
, (58)

5 In the context of a scattering scalar wave on a BH background,
this solution can be used to relate the tidal response to the
reflection amplitude [35, 51], showing that vanishing TLNs can
be interpreted as reflectionless, total transmission modes [108–
110].

6 In the asymptotic region r ≫ rs, we can replace the tortoise
coordinate x with the radial coordinate r.

where ψ(z) = Γ′(z)/Γ(z) denotes the digamma function.
At order (ωrs)0, one is left with the first two lines, where
one recognizes a factorization of the Green’s function
into a source (growing terms) and a response (decaying
terms), similar to the asymptotic expression shown in
Eq. (7). However, the non-zero BH mass brings an addi-
tional contribution to the radial dependence, proportional
to a logarithmic term. This is in contrast with the instan-
taneous decomposition of the Green’s function outlined
within the EFT approach (see Eq. (41)), which makes the
extraction of the tidal response unclear.

The logarithmic term traces back to the confluent hy-
pergeometric function U . It implies the existence of a
branch cut, starting at the branch point ω = 0 and run-
ning along the negative frequency imaginary axis.7 In
turn, the branch cut is intimately related to the pres-
ence of an irregular singularity at spatial infinity in the
effective potential, together with the outgoing boundary
conditions.8

Once properly taken into account in the Green’s func-
tion, the brunch cut is responsible for the existence of
the late-time tails. Indeed, combining the two solutions
in Eq. (55), one can show that the contribution to the
Green’s function from the branch cut is [75, 80]

Gtail(r1, 0; r2, t)

= 2irsr1r2

ˆ −i∞

0
dω ω2jℓ(ωr1)jℓ(ωr2)e−iωt

≃ (−1)ℓ+1 (2ℓ+ 2)!
[(2ℓ+ 1)!!]2

2rs(r1r2)ℓ+1

t2ℓ+3 , (59)

where, before integrating, we have expanded the
frequency-domain Green’s function within the inner
region, ωr1,2 ≪ 1, to obtain Gtail(r1, r2;ω) ∝
(r1r2)ℓ+1ω2ℓ+2. The behavior G(r1, 0; r2, t) ∼ t−2ℓ−3 de-
notes precisely the existence of a late time tail, and its
power-law does not depend on the exact nature of the
central object.

The frequency behavior of the retarded Green’s function
induced by tail effects shows a possible mix with the
series expansion performed in Eq. (41), which assumes
an instantaneous reaction, and may affect the extraction
of the corresponding tidal response coefficients as done
in Eq. (43). In a schematic decomposition, we would
therefore expect the retarded Green’s function to take the
form

Gret(ω) ≃ Ginst(ω) +GRR(ω) , (60)

7 Notice that in the strict static case, ω = 0, this dynamical effect
is absent.

8 Recall that the irregular singularity was removed in the effective
geometry approach in Sec. IV B, such that the solution in the
inner region did not display a branch cut. In contrast, the ingoing
solution (dictated by the behavior at the BH horizon) displays
this effect in neither the inner nor the outer region.
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FIG. 3: Contour integral C to derive the Kramers-Kronig
relations.

where Ginst(ω) refers to Eq. (41), and GRR(ω) describes
radiation reaction effects, including the late-time tail
contribution Gtail(ω).

This issue has also been investigated in Refs. [59, 61],
when discussing the dynamical response of Kerr BHs
using the formalism of scattering amplitudes. Tail effects,
represented by loop corrections to scattering off the long-
range Newtonian potential, give rise to logarithmic terms
in the near zone and can obscure the matching of the
response coefficients beyond leading order. While the
EFT explicitly allows to calculate tail corrections to BH
absorption and to identify them in the scattering phase, a
proper procedure to disentangle them within the general
relativistic approach is still missing.

Below we offer another perspective on the contamina-
tion between tidal response and tail effects in the Green’s
function, based on the Kramers-Kronig relations.

B. Kramers-Kronig relations

The Kramers-Kronig relations connect the real and imag-
inary parts of any complex function that is analytic in
the upper-half complex plane. They are commonly used
to derive either the real or imaginary part of response
functions for physical systems, and are based on the prin-
ciple that stable systems exhibit causality, which in turn
guarantees analyticity in the upper complex plane [111].
In the context of field theory, they are intimately related
to the optical theorem.

One can apply the property of analyticity of the re-
tarded Green’s function in the upper complex frequency
plane (Im(ω) > 0), describing the response of a BH to an
external perturbation, to derive corresponding relations
between its real and imaginary parts. The starting point
is the following integral

I = 1
iπ

˛
C

dω′ G(ω′)
ω′ − ω

, ω ∈ R (61)

over the complex contour C, shown in Fig. 3, which skims

just above the real axis, avoiding the pole at ω′ = ω, and
closing at infinity in the upper-half plane. By Cauchy’s
theorem, the absence of poles implies I = 0.

The integral is then decomposed into three regions: i)
the real axis; ii) the small semi-circle around ω; and iii)
the arc at large frequencies. Assuming that the integrand
falls off at least as 1/|ω′| at large frequencies, the large
arc gives a vanishing contribution, leaving us with

G(ω) = 1
iπP
ˆ ∞

−∞
dω′ G(ω′)

ω′ − ω
, (62)

where the small circle integral has been evaluated using
the Sokhotski–Plemelj theorem, and where P denotes the
Cauchy principal value. Because of the i on the right-hand
side, Eq. (62) relates the real and imaginary components
of the retarded Green’s function:

Re[G(ω)] = 1
π

P
ˆ ∞

−∞
dω′ Im[G(ω′)]

ω′ − ω
;

Im[G(ω)] = − 1
π

P
ˆ ∞

−∞
dω′ Re[G(ω′)]

ω′ − ω
. (63)

These are the well-known Kramers-Kronig relations. They
follow from causality and show that the dissipative (imagi-
nary) part of the response function is determined in terms
of the conservative (real) part, and vice versa. The rela-
tionship is, however, non-local in frequency space, as it
requires knowledge of one part of the Green’s function
across all frequencies to reconstruct the other for any
individual frequency.

Evaluating the Green’s function in the outer region
(r1,2 ≫ r+), we can split the integral into buffer zone
(ωr1,2 ≲ 1) and wave zone (ωr1,2 ≳ 1) contributions (see
Fig. 2):

G(r1, r2;ω) = 1
iπP
ˆ

ω′r1,2 ≲ 1
dω′G(r1, r2;ω′)

ω′ − ω

+ 1
iπP
ˆ

ω′r1,2 ≳ 1
dω′G(r1, r2;ω′)

ω′ − ω
, (64)

This shows that knowledge of the Green’s function (and
tidal response) at a certain frequency requires knowledge
of both near and wave zones, with the consequent rele-
vance of tail effects. This form of the Green’s function
encompasses the physical information shown in Eq. (60).

Lastly, let us focus on the static limit (ω → 0), where
the retarded Green’s function is dominated by the leading
instantaneous contribution associated to tidal effects. In
this limit Eq. (62) becomes

G(r1, r2; 0) ≃ Ginst(r1, r2; 0)

= 1
iπP
ˆ

ω′r1,2 ≲ 1
dω′G(r1, r2;ω′)

ω′

+ 1
iπP
ˆ

ω′r1,2 ≳ 1
dω′G(r1, r2;ω′)

ω′ , (65)

which establishes a connection between the near and wave
zones. The explicit check of such identities is left for
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future work, once a complete investigation of the retarded
Green’s function is performed.

VI. THE SPECIAL CASE: BTZ BLACK HOLES

As discussed in the previous Section, the presence of
radiation reaction and tail effects can contaminate the
solution of the wave equation in the buffer region and the
corresponding extraction of the dynamical response from
the retarded Green’s function.

The purpose of this Section is to study a simple case
where TLNs and the Green’s function can be directly
related in general relativity; namely the class of BTZ
black hole solutions in 2+1 dimensional gravity [112, 113].
These solutions are special since gravity in 2+1 dimensions
is non-dynamical, hence there are no radiative modes.

Non-extremal rotating BTZ BHs are solutions to
Einstein’s equations with a negative cosmological con-
stant Λ = −1/l2. Their metric, in (t, r, φ) coordinates,
reads

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r) + r2
(

dφ− J

2rdt
)2

. (66)

The function f(r) depends on the BH mass M and angular
momentum J as 9

f(r) = −M + r2

l2
+ J2

4r2 =
(
r2 − r2

−
) (
r2 − r2

+
)

l2r2 , (67)

where the the inner and outer BH radii are given by

r± = l

[
M

2

(
1 ±

√
1 − J2

M2l2

)]1/2

. (68)

Consider a minimally-coupled massless scalar field prop-
agating on this background. Adopting the standard de-
composition

Φ(t, r, φ) = R̃m(r)√
r

e−iωteimϕ , (69)

in terms of the angular eigenvalue m, the radial func-
tion R̃m(r) satisfies the Schrödinger-like equation (2),
with tortoise coordinate dx = dr/f(r) given by

x =
l2
[
r− tanh−1

(
r

r−

)
− r+ tanh−1

(
r

r+

)]
r2

+ − r2
−

. (70)

Notice that the tortoise coordinate for BTZ BHs takes
a finite value x → iπl2

2(r++r−) as r → ∞. The effective
potential in Eq. (2) is

Vm(r) = Jωm

r2 +

(
r2

l2 −M
)
m2

r2 − f2(r)
4r2 − f(r)f ′(r)

2r .

(71)

9 We set G = 1
8 following the standard convention.

Evidently, the potential diverges at spatial infinity (as can
be seen by expanding its last term), so we will impose Φ →
0 as r → ∞ in order to obtain a regular solution.

A wave equation of this form can be solved in terms of
hypergeometric functions. Defining z = r2−r2

+
r2−r2

−
, one can

bring the radial equation to the form10

z(1 − z)R′′
m + (1 − z)R′

m +
(α
z

+ β
)
Rm = 0 , (72)

with

α = l4

4
(
r2

+ − r2
−
)2

(
ωr+ − m

l
r−

)2
;

β = − l4

4
(
r2

+ − r2
−
)2

(
ωr− − m

l
r+

)2
. (73)

This equation has singular points at the inner z → ∞ (r →
r−) and outer z → 0 (r → r+) BH horizons, and at spatial
infinity z → 1 (r → ∞), with two independent solutions
in the neighbourhood of each singular point.

In the physically interesting range z ∈ [0, 1], the general
solution around z = 0 takes the form

Rm(z) = z
c−1

2

[
C1 2F1(a, b; c; z)

+ C2z
1−c

2F1(a− c+ 1, b− c+ 1; 2 − c; z)
]
,

(74)

where

a, b = −i
√
α± i

√
−β ;

c = a+ b+ 1 = −2i
√
α+ 1 , (75)

and the constants C1, C2 are fixed by boundary conditions.
Perturbations around BTZ BHs satisfy the boundary
conditions of ingoing waves near the outer horizon z = 0,
and decaying at spatial infinity z = 1 (as dictated by
the divergent effective potential) [114, 115]. The former
condition demands that C2 = 0, such that the solution
near z = 0 is [116]

R+
m(z) = C1z

c−1
2 2F1(a, b; c; z) . (76)

This properly recovers the ingoing behavior R+
m(z) ∝

(r − r+)(c−1)/2 [117].
Knowledge of the ingoing solution R+

m(z) allows us
to extract the TLNs by studying the limit z → 1 (i.e.,
approaching spatial infinity). Since c − a − b = 1 is an
integer in our case, to perform the asymptotic expansion
one must use a modified version of the Kummer property.
Instead of Eq. (48), the identify is given by [101]

2F1(a, b; a+ b+ 1; z) = Γ(a+ b+ 1)
Γ(a+ 1)Γ(b+ 1)

10 As before, ′ = d
dz

.
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1 + (1 − z)ab

∞∑
j=0

(a+ 1)j(b+ 1)j

(j!)(j + 1)! (1 − z)j

×
[

log(1 − z) − ψ(j + 1) − ψ(j + 2)

+ ψ(a+ j + 1) + ψ(b+ j + 1)
]}

, (77)

where (a)j = Γ(a+j)
Γ(a) is the Pochhammer symbol and

Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z). Thus one can then write the ingoing
solution (76) in the approximated form

R+
m(z) ≃ C1z

a+b
2

Γ(a+ b+ 1)
Γ(a+ 1)Γ(b+ 1)

×

{
1 + (1 − z)ab

[
log(1 − z) − 1 + 2γE

]
+ (1 − z)ab

[
ψ(a+ 1) + ψ(b+ 1) + . . .

]}
, (78)

where γE is Euler’s constant, and where the dots denote
subleading terms in (1 − z) associated to j ≥ 1. Contrary
to the Kerr solution, the presence of a logarithmic factor
can confuse the identification of growing (source) term
and falloff (response) term. As discussed in [47, 117], this
term highlights the existence of regularization-dependent
contact terms, which give rise to a classical renormaliza-
tion group running of TLNs [47]. To cure this issue, one
should add a proper boundary counterterm in the bulk
action [117], which will remove them.

Since the proper identification of this contribution is
not relevant for the main purpose of this work, we will
follow the approach taken in [117], where the log term and
Euler’s constant are absorbed as a subleading correction
to the source series. Thus, the ingoing solution (78) takes
the form

R+
m(z) = C1z

a+b
2{

A
[
1 + (1 − z)ab

(
log(1 − z) − 1 + 2γE

)]
+B(1 − z)

[
1 + · · ·

]}
, (79)

where the dots indicate subleading terms. The coeffi-
cients A and B associated respectively to the growing and
decaying behaviors are readily determined from (78):

A = Γ(a+ b+ 1)
Γ(a+ 1)Γ(b+ 1) ;

B = Aab [ψ(a+ 1) + ψ(b+ 1)] . (80)

The tidal response is given as before as the ratio of
these two coefficients:

kBTZ
m = ab

[
ψ(a+ 1) + ψ(b+ 1)

]
. (81)

In the low frequency limit, substituting (73) and (75), we
obtain

kBTZ
m = l2m2

4
(
r2

+ − r2
−
) [ψ( ilm

2(r− + r+) + 1
)

+ ψ

(
ilm

2(r− − r+) + 1
)]

+ il4m2ω

8
(
r2

+ − r2
−
)2

[
(r+ − r−)ψ′

(
ilm

2(r− + r+) + 1
)

+ (r+ + r−)ψ′
(

ilm
2(r− − r+) + 1

)]
, (82)

with ψ′(z) = dψ(z)/dz. Evidently, the response contains
both a real and imaginary part, showing that slowly per-
turbed BTZ BHs have nonvanishing TLNs and experience
tidal dissipation. Notice in particular that the TLNs are
proportional to the cosmological constant l.

What made the explicit calculation of TLNs for BTZ
BHs possible is of course the simple nature of gravity in
three dimensions. There are no propagating gravitational
waves, nor tail effects (as discussed below), in three di-
mensions. The same simplifying features also allow us to

easily relate the tidal response to the retarded Green’s
function, which as we will see captures the full response
to external perturbations.

As before, to construct the Green’s function we need
both the ingoing solution R+

m(z), given by (76), as well
as the outgoing solution R∞

m (z). To derive the latter, we
note that the hypergeometric nature of the differential
equation (72) implies the existence of a linear relation
among any three solutions [101]. In particular, one can
express a solution around spatial infinity, z = 1, from the
two solutions around z = 0:

(1 − z)c−a−b
2F1(c− a, c− b; c− a− b+ 1; 1 − z) = Γ(1 − c)Γ(c− a− b+ 1)

Γ(1 − a)Γ(1 − b) 2F1(a, b; c; z)
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− Γ(c)Γ(c− a− b+ 1)
(1 − c)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)z

1−c
2F1(a− c+ 1, b− c+ 1; 2 − c; z) .

(83)

The right-hand side is a linear combination of the form
given in Eq. (74), for a particular choice of C1 and C2 co-
efficients. In other words, up to an overall factor of z c−1

2 ,
this is a particular solution to the hypergeometric equa-
tion (72). In fact, this solution falls off asymptotically
(as z → 1), and thus is identified with the solution R∞

m (z)
satisfying the outgoing boundary condition [116]:

R∞
m (z) = K2z

a+b
2 (1 − z) 2F1(a+ 1, b+ 1; 2; 1 − z) , (84)

where K2 is a constant, and we have used c = a+ b+ 1.
We should stress that is an exact solution to the problem.
This is unlike the situation for Kerr BHs, where the
inner region approximation discussed in Sec. IV B did
not allow for a hypergeometric solution at spatial infinity
(technically excluded from the domain of validity of the
assumption).

Equations (76) and (84) therefore provide the two in-
dependent solutions with which to build the retarded
Green’s function. Using Eq. (83), the Wronskian of the
physical solutions R̃+

m =
√
rR+

m and R̃∞
m =

√
rR∞

m is
easily computed:11

W [R̃∞
m , R̃

+
m] = rW [R∞

m , R
+
m]

= −C1K2
2(r2

+ − r2
−)

l2
Γ(a+ b+ 1)

Γ(a+ 1)Γ(b+ 1)

= −C1K2
2A(r2

+ − r2
−)

l2
, (86)

where we have used (80) in the last step. The result is
just a constant. As a check on this result, the zeros of
the Wronskian are located at the singularities of Γ(a+ 1)
and Γ(b+ 1):

a+ 1 = −n ; b+ 1 = −n ; n ∈ N . (87)

In turn the zeros of the Wronskian coincide with the poles
of the Green’s function, which give the QNM frequencies.
Substituting (73) and (75) in (87), we find the QNM
frequencies of BTZ BHs:

ωQNM = ±m

l
− 2i
l2

(r+ ∓ r−) (n+ 1) . (88)
As expected, the imaginary part of the quasinormal fre-
quencies satisfies the universal scaling behavior Im(ω) ∼
r+
γ , which is proportional to the BH horizon and Choptuik

scaling coefficient γ = 1/2 [115, 118].
Returning to the retarded Green’s function, we substi-

tute (76), (84) and (86) into (5) to obtain

GBTZ(x1 < x2;ω) = − l2

2A(r2
+ − r2

−)z
a+b

2
1 2F1(a, b; a+ b+ 1; z1) z

a+b
2

2 (1 − z2) 2F1(a+ 1, b+ 1; 2; 1 − z2)

∝ −
[
1 + B

A
(1 − z1)

]
(1 − z2)

≃ −
[
1 + kBTZ

m

(
r2

+ − r2
−

r2
1

)](
r2

+ − r2
−

r2
2

)
, (89)

where in the second step we have assumed that both
observer and source are situated far away from the
BH, x1,2 ≫ r+, or equivalently z1,2 → 1, following the dis-
cussion of the asymptotic expansion in Sec. II. In the last
step we have identified the tidal response from Eq. (81).

11 To simplify the expression we have used the following identity for
the Wrosnkian between the hypergeometric functions

W
[

2F1(a, b; c; z), z1−c
2F1(a − c + 1, b − c + 1; 2 − c; z)

]
= (1 − c)z−c(1 − z)c−a−b−1 . (85)

Similarly to Sec. II, the first term in (89), which is
proportional to unity, describes the signal propagation
directly from the source to the observer. As such, this
term does not carry any information about the BH re-
sponse. On the other hand, the second term, which is
proportional to kBTZ, captures the full response of the ob-
ject, and carries information about the TLNs, dissipative
effects and the QNM frequencies.

Let us again contrast this result with the analysis of
Kerr BHs. Although the solution in the inner region of
Kerr BHs is of the hypergeometric form (see (46)), it
cannot be used to build a Green’s function of the form
similar to Eq. (89). This is because the outgoing solution
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at spatial infinity is not hypergeometric and is further
characterized by tail effects.

To draw another contrast, the behavior of the BTZ
effective potential (71) at spatial infinity does not induce
a late-time power law tail in the Green’s function. This
is unlike the power-law tail in asymptotically flat space-
times, as seen in Eq. (59). Instead, the retarded Green’s
function for BTZ BHs decays exponentially [114, 119].
This is compatible with the hypergeometric solutions to
the wave equation, which do not show any branch cut
in the complex frequency plane (see related discussion
in Sec. V). The absence of tail effects and gravitational
waves allowed us to derive an explicit, closed-form relation
between TLNs and retarded Green’s function.

Following the discussion in Sec. V, it is interesting to
show how one could connect the tidal response of BTZ
BHs to the singular part of the retarded Green’s function.
Looking at Eq. (89), one can deduce the corresponding
advanced solution simply by replacing z1 ↔ z2. Us-
ing (52), the sum and difference of the advanced and
retarded Green’s functions give respectively the singular
and regular parts. One finds

Gsing ⊃ kBTZ
m

r2
1r

2
2

; Greg ̸⊃ kBTZ
m , (90)

which shows that only the singular part is proportional to
the BH response coefficient kBTZ

m . This clean decomposi-
tion of the retarded Green’s function into its singular and
regular contributions (with Greg not containing the TLNs)
is once again a direct consequence of the absence of tail
effects. This is contrast with Eq. (58) for Schwarzschild
BHs, where the presence of the logarithmic term makes
the source contribution asymmetric in x1 ↔ x2, and as
such does not allow one to unambiguously isolate the
source. Let us finally stress that the generalisation to the
case of massive perturbations on BTZ BHs would lead to
a similar decomposition of the retarded Green function,
even though caution is needed when taking the massless
limit to extract the TLN.

The tidal response kBTZ
m can be similarly obtained using

the AdS/CFT duality [120]. Rotating BTZ BHs are
dual to a (1+1)-dimensional conformal field theory with
conformal dimensions ∆± = 1 ± 1 and temperatures for
the right(left)-moving sectors TR,L = r+±r−

2π . It has been
shown that the retarded Green’s function reads [117, 120,
121]

GCFT = −(∆+ − ∆−)4π2TRTL
Γ(a+ 1)Γ(b+ 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)

×
[
ψ(a+ 1) + ψ(b+ 1)

]
. (91)

The functional dependence agrees with Eq. (89), once the
radial dependence (r1r2)−2 is properly factored out.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Response theory provides the framework to characterize
the reaction of a system to external perturbations. It is
usually described in terms of the retarded Green’s func-
tion, as demanded by the principle of causality. In the
case of interest of a compact object subject to external
tidal perturbations, linear response theory allows us to
describe the conservative response in terms of a set of
coefficients called tidal Love numbers. These vanish iden-
tically for asymptotically flat BHs under the influence
of static external perturbations, and have recently been
generalized to finite frequency.

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. Firstly, we have
highlighted the intrinsic connection between dynamical
response and the retarded Green’s function. Secondly,
we have demonstrated the ambiguity in extracting the
former from the latter when radiation reaction and related
phenomena are present.

For asymptotically flat BHs, the retarded Green’s func-
tion receives three contributions: i) from high-frequency
modes propagating directly from the source to the
observer; ii) from quasinormal modes emitted during
the relaxation to equilibrium of the perturbed BHs;
and iii) from tail effects induced by the backscattering of
the emitted gravitational waves on the asymptotic curved
space-time. As we have seen, the presence of tail effects,
which provide an example of radiation reaction on the sys-
tem induced by physics at large distances, contaminates
the extraction of dynamical Love numbers.

After reviewing the formalism of asymptotic matching,
which relies on the existence of a buffer region of overlap
between the inner and outer regions, we have computed
the dynamical response for Kerr BHs. Using the effective
geometry approach, we have recovered the result that the
conservative response of Kerr BHs vanishes to leading
order in the perturbation frequency, while the dissipative
part is nonvanishing.

The extraction of TLNs within the buffer region, how-
ever, poses a problem of contamination from radiation-
reaction effects. Indeed, we have shown that the retarded
Green’s function can be decomposed into a regular con-
tribution, which describes the BH geodesic motion and
is affected by radiation effects, and a singular contribu-
tion, which does not depend on the outgoing boundary
condition at spatial infinity and contains all the relevant
information on tidal effects.

The regular contribution to the Green’s function, sup-
ported by the presence of tail effects in the wave solu-
tion, contaminates the direct extraction of TLNs from
the retarded Green’s function. In other words, the re-
tarded Green’s function contains additional terms beyond
the instantaneous contributions (from which TLNs are
usually read) arising from radiation effects. As a fur-
ther indication of this phenomenon, we have studied the
Kramers-Kronig relations for BHs, which are dictated
by the causal nature of the tidal problem, showing that
near and far-zone effects are mixed together in the full
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response. A clear disentanglement is possible at least in
the context of scattering amplitudes [61].

To provide an exception to this phenomenon, we have
studied in detail the tidal response of BTZ BHs. The
absence of gravitational radiation, and hence tail effects,
in 2+1 dimensions allows for a one-to-one correspondence
between the instantaneous tidal response and the retarded
Green’s function. Correspondingly, the radial equation
can be solved exactly in terms of hypergeometric func-
tions and does not show tail effects in the solution. This
allowed us to easily extract the dynamical response, to
construct the retarded Green’s function, and to make a
direct connection between them.

This work represents an initial step towards a full inves-
tigation of the relation between tidal interactions and the
retarded Green’s function. It can be improved in various
directions. Firstly, it would be important to investigate
alternative ways of solving the wave equation within the
buffer region, based on analytical or numerical approaches,
to have a more in-depth investigation of dynamical TLNs

and dissipative coefficients. Secondly, it would be interest-
ing to perform a more detailed study to understand how
radiation reaction and tail effects enter the solution to
the wave equation, in order to possibly disentangle their
contribution from the tidal one. Finally, the complete
knowledge of the retarded Green’s function could also
allow us to explicitly check the Kramers-Kronig relations
for BHs, which could provide additional insights into the
interplay between the near and wave zone physics. We
leave these studies for future work.
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