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Abstract

In bimetric gravity, nonbidiagonal solutions describing a static, spherically symmetric, and asymptoti-
cally flat black hole are given by a pair of Schwarzschild geometries, one in each metric sector. The two
geometries are linked by a nontrivial diffeomorphism, which can be fully determined analytically if the two
geometries possess the same isometries. This exact solution depends on four free parameters: the mass
parameters of the two black holes, the ratio between the areal radii of the two metrics, and the proportion-
ality constant between their (appropriately normalized) time-translation invariance Killing vector fields.
We study the dynamics of axial dipolar perturbations on such a background and obtain general analytical
solutions for their evolution. We show that, in general, the characteristic curves followed by dipolar grav-
itational waves are spacelike with respect to both metrics, and thus the propagation is superluminal. In
fact, the velocity of a pulse, as measured by a static observer, turns out to increase with the distance to
the black hole. The only exception to this general behavior corresponds to the special case where the two
proportionality constants linking the areal radii and the Killing vectors coincide, for which waves travel at
the speed of light. Therefore, we conclude that this is the only physically reasonable background, and thus
our results restrict the class of viable black-hole solutions in bimetric gravity.

1 Introduction

Bimetric gravity [1, 2] is a consistent nonlinear theory of gravity that extends the framework of general
relativity (GR) by introducing two interacting dynamical metrics. The interactions between the two metrics
are governed by a specifically constructed potential designed to eliminate the Boulware-Deser ghost, necessary
to ensure the consistency of the theory. The bimetric framework provides a richer dynamical structure than
GR, enabling the exploration of new solutions to fundamental questions in cosmology. For example, within
this theory, it is possible to address the accelerated expansion of the Universe without invoking a cosmological
constant or exotic dark-energy components [3–6]. Furthermore, the theory features an extra massive spin-
2 mode, in addition to the standard massless spin-2 mode of GR, which arises due to the presence of the
second metric, and may represent a natural candidate for dark matter [7–10]. However, in the regime where
bimetric gravity is able to produce a viable dark-matter particle, the theory is expected to be indistinguishable
from GR [11]. Moreover, Ref. [12] has shown that the theory may potentially alleviate the Hubble tension.
Observational analyses [13–16] and theoretical studies [17] have placed constraints on the parameter space of
the theory, reinforcing its viability. An exhaustive analysis of constraints from local observations, cosmological
data, gravitational wave studies, and theoretical stability requirements can be found in Ref. [18].

Moving beyond cosmological spacetimes, to assess the viability of bimetric gravity as an alternative to gen-
eral relativity, the theory should also withstand phenomenological tests in the context of black-hole spacetimes.
For this reason, the stability and viability of black-hole solutions in bimetric gravity have been widely studied in
the literature [19,20]. The simplest solutions one can consider are static and spherically symmetric, which can
be divided into two different branches [21]. The first branch corresponds to the so-called bidiagonal solutions,
where it is possible to find a coordinate system in which the two metrics can be simultaneously diagonalized.
The second branch corresponds to nonbidiagonal solutions, where such a coordinate system does not exist.

Regarding bidiagonal solutions, all exact static black-hole solutions with no charge that have been found in
spherical symmetry correspond to the standard GR solutions (i.e., Schwarzschild, Schwarzschild-de Sitter, and
Schwarzschild-anti-de Sitter) [22, 23]. However, dynamical stability analyses of linear perturbations around
bidiagonal bi-Schwarzschild black holes have shown that such solutions are unstable [24, 25]. This instabil-
ity was later confirmed in Ref. [26], and Ref. [20] later showed the Lyapunov instability of these solutions.
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Interestingly, static and spherically symmetric nonbidiagonal background solutions do not exhibit unstable
modes under radial perturbations [26], in contrast to their bidiagonal counterparts. Studies of quasi-normal
modes have further reinforced these results, highlighting the differences in the stability properties of bidiagonal
and nonbidiagonal cases [27], and thus, pointing out that the only physically viable black-hole backgrounds
correspond to nonbidiagonal solutions.

In fact, nonbidiagonal solutions have some interesting physical properties: for vacuum, static, spherically
symmetric configurations, both metric sectors satisfy the vacuum Einstein equations with effective cosmological
constants [21], and have collinear time-translation invariance Killing vector fields. As a result, they correspond
to Schwarzschild-(anti)de Sitter geometries, and thus, deviations from GR emerge only at the perturbative
level. In these cases, the analytical form of the background solution can be determined up to a function that
satisfies a nonlinear partial differential equation [28, 29] and, in general, even if the isometry groups of both
metrics are isomorphic, their isometries may differ [30]. However, if, additionally, one requires both metrics
to be asymptotically flat and to have the same isometries (so that every isometry of one metric is also an
isometry of the other), the most general nonbidiagonal solution turns out to be unique up to four constants:
the two mass parameters (one for each metric), the ratio between the areal radii of the two metrics, and the
proportionality constant between their corresponding (appropriately normalized) time-translation invariance
Killing vector fields [31]. All previously mentioned works on nonbidiagonal solutions assume a particular value
for this last constant, and our purpose is to study the physical implications in the general case.

The main goal of this paper is to study the explicit evolution of the perturbations on general spherically
symmetric and asymptotically flat nonbidiagonal black-hole backgrounds. We will restrict ourselves to the
simplest possible case: dipolar waves with axial (sometimes also known as odd) polarity. However, this will be
enough to heavily restrict the physically reasonable values of the free parameters. In general, we will find that
the characteristic curves followed by dipolar gravitational waves are spacelike, which implies a superluminal
propagation. Only when the two commented background parameters (the ratio between the areal radii of the
two metrics and the proportionality constants linking the Killing vector fields) coincide, the waves propagate
at the speed of light and the solution is compatible with known physics.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the nonbidiagonal background
geometry we are going to work with, ensuring that it is smooth and well-defined. Once we have the background,
in Sec. 3, we study the propagation of axial dipolar gravitational waves, analyzing their physical properties for
the different values of the parameters of the theory. In Sec. 4, we summarize the main results of our study
and discuss their implications. Finally, in the Appendix we present the configurations of the light cones for the
background under consideration.

2 Background geometry

The bimetric gravity theory developed by Hassan and Rosen [32] considers two interacting dynamical
metrics, g and f , on a four-dimensional spacetime manifold. The two metrics are nonlinearly coupled, and the
action of the theory is

SHR =
M2

g

2

∫
d4x
√
− det gR(g) +

M2
f

2

∫
d4x
√
−det f R(f) − m̄2M2

g

∫
d4x
√

−det g
4∑

n=0

βnen(S) , (2.1)

where R(g) and R(f) are the Ricci scalars of the metrics g and f , respectively. The coupling constants Mg, Mf ,
and m̄ have dimensions of mass, while the βn are dimensionless. The terms en are the elementary symmetric
polynomials constructed from scalar combinations of the matrix S :=

√
g−1f , as defined in Refs. [33, 34].

Matter fields are typically assumed to couple only to one of the metrics [35–37], which in our case is assumed
to be g and thus we will refer to it as the physical metric. The background equations in spherical symmetry
can be found in Ref. [31], whose notation and conventions we follow.

As shown in Refs. [21,29], if one assumes, on the one hand, a spherically symmetric and static metric g, and,
on the other hand, that there is no common chart where both f and g can be simultaneously diagonalized, the
equations of motions for the bimetric theory reduce to two uncoupled copies of the vacuum Einstein equations,
one for each metric sector. Therefore, the general solution for both f and g metrics is the Schwarzschild-(anti)de
Sitter geometry, parametrized by their corresponding mass parameters, µf and µg, and cosmological constants,
Λf and Λg. For the subsequent analysis, we will also assume asymptotic flatness for both geometries,1 and

1Since the two metrics are defined on the same manifold, topological consistency demands that they have the same asymptotic
structure [30].
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therefore impose the conditions Λg = Λf = 0, and that both mass parameters are positive µf > 0 and µg > 0.
In general, we will work in the Schwarzschild coordinates (t, r) of the metric g, which are valid either

outside (r ∈ (2µg,∞) ) or inside (r ∈ (0, 2µg) ) the horizon of g. Similarly, the geometry of f also has a
horizon, located at r = 2µf .

2 The presence of the horizons splits the spacetime into three different domains,
described by a corresponding range of r. More precisely, there is a Region A interior to both horizons with
0 < r < min{2µf , 2µg}, an intermediate Region B between horizons with min{2µf , 2µg} < r < max{2µf , 2µg},
and an exterior Region C for r > max{2µf , 2µg}. In this way, in each of these regions, the line elements read,

ds2g = −Σgdt
2 +Σ−1

g dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (2.2a)

ds2f = −Σf ṪI
2
dt2 − 2Σf ṪIT

′
Idtdr +

(
ω2Σ−1

f − ΣfT
′
I
2
)
dr2 + ω2r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (2.2b)

where we have defined Σg = 1 − 2µg/r and Σf = 1 − 2µf/r, while the subscript I = A, B, C denotes the
region. The function TI = TI(t, r) is implicitly defined by the differential equation

T ′ 2
I =

(
1

Σg
− 1

Σf

)(
ṪI

2

Σg
− ω2

Σf

)
, (2.3)

where a dot and a prime denote derivatives with respect to t and r, respectively, and ω is a positive constant
that measures the ratio between the areal-radius functions of each metric. In fact, this equation provides the
coordinate transformation from (t, r) to the Schwarzschild coordinates (TI , ωr) of the metric f . In particular,
we note that the assumption of nonbidiagonal solutions implies that neither ṪI nor T ′

I can vanish identically.
Therefore, while ∂t is the Killing vector field of the metric g that encodes time-translation invariance outside

its horizon and homogeneity inside its horizon, ∂TI
= 1

ṪI
∂t corresponds to such Killing field for the metric f .

Note that, although the vector ∂TI
defines the same integral curves as ∂t, generically ∂TI

is not a Killing field
of the metric g—unless ṪI is a constant. That is, both these Killing vectors generate the same isometry, and
thus both metrics have the same full set of isometries (so that every isometry of one metric is also an isometry
of the other), if and only if ṪI is a constant. In theories with only one metric, such as GR, the Killing vector
fields are defined up to an overall constant, which is not physically meaningful. In particular, the above Killing
fields have been normalized so as to have unit norm at spatial infinity as computed with their corresponding
metric, i.e., asymptotically g(∂t, ∂t) → −1 and f(∂TI

, ∂TI
) → −1. However, in a theory like the present one,

with two metrics, even if it is a constant, the relative norm between the Killing fields, as measured by any of
the metrics, that is, g(∂t, ∂t)/g(∂TI

, ∂TI
) = f(∂t, ∂t)/f(∂TI

, ∂TI
) = Ṫ 2

I does have physical consequences, as will
be explicitly shown below.

In the context of the above general solution, we will henceforth assume that both metrics have the same
isometries. As explained above, this implies that ṪI := c, with c an arbitrary constant. Under this assumption,
it is easy to check that, in a given region I, equation (2.3) admits the exact solution

TI(t, r) = c t+ σI

∫
dr

|ΣgΣf |

√
2

r
(µg − µf )W , (2.4)

where, for convenience, we have defined

W := c2 − ω2 − 2

r
(c2µf − ω2µg) , (2.5)

and σI = ±1 is an arbitrary sign factor. We note that this factor σI is independent of the sign of c, and that,
at this stage, it can be chosen independently in each of the above-defined regions A, B, and C.

Next, to ensure the existence of a real solution for TI for all the regions, we must require that the square-root
argument in the integrand in (2.4) is positive for all r > 0. We note also that we must exclude the case with an
identically vanishing square root in (2.4), as it would imply T ′

I = 0 identically and thus a bidiagonal solution.
In particular, this indicates that the two black-hole horizons cannot coincide, that is µg ̸= µf .

On the one hand, in the special case |c| = ω, the square-root argument is a perfect square, and thus the
existence of the nonbidiagonal solution is guaranteed for any values of the masses, as long as µg ̸= µf . On
the other hand, for c2µf = ω2µg, the function W is a constant and the sign of the square-root argument
reduces to the sign of (µg − µf )(c

2 − ω2). However, if |c| ̸= ω and c2µf ̸= ω2µg, the square-root argument

2Note that the definition of the integration constant µf used in this work differs from that in Ref. [31].
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does not have a definite sign for generic values of the parameters. Specifically, the function W has a simple
pole at the origin r = 0, where it changes sign, and, apart from that, it has one, and only one, real root at
r = 2(c2µf − ω2µg)/(c

2 − ω2) ̸= 0. Therefore, demanding that this root be negative, implies that W has
a definite sign for all r > 0. It turns out that this requirement alone, without any further restrictions on
the parameters, automatically implies that sgn(W ) = sgn(µg − µf ), which provides a positive sign for the
square-root argument. This also excludes bidiagonality at isolated points.

In this way, one can identify three different cases that provide a real solution for TI (2.4), such that T ′
I ̸= 0

for all r > 0:

• ω < |c| and c2µf ≤ ω2µg =⇒ sgn(W ) = sgn(µg − µf ) = 1 ,

• |c| < ω and ω2µg ≤ c2µf =⇒ sgn(W ) = sgn(µg − µf ) = −1 ,

• |c| = ω and µg ̸= µf =⇒ sgn(W ) = sgn(µg − µf ) ,

with µg, µf , and ω positive. Therefore, in the first case, the function W is positive definite for all r > 0 and
one has µf < µg, which implies that the horizon of the metric g lies outside that of the metric f , while in
the second case, W is negative definite, µg < µf , and the configuration is reversed with the horizon of the
metric g lying inside that of the metric f . In both cases, asymptotically one has W → (c2 − ω2) as r → +∞.
Finally, as in the previous two cases, in the third one the sign of W is fixed by the difference between the mass
parameters, sgn(W ) = sgn(µg − µf ); however, unlike the previous cases, both configurations, either µg < µf

or µg > µf , are allowed. We note that, in any of the cases listed above, one has µf ̸= µg. From now on, we
will assume that the background parameters fall within one of the above-listed cases.

Once the existence of the solution is guaranteed, we need to ensure its smoothness. In particular, it can be
readily realized from (2.4) that both TI and T ′

I diverge as r approaches either black-hole horizon Σg = 0 or
Σf = 0. Since neither TI nor its derivatives represent physical fields, their divergence per se does not imply an
ill-posedness of the theory. However, we need to require that physical fields are smooth. Thus, we will impose
continuity of the components of the metric f in the domain of the chart (t, r) (as specified, in turn, by the
components of the metric g), and similarly for the components of the metric g in the domain of the charts
(TI , r). This condition will lead to an appropriate choice of the sign factors σI . More precisely, on the one
hand, when the metric f is expressed in the (t, r) chart, as in Eq. (2.2b), its components read

ftt = −Σfc
2 , (2.6a)

ftr = −σI c
sgn(Σf )

|Σg|

√
2

r
(µg − µf )W , (2.6b)

frr =
c2 + ω2

Σg
− c2Σf

Σ2
g

. (2.6c)

We note that ftr contains a potential discontinuity at Σf = 0, while the remaining metric components are
smooth there. In order to avoid such a discontinuity, it is sufficient to ensure that ftr keeps the same sign on
either side of the Σf = 0 surface. On the other hand, concerning the metric g, when expressed in the (TI , r)
chart, its components read

gTITI = −Σg

c2
, (2.7a)

gTIr = σI

sgn(Σg)

c2|Σf |

√
2

r
(µg − µf )W , (2.7b)

grr =
c2 + ω2

c2Σf
− ω2Σg

c2Σ2
f

. (2.7c)

While gTITI
and grr are smooth everywhere outside the horizon Σf = 0, where the chart (TI , r) breaks down,

depending on σI , the component gTIr may be discontinuous at Σg = 0. Therefore, in order to ensure the
continuity of ftr at r = 2µf and of gTIr at r = 2µg, we will require σI = sgn(ΣfΣg)

∣∣
I
, where the sign function

on the right-hand side is evaluated in the I-th region.
To summarize, fixing the sign factors as shown above so that physical fields are continuous in the domain

of the corresponding chart, the solution for TI reads

TI(t, r) = c t+

∫
dr

1

ΣfΣg

√
2

r
(µg − µf )W , (2.8)
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which implies that sgn(T ′) = sgn(ΣfΣg), while sgn(Ṫ ) = sgn(c). Therefore, the background solution (2.2),
with the function TI given by (2.8), is completely characterized by four parameters (the two mass parameters
µg and µf that define their corresponding horizons, the ratio between the areal-radius functions ω, and the
proportionality constant c between the Killing vectors ∂t and ∂TI

), which must obey the set of relations
presented above. While µg, µf , and ω are positive by definition, the sign of c determines whether ∂t and ∂TI

are parallel or antiparallel. From now on, we will use the chart (t, r), which is well-defined both outside and
inside the horizon of the metric g. In particular, we note that, at the horizon of the metric f , where Σf = 0,
even if ftt vanishes, ftr and frr are regular and nonvanishing, det(f) ̸= 0, and thus in this chart the metric f is
nondegenerate at its horizon. The above conditions also ensure that the matrix S is well-behaved, cf. Ref. [31].
For completeness, and to conclude the analysis of the background, in the Appendix we examine the possible
configurations of the light cones of the two metric sectors.

For later purposes, it is convenient to define the auxiliary functions,

P (r) :=
c2(Σf − Σg)

Σ2
g

=
2c2(µg − µf )r

(r − 2µg)2
, (2.9a)

Q(r) :=
c

Σg

√
(Σf − Σg)(c2Σf − ω2Σg) =

c
√
2(µg − µf )rW (r)

(r − 2µg)
, (2.9b)

the combinations of the coupling constants that appear in the action (2.1),

α :=
Mf

Mg
, (2.10)

κ :=
(β1 + ωβ2)m̄

2

ω2(|c|+ ω)
, (2.11)

as well as the sign s := sgn(Q/W ), which, for the configuration of parameters detailed above, is given in terms
of c and the difference between the horizon radii, that is, s = sgn(c(µg − µf )). This sign will turn out to be of
key relevance to determine the properties of the propagation of the waves on this background.

3 Axial dipolar perturbations

In this section we consider axial dipolar perturbations propagating on the background described above.
This section is divided into two subsections. In Sec. 3.1 the linearized equations of motion are presented and
the corresponding general solution is derived. Then, in Sec. 3.2 the physical properties of the solution are
analyzed, both in the dynamical and static cases.

3.1 Equations of motion and general solution

The equations for linear perturbations around the most general spherically symmetric background within
bimetric gravity have been derived in Ref. [31]. The perturbations of the background metrics g and f , are
encoded in two symmetric rank-two tensor fields h(g) and h(f), respectively. Since the background is assumed
to be spherically symmetric, it is convenient to decompose such perturbations in tensor spherical harmonics.
Here, we will only consider dipolar (i.e., l = 1) perturbations with axial (sometimes also called odd) polarity.
In this way, the components of h(g) and h(f) in the (t, r) chart read:

h(i) =


0 0 hm

(i)0 csc θ∂ϕY
m
1 −hm

(i)0 sin θ∂θY
m
1

∗ 0 hm
(i)1 csc θ∂ϕY

m
1 −hm

(i)1 sin θ∂θY
m
1

∗ ∗ 0 0
∗ ∗ ∗ 0

 , (3.1)

where Y m
l (θ, ϕ) are the usual spherical harmonics, m = −1, 0, 1, and the index i = g, f denotes the met-

ric sector. In the axial sector with l = 1, there is one gauge degree of freedom and the four compo-
nents {hm

(g)0(t, r), h
m
(g)1(t, r), h

m
(f)0(t, r), h

m
(f)1(t, r)} describe one dynamical propagating degree of freedom (see

Ref. [31]). This is quite different from GR, where the axial dipolar mode is nonpropagating. Taking into
account that the equations of motion are independent of m and, in order to make the notation lighter, in the
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following we remove the harmonic label m from the different variables. Similarly, the functional dependence
on (t, r) is implied.

Assuming the nonbidiagonal background defined by (2.2a), (2.2b), and (2.8), the linearized equations for
the axial sector with l = 1 read [31]

h′′
(g)0 −

2

r
ḣ(g)1 − ḣ′

(g)1 −
2

r2
h(g)0 + κ

(
P (h(f)0 − ω2h(g)0)−Q(h(f)1 − ω2h(g)1)

)
= 0 , (3.2a)

ḧ(g)1 − ḣ′
(g)0 +

2

r
ḣ(g)0 − κ

(
Q(h(f)0 − ω2h(g)0)−W (h(f)1 − ω2h(g)1)

)
= 0 , (3.2b)

h′′
(f)0 −

2

r
ḣ(f)1 − ḣ′

(f)1 −
2

r2
h(f)0 −

|c|κ
α2ω

(
P (h(f)0 − ω2h(g)0)−Q(h(f)1 − ω2h(g)1)

)
= 0 , (3.2c)

ḧ(f)1 − ḣ′
(f)0 +

2

r
ḣ(f)0 +

|c|κ
α2ω

(
Q(h(f)0 − ω2h(g)0)−W (h(f)1 − ω2h(g)1)

)
= 0 , (3.2d)

with W , P , and Q defined in Eqs. (2.5), (2.9a), and (2.9b), respectively.
These equations are not all independent, due to the existence of the Bianchi constraints3. For this reason,

let us introduce the gauge-invariant variables Π(i) := 2h(i)0 − rh′
(i)0 + rḣ(i)1, for i = g, f , along with h(−)0 :=

h(f)0−ω2h(g)0 and h(−)1 := h(f)1−ω2h(g)1. Up to a rescaling, these definitions parallel those given in Ref. [38]
in the case of GR for general l-modes, and have also been employed in bigravity in Ref. [27]. Note that the
four variables (Π(g),Π(f), h(−)0, h(−)1) are not all independent, since they are subject to the following identity:

Π(f) − ω2Π(g) = 2h(−)0 − rh′
(−)0 + rḣ(−)1 . (3.3)

In particular, from these new variables, one can recover three out of four components of the metric perturbations,
which makes the gauge degree of freedom explicit. For instance, one can write,

h(g)0 = r2C(t) + r2
∫ (

ḣ(g)1

r2
−

Π(g)

r3

)
dr , (3.4a)

h(f)0 = h(−)0 + ω2h(g)0 , (3.4b)

h(f)1 = h(−)1 + ω2h(g)1 , (3.4c)

where h(g)1 is chosen to parametrize the gauge freedom, and C(t) is a free integration function that must be
fixed consistently with boundary conditions.

Let us now solve the system of equations (3.2a)-(3.2d) for the new four variables, which reads

Π′
(g)

r
+

Π(g)

r2
− κ

(
Ph(−)0 −Qh(−)1

)
= 0 , (3.5a)

Π̇(g)

r
− κ

(
Qh(−)0 −Wh(−)1

)
= 0 , (3.5b)

Π′
(f)

r
+

Π(f)

r2
+

|c|κ
α2ω

(
Ph(−)0 −Qh(−)1

)
= 0 , (3.5c)

Π̇(f)

r
+

|c|κ
α2ω

(
Qh(−)0 −Wh(−)1

)
= 0 . (3.5d)

From here, we observe that upon defining the auxiliary quantity Π(+) := Π(f) +
|c|
α2ωΠ(g), the system can be

recast in the simpler form

Π′
(+) +

Π(+)

r
= 0 , (3.6a)

Π̇(+) = 0 , (3.6b)

Π′
(g) +

Π(g)

r
− Q

W
Π̇(g) = 0 , (3.6c)

h(−)1 =
Q

W
h(−)0 −

1

κ

Π̇(g)

rW
. (3.6d)

3Following the notation in Ref. [31], the Bianchi constraints read 2t(i)Av
(i)
A +

(i)

∇At(i)A = 0, for i = g, f .
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Moreover, it follows from the identity (3.3) and (3.5b) that

Π(f) − ω2Π(g) = 2h(−)0 − rh′
(−)0 + r

Q

W
ḣ(−)0 −

1

κ

Π̈(g)

W
. (3.7)

We note that equation (3.6c) for Π(g), as well as the equations (3.6a) and (3.6b) for Π(+), are decoupled from the
rest of the variables. On the one hand, Eqs. (3.6a)–(3.6b) have the same structure as the constraint equations
for a dipolar perturbation in vacuum general relativity, and can be easily solved,

Π(+) =
K

r
, (3.8)

with a constant K. On the other hand, (3.6c) describes a propagating perturbation and its solution reads

Π(g)(t, r) =
F1(t+R(r))

r
, (3.9)

where F1(t+R(r)) is a free function and we have defined,

R(r) :=

∫
Q(r)

W (r)
dr =


s
(
r + 2µg ln | r

2µg
− 1|

)
, for |c| = ω ,

2c
√

2(µg−µf )rW (r)

c2−ω2 + 2µg ln

∣∣∣∣√r (µg−µf )W (r)−
√
2c(µg−µf )√

r (µg−µf )W (r)+
√
2c(µg−µf )

∣∣∣∣ , for |c| ≠ ω ,

(3.10)

with the sign s = sgn(c(µg − µf )). In particular, note that, as commented above, for the configuration of the
parameters under consideration, sgn(W (r)) = sgn(µg − µf ), and thus R(r) is real everywhere. After solving
Π(+) and Π(g), the variable Π(f) is algebraically determined recalling the definition of Π(+),

Π(f)(t, r) =
K

r
− |c|

α2ω

F1(t+R(r))

r
. (3.11)

Finally, in order to explicitly recover the components of the metric perturbations via the relations (3.4),
the solutions for h(−)0 and h(−)1 can be determined by solving Eqs. (3.7) and (3.6d),

h(−)0(t, r) = r2F2(t+R(r)) +
1

3

(
Π(f)(t, r)− ω2Π(g)(t, r)

)
− r2

κ
F̈1(t+R(r))

∫
dr

r4W (r)
, (3.12)

h(−)1(t, r) =
Q(r)

W (r)
h(−)0(t, r)−

Ḟ1(t+R(r))

κ r2W (r)
. (3.13)

Similarly to the integration function C(t) in (3.4a), the free functions F1(t+R(r)) and F2(t+R(r)) should be
fixed consistently with boundary conditions.

3.2 Physical properties of the solution

3.2.1 Axial dipolar gravitational waves

In general, the solutions obtained in the previous section describe propagating dipole radiation. As can be
seen, the propagation takes place along the characteristic curves with equation t+ R(r) = constant, so let us
analyze these curves in detail.

In the case with |c| = ω, the function R(r) is proportional to the usual tortoise coordinate r∗ := r +
2µg ln | r

2µg
− 1| . Therefore, the characteristic curves t + R(r) = constant followed by dipolar waves are

null, and thus they propagate at the speed of light. An interesting property is that, depending on the sign
s = sgn(c(µg − µf )), waves can propagate only in one direction: the waves are purely ingoing for s = 1, while
they are purely outgoing for s = −1. This result is consistent with that obtained in Ref. [27], although in that
analysis the signs in (2.4) are fixed in such a way that only purely ingoing waves are obtained.

However, for cases with |c| ≠ ω, the analysis is not so straightforward. Let us first check the causal character
of the characteristic curves. The tangent vector to the curves t+R(r) = constant reads

ξ := − Q

W
∂t + ∂r , (3.14)
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and its norm, under the physical metric g, is given by

g(ξ, ξ) = (1− Σ2
gQ

2/W 2)/Σg =
|c2 − ω2|r

2|ω2µg − c2µf |+ |c2 − ω2|r
, (3.15)

while f(ξ, ξ) = ω2g(ξ, ξ). As can be seen, for |c| = ω the norm vanishes, as expected, ξ is lightlike and thus
the waves propagate at the speed of light, while, for |c| ̸= ω, the norm of ξ is positive for all r > 0 for both
metric sectors. Therefore, for |c| ≠ ω, gravitational waves follow spacelike curves with respect to both metrics,
and the propagation is superluminal.

Concerning the global qualitative behavior of the curves for cases with |c| ̸= ω, we first note that the
function R(r) has similar properties to the tortoise coordinate. That is, it is smooth (with nonzero derivative)
everywhere, except at the horizon r = 2µg

4, where 2rW (r)|r=2µg = 2c2(µg − µf ), and thus the logarithmic

term in (3.10) diverges. More precisely, up to additive constants, around the horizon, R(r) = s r∗ +O
(
e

r∗
2µg

)
,

and therefore this function diverges as R(r) → −s∞ as r → 2µg.
On the one hand, outside the black hole, in the domain r ∈ (2µg,∞), the function R(r) is either monoton-

ically decreasing or increasing for s = −1, 1, respectively, and it goes as R(r) ≈ s
√
r for large r. Therefore,

solutions with s = 1 are purely ingoing, while solutions with s = −1 are purely outgoing. On the other hand,
inside the black hole r ∈ (0, 2µg), since R(r) is monotonic (increasing or decreasing for s = −1, 1, respectively)
with R(0) being finite, all the characteristic curves t + R(r) = constant hit the singularity r = 0 at a certain
finite value of t time.

Since the Schwarzschild coordinates (t, r) are singular at the horizon, in order to study the behavior of the
waves around that surface, it is convenient to introduce null coordinates u := t− r∗ and v := t+ r∗. In ingoing
Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r), the characteristic curves read v + R(r) − r∗ = constant. From the
properties of the function R(r), one can show that, for s = 1, R(r) − r∗ is monotonically decreasing for all
r > 0, and thus the characteristic curves go from r → +∞, as v → +∞, to reach r = 0 at a finite value of v
time. However, for s = −1, R(r)− r∗ diverges at r = 2µg, and thus the characteristic curves do not cross the
black-hole horizon. Conversely, using the outgoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (u, r), one can deduce
that purely outgoing solutions (s = −1) do cross the white-hole horizon, while purely ingoing waves (s = 1) do
not.

In order to illustrate more clearly the dynamical evolution of these waves, let us represent them in the
conformal diagram corresponding to the metric sector g. For such a purpose, we consider the Kruskal-Szekeres
coordinates, defined as U := −e−u/(4µg) and V := ev/(4µg), for which the physical metric g takes the form,

ds2g = −
32µ3

g

r
e−r/(2µg)dUdV + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (3.16)

and it is thus regular for all r > 0. By performing the standard compactification Ũ := arctan (U) and

Ṽ := arctan (V ) of these coordinates, we obtain the diagrams shown in Figs. 1a and 1b for the cases with s = 1
and s = −1, respectively. As commented above, for s = 1 the waves are purely ingoing: they begin at i0,
cross the black-hole horizon r = 2µg, and end up at the singularity r = 0 in finite time. For s = −1 the waves
have just the opposite behavior and propagate outwards from the white-hole interior to the asymptotically flat
region. In all cases, and as already explained above, characteristic curves cross the horizon only once. Thus,
even if the waves propagate superluminally and follow spacelike curves, the interior of the black hole is trapped
in the sense that, towards the future, no waves can escape, while the interior of the white hole is antitrapped.
In particular, this implies that no signal can be exchanged between the two asymptotically flat regions.

In order to understand the shape of the curves in the conformal diagram, one can check the tangent vector
ξ, which, in the Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates, is given by

4µgξ =
V

Σg

(
1− QΣg

W

)
∂V +

U

Σg

(
1 +

QΣg

W

)
∂U

=
1

Σg

(
1− QΣg

W

)
sin Ṽ cos Ṽ ∂Ṽ +

1

Σg

(
1 +

QΣg

W

)
sin Ũ cos Ũ∂Ũ . (3.17)

On the one hand, for large r,

1

Σg

(
1± QΣg

W

)
= 1± s|c|

√
2(µg − µf )

(c2 − ω2)r
+O(1/r) , (3.18)

4In the following, by horizon we will always refer to the horizon of the physical metric g located at r = 2µg .
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(a) Generic behavior of the characteristic curves for
s = 1, which describe purely ingoing waves. The

displayed curves correspond to the particular choice
of parameters c = 1, µg = 1, µf = 1/2, ω = 7/8.

(b) Generic behavior of the characteristic curves for
s = −1, which describe purely outgoing waves. The
displayed curves correspond to the particular choice

of parameters c = 1, µg = 1, µf = 2, ω = 9/8.

Figure 1: The conformal diagrams show the characteristic curves for the propagation of dipole radiation. The
direction of propagation is either ingoing or outgoing, depending on the value of the sign factor s. In either
case, the characteristic curves divide spacetime into two disconnected regions, with each asymptotic region
connected either to the black-hole or to the white-hole interior. Even if the characteristic curves are spacelike,
no propagation takes place between the two asymptotically flat regions.

and thus, in this regime, the tangent vector takes the approximate form,

4µgξ ≈ V ∂V + U∂U = sin Ṽ cos Ṽ ∂Ṽ + sin Ũ cos Ũ∂Ũ . (3.19)

Therefore, in the vicinity of the different null infinities, ξ tends to be coparallel either to ∂Ũ or ∂Ṽ . For instance,

at the I − defined by U → −∞, and thus Ũ = −π/2, with V finite, the tangent vector tends to be coparallel
to ∂Ṽ , while, around the I + at V → +∞, with U finite, the tangent vector tends to be coparallel to ∂Ũ .

On the other hand, concerning the behavior of the curves around the horizon, taking into account that
Σg = −2µgUV e−r/(2µg)/r, an expansion around r = 2µg leads to

1

Σg

(
1± QΣg

W

)
=

1

Σg

[
1± s∓ s|c2 − ω2|

4c2|µg − µf |
(r − 2µg) +O((r − 2µg)

2)

]
= − e

UV

[
1± s− 2µgUV

e

(
1± s

µg
∓ s|c2 − ω2|

4c2|µg − µf |

)
+O(U2V 2)

]
. (3.20)

For definiteness, let us first consider the solutions with s = 1. From this expression, one then obtains the
following approximate form of the vector for the near-horizon regime,

4µgξ ≈ µg|c2 − ω2|
2c2|µg − µf |

V ∂V −
[
2e

V
− 2µgU

(
2

µg
− |c2 − ω2|

4c2|µg − µf |

)]
∂U . (3.21)

In fact, this expression is exact at r = 2µg, and thus, from (3.21), it is straightforward to see that, when the
solutions with s = 1 cross the black-hole horizon (U = 0), the tangent vector takes the form,

ξ
∣∣
U=0

=
|c2 − ω2|

8c2|µg − µf |
V ∂V − e

2µgV
∂U . (3.22)

Furthermore, these purely ingoing solutions (s = 1) do not cross the white-hole horizon (V = 0), but, as they
approach it, their tangent vector tends to

ξ → − e

2µgV
∂U . (3.23)

Hence, near the white-hole horizon, characteristic curves tend to the null V = constant curves. Similarly,
from (3.20) it is straightforward to obtain the near-horizon tangent vector for the solutions with s = −1, and
conclude that, in the vicinity of the black-hole horizon, which they never cross, the corresponding characteristic
curves tend to parallels to the null U = constant curves. f We note that, although the characteristic curves
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are spacelike for |c| ≠ ω, this does not lead to closed timelike curves since each characteristic crosses once, and
only once, any given t = constant surface at finite values of r. Hence, the Cauchy initial value problem for
perturbations is well-posed, which is consistent with the considerations made in Ref. [39] for configurations of
the light cones in the background at hand (see Tables 1, 2 in the Appendix), and also with the general analysis
of Ref. [40] on the causal cones of fields propagating superluminal. However, let us consider a static observer

at a fixed value of r > 2µg, outside the horizon, with four-velocity Σ
−1/2
g ∂t (normalized with respect to the

physical metric g). The propagation speed V of a pulse following the characteristics, as measured by such a
static observer, is given by (see, e.g., Eq. 8 of Ref. [41])

V2 = 1 +
g(ξ, ξ)(

g(ξ,Σ
−1/2
g ∂t)

)2 =
W 2

Q2Σ2
g

=
|ω2 − c2|

2c2|µf − µg|
r +

|c2µf − ω2µg|
c2|µf − µg|

. (3.24)

As can be seen, |V| is a monotonically increasing function of r, with |V| → 1 close to the horizon r → 2µg,
and |V| → ∞ as r → ∞. This is clearly unphysical since there is no reason to expect that gravitational
waves are accelerated as they depart from the black hole. Therefore, even if the Cauchy problem is well posed,
we conclude that all solutions with |c| ≠ ω are unphysical and should be disregarded. The only background
solution that provides a reasonable dynamics of the gravitational waves corresponds to the case with |c| = ω.

3.2.2 Static limit

To complete the analysis of the solution, let us comment on its static limit. In the static case, the solutions
to the perturbative dynamics take a particularly simple form

h(g)0 =
k1
r

+ k2r
2 , h(f)0 =

k3 + ω2c1
r

+ (k4 + ω2k2)r
2 , h(−)1 =

(
k3
r

+ k4r
2

)
Q

W
. (3.25)

where k1, k2, k3, and k4 are free integration constants that are related to the above free integration functions as
k1 = −F1/3, k2 = C, k3 = K/3− F1(|c|/(α2ω)− ω2)/3, and k4 = F2. In order to ensure that the perturbative
approach does not break down at large r, we must set k2 = k4 = 0. Similarly to the general solution obtained
earlier in the dynamical case (3.4), we note that we can only solve the combination h(−)1, but not the metric
perturbations h(g)1 and h(f)1 separately.

Now, if we assume that there is just one perturbative dipolar mode, one can always choose the coordinate
axes so that its corresponding magnetic number is m = 0. Then axial symmetry is preserved, and one can
compute the usual Komar conserved charges [42] in each metric sector, i.e., the Komar masses Mi and the
Komar angular momenta Ji associated to each perturbed metric g and f , which are coordinate independent.
The conserved masses are associated to the fact that the spacetimes are stationary and, as expected, are given
by

Mg = µg , Mf = ωµf . (3.26)

On the other hand, as a result of the axisymmetry of the spacetimes, one has the conserved angular momenta,
given by

Jg = −k1
4

√
3

π
, Jf = − (k3 + ω2k1)ω

4|c|

√
3

π
. (3.27)

Note that, although the free constant c appears explicitly in the expression for the angular momentum of
the perturbed metric f , it is not straightforward to deduce its direct physical implications, since it could be
reabsorbed by a redefinition of the integration constants k1 and k3. All in all, we conclude that in the static
case perturbed solutions describe slowly rotating black holes in both metric sectors.

4 Conclusions

In the framework of the bimetric theory of gravity, we have considered perturbations of the most general
spherically symmetric, static, and asymptotically flat vacuum background, such that the two metrics are
nonbidiagonal (i.e., there is no coordinate chart in which both metrics are simultaneously diagonal) and they
possess the same isometries. This background solution is given by (2.2), along with (2.8), and it is completely
characterized by four constant parameters. In addition to the two mass parameters µg and µf , and the
ratio between the areal radii of the two metrics ω, there is another free parameter c, which represents the
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proportionality factor between the (appropriately normalized) time-translation invariance Killing vector field
of each metric. However, these four constants are not completely arbitrary. Rather, as studied in detail in
Sec. 2, they must satisfy certain specific relations to ensure that the solution is smooth and well-defined.

Even if previous perturbative studies have been carried out on such background, the specific value |c| = ω
has always been imposed at the outset. Therefore, the main focus of the present work has been to understand
the physical implications of allowing generic values for the parameter c. For this purpose, we have considered
the dynamics of a dipolar (l = 1) perturbative mode with axial (sometimes also known as odd) polarity.
Although this is a simple setup, contrary to GR, the linearized bimetric equations of motion imply nontrivial
dynamics for this mode. We have been able to obtain the full analytic solution for such equations for any
gauge, which has allowed us to determine in detail the behavior of the dipolar radiation. In particular, we have
found that the radiation is either purely ingoing or purely outgoing, depending on the sign s = sgn(c(µg−µf )).
Furthermore, and more importantly, for |c| ≠ ω, we have shown that the dipolar radiation propagates along
spacelike characteristic curves with respect to both metrics, and thus the propagation is superluminal. It is
only for |c| = ω that the characteristic curves are lightlike. In particular, for |c| = ω, the results obtained
are consistent with those presented in Ref. [27], with the difference that, since their analysis corresponds to a
specific choice of the sign s, their solution for dipolar axial perturbations describes purely ingoing waves.

It is expected that bimetric gravity admits superluminality, possibly without violating causality [39], with
the causal cones given by the convex hull of the null cones of the two metrics [43]. In fact, in the present case,
the solutions are well-behaved in the sense that the Cauchy problem is well-posed since no closed causal curves
arise, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Furthermore, purely ingoing (outgoing) solutions cross once, and only once, the
black-hole (white-hole) horizon. Therefore, despite the superluminal propagation, waves can not escape from
the interior of the black hole, and no propagation takes place between the two asymptotically flat ends.

Nevertheless, as can be seen from (3.24), unless |c| = ω, the propagation speed of a pulse that follows the
characteristic curves obtained for the dipolar waves, as measured by a static observer, grows monotonically
with r. It is only for |c| = ω that the velocity equals the speed of light. Based on this result, we conclude that
only background solutions with |c| = ω are physically meaningful, thus providing strong theoretical support
for this choice.
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Appendix: Configurations of the light cones

In this appendix, we examine the different possible types of bimetric configurations for the solution (2.2)
along with (2.8), classified in terms of the intersections of the two null cones. Tables 1 and 2 show the possible
Types of local bimetric configurations corresponding to the line elements (2.2a), (2.2b), with TI given by (2.8),
based on the general classification of Ref. [39] and computed using the results in Ref. [44]. The quantity r0
is defined as r0 := 2

ω2

(
ω2µg − c2(µf − µg)

)
. Clearly, when r0 < 0 some of the configurations listed in the

table are not accessible. The descriptors in brackets (“f inside of g” or “g inside of f”) refer to the relative
orientation of the light cones of the two metrics, and should not be confused with the relative position of their
respective horizons (which is uniquely determined in each case). On the other hand, the label (L) (respectively
(R)) in Table 2 indicates that both metrics have the left (respectively right) null direction in common. We
observe that all configurations listed below ensure that the two metrics admit compatible 3+1 decompositions,
which is a necessary condition for the initial value problem to be well-posed in the bimetric theory, cf. Ref. [39].
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ω < |c| and c2µf ≤ ω2µg

c > 0 c < 0
r < 2µg I (f inside g) I (f inside g)

2µg < r < r0 IIb (f left of g) IIb (g left of f)
r > r0 I (g inside f) I (g inside f)

ω > |c| and c2µf ≥ ω2µg

c > 0 c < 0
0 < r < r0 I (g inside f) I (g inside f)

r0 < r < 2µg IIb (g left of f) IIb (f left of g)
r > 2µg I (f inside g) I (f inside g)

Table 1: Classification of the causal types for different consistent choices of the background parameters.

|c| = ω

µg > µf c > 0 c < 0 µg < µf c > 0 c < 0
r < 2µg IIa (L) IIa (R) 0 < r < r0 IIa (R) IIa (L)

2µg < r < r0 IIb (f left of g) IIb (g left of f) r0 < r < 2µg IIb (g left of f) IIb (f left of g)
r > r0 IIa (L) IIa (R) r > 2µg IIa (R) IIa (L)

Table 2: Classification of the causal types for backgrounds with |c| = ω.
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