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1 Introduction

General relativity (GR) is undoubtedly the best scientific theory of gravity we have at present. The
observation of gravitational waves (GW) has only solidified this position, confirming GR’s prediction
that GWs propagate at the speed of light, with only little wiggle room for error [1, 2]. However, a
plethora of alternative theories of gravity are also compatible with luminally-propagating GWs and
remain worthy of further examination [3-7].

Among the many alternatives to GR, scalar-tensor theories are still regarded the most com-
pelling because of theoretical parsimony—they require only one extra field and can be elegantly de-
scribed by a small number of arbitrary potentials tunable for phenomenological purposes [8—13].
From within scalar-tensor theories, kinetic gravity braiding (KGB) [14, 15], described by a set of
second-order field equations and two free potentials, has stood out in the last two years because of
its compatibility with the existing GW speed constraint and its desirable cosmological features such
as scaling and self-tuning mechanisms [16-20]. The nonlinear scalar field self-interaction in KGB



is also characteristic of the existence of a screening mechanism [21], guaranteeing agreement with
Solar system tests, and notably two of its limits, namely, the Galileon ghost condensate [22-24] and
the generalized cubic covariant Galileon [25-27], have recently been shown to be compatible with
cosmological observations. But for any alternative theory to legitimately compete with GR it must be
compatible with all observational tests of gravity. In light of recent and forthcoming breakthroughs
in GW astronomy, it is therefore desirable to also look at the black holes of an alternative theory.

The strong gravity regime, epitomized by black holes, is a promising theoretical laboratory for
locking-in on observational signatures of a dark degree of freedom (d.o.f.). However, it has been
shown that special sectors of scalar-tensor theories, including KGB, can accommodate stealth black
holes that pretend to be the GR black holes except that they carry an invisible nontrivial scalar field
or “hair” at the background level [28-38]. The existence of stealth black holes potentially makes
discriminating between GR and alternative theories even more observationally challenging and thus
demands investigation at its perturbative regime. This paper is a step in this direction, as we study
stealth black hole perturbations in KGB.

Black hole perturbations in scalar-tensor theories have been studied previously using either co-
variant perturbation theory or effective field theory. In the standard perturbation theory, one starts
with a covariant theory, i.e., specified by an action or field equations, and performs a perturbative
expansion of the dynamical variables on the black hole background. The linear perturbations about
static and spherically symmetric black holes in scalar-tensor theories with second-order field equa-
tions have been analyzed in this way [39—41] and have for instance led to the intriguing conclusion
that the scalar modes on stealth black holes are strongly coupled [37, 42]. On the other hand, in the ef-
fective field theory approach, one analyzes the perturbations in a theory-agnostic fashion by building
the most general Lagrangian containing the desired number of d.o.f.s and satisfying the symmetries
of a specified background. Isospectrality breaking, the mixing of scalar and tensor modes, and parity
violation on static and spherically symmetric black holes have been analyzed in this way [43, 44].
The overlap between the two approaches, however, remains to be examined in detail. We resort to
covariant perturbation theory in examining the stealth black holes perturbations in KGB, as this is the
natural step starting from a covariant gravitational action (Eq. (2.1)).

The perturbations about stealth Kerr black holes have also been recently studied in scalar-tensor
theories but without the braiding term [45, 46]. The Teukolsky equation was instead only modified by
an effective source term from the scalar hair but the modes, however, continue to be strongly coupled.
In this paper, we shall develop the Regge-Wheeler formalism to study the odd and even parity per-
turbations of nonrotating stealth black holes with a static and spherically symmetric scalar hair and
end up with a similar conclusion for its metric radiative modes. We shall also obtain the contribution
of the hair to the monopolar and dipolar modes. Interestingly, we find the scalar perturbation to be
non-dynamical in stealth black hole backgrounds.

We emphasize that the main new results of this paper — the existence of a source-modified
Zerilli equation (Eq. (4.49)), nondynamicality of the scalar, and the physical (non-gauge) divergence
of the low-order multipoles — can be directly traced to strong coupling in the stealth sector. Our work
completes the exploration of stealth black hole perturbations in KGB, and it hints at a more general
connection between the aforementioned peculiar properties of the perturbations and strong coupling.
This work is also the first time that analogues to both Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli master equations for
the odd and even-parity sectors of stealth black hole perturbations have been presented for a broad
class of scalar-tensor theories. We view this as an important technical achievement that, together with
the detailed derivation we lay bare here, should pave the way to similar derivations in other theories.

The outline of this paper is as follows. We start with a brief overview of KGB and its obser-
vational constraints (Section 2). We obtain the linearized field equations of shift symmetric KGB



(Section 3) and, for both simplicity and concreteness, focus on perturbations on a known stealth anti-
de-Sitter black hole in a subset of KGB known as k-essence (Section 4). Afterwards, we present
the general analysis of perturbations of nonrotating stealth black holes with static and spherically
symmetric hair in KGB (Section 5). We summarize the relevant conclusions and discuss the issue
of strong coupling (Section 6). In the Appendix, we write down the full linearized field equations
in KGB (Appendix A) and the explicit form of the coefficients in static and spherically symmetric
backgrounds (Appendix B). We also discuss in detail the restrictive class of ¢¢-only monopolar and
dipolar gauge modes (Appendix C) and the propagation cones of KGB (Appendix D).

Conventions. We work with the mostly plus metric signature (—,+,+,+) and geometrized
units (¢ = G = 1) where c is the speed of light in vacuum and G is Newton’s gravitational con-
stant. For notational simplicity, we use the same symbol for the time- and frequency-domain versions
of an observable, e.g., ¢ (t) ~ ¢ (w)e ™!, and warn only whenever we think the distinction must
be clear. Coordinates on the two-sphere (6, ¢) are denoted by uppercase latin indices A, B, - -.
For brevity, the mode labels (I,m) of spherical harmonics are suppressed and the summation over
modes and two-sphere indices are implicit, e.g., fa (7,0,0) = > . > g tim (2) e POBYim (0, ¢) =
t () € POBYim (0, ). Readers are encouraged to download the Mathematica notebooks used for this
paper from the authors’ GitHub repository !.

2 Kinetic gravity braiding

Kinetic gravity braiding is described by the gravitational action [14, 15]
5= [ diev=gler+ K (6.X) - G (6,X) 04 @)

where g, is the metric, R is the Ricci scalar, Kk = M]% /2 = 1/167G, ¢ is the scalar field, X =
—g™V V¢ /2 is the scalar field’s kinetic density, and K and G are arbitrary functions that we
refer to as the k-essence [47, 48] and braiding potentials, respectively 2 . For brevity, we write down
£a = V&, € = V%, and &y, = V, V€ for any scalar function &, e.g., X = —g™¢yy/2.

Several astrophysical and cosmological constraints are worth mentioning to make the case of
KGB as a competitive theory of gravity. First, KGB belongs to the few theories favored by the GW
speed constraint [3-7, 49, 50]. Second, subsets of KGB, such as the Galileon ghost condensate [22—
24] and the generalized cubic covariant Galileon [25] have been proven to be just as cosmologically
viable as ACDM even with large data sets that have ruled out others [51-54]. Third, KGB is singled
out to be among very special observational limits of cosmologically-modified gravity and is known
to keep a screening mechanism to pass Solar system tests [55—60].

For the rest of this work we shall work in the shift symmetric KGB, i.e., K = K (X) and
G = G (X), where the particular sector accommodating stealth black holes has been discussed in
Ref. [38]. The background field equations of shift symmetric KGB are

1 1
KGap — §gabK - §¢a¢bKX

1 1 ] - 2.2)
+ §¢a¢b5¢ = PaPr)c® + §gab¢c¢ bed| Gx = 87T,

Lgithub.com/reggiebernardo/notebooks
The term “braiding” refers to the mixing of scalar (1) and tensor (h) modes present in the term G, O¢ ~ G , dh., Dh+
O (h?,4?) in the second order action [14].
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and
oK x — 6" 6 du K xx
+ [~6"Va00 — (96)° + 6"Tg0 + dud™| Gx 23)
+ &' 6w 9700 — %6, Gxx =0

where a subscript X in the potentials denote differentiation with respect to X, e.g., Kxx = d’K /dX 2,
and the symmetrization rule for a tensor Ty is T(ap)y = (Tup + Tha) /2. Also, Tg’l) is the matter’s
stress-energy tensor. Eq. (2.2) can be regarded as the Einstein equation with an additional scalar field
stress-energy tensor given by

K K G
81T, = gavy + Guds =5 — [%mw — 20(aPp)c6° + gam%%cd] - Q4

On the other hand, Eq. (2.3) is the field equation for the scalar. A background solution (gup, ¢) to the
scalar-tensor theory (K, ) is one in which Egs. (2.2) and (2.3) are simultaneously satisfied.

3 Linearized perturbations in shift symmetric KGB

In this section, we present the linearized gravitational field equations of KGB, setting the stage for
the derivation of the master equation for nonrotating stealth black holes in the next sections.
Consider the metric and scalar perturbations (hgp, 1), i.e.,

Gab = Yab + hap (3.1
¢ — o+ (3.2)

By expanding the field equations (Egs. (2.2) and (2.3)) about the fields (hgp, ) up to first order we
obtain the linearized field equations of KGB given by

106G [hed) — 8TST L) (heg, ] — 876T Y [heg) — 876T ) (1] = 86T, M] (3.3)

a a

and
38U [heg, ] + 38D [¢] 4+ 65 [heq] = 0 (3.4)

where the functionals 6Gop [heq] (Bq. (A1), 6T [heg, ] (Bq. (A.2)), 5T [heg] (Bq. (A3)),

ST (0] (Bq. (A4), 55U [y] (Eq. (A.5)), 65 [1)] (Eq. (A.6)), and 55 [¢] (Eq. (A7)
are explicitly shown in Appendix A. In Eq. (3.3), 0G4 [heq] is the well-known expression for the
linearized Einstein tensor and 67}, [M] is the matter perturbation’s stress-energy tensor. The rest of
the terms come from the scalar field sector of the theory. Superscripts of K and G stand for the
k-essence (K -dependent) and braiding (G-dependent) terms, respectively, in the field equations. In
Egs. (3.3) and (3.4), we further break down the G-dependent pieces into - and h,p-dependent terms
as both expressions combined is quite long.

Admitedly, the linearized field equations are rather unwieldy to deal with. They are nonethe-
less more tractable after specializing to stealth black holes. In particular, the generic scalar field
contribution can always be written down as

Sab = AwFx + (Bap + 0ea0°Ch) Fxx + (Dap + 0cad* Bl ) Fxxx  (335)



where F' stands for either of the potentials (K or () and the tensors A, B, C, D, and F are functionals
of the perturbations hy, and 1. On stealth black holes, the conditions Fiy = 0 and ¢q¢” = 0 are
satisfied (see Egs. (5.1) and (5.2)) and Eq. (3.5) drastically simplifies to

Sab = BapyFxx + DapFx xx - (3.6)

The contributions of the scalar field to the linearized metric and scalar field equations therefore even-
tually reduce to Egs. (5.7), (5.8), (5.9), (5.10), and (5.11). We’ll see this work out in a particular
theory (Section 4) and the general case (Section 5).

4 Master equations for gravitational perturbations of a hairy black hole in k-essence

Going further requires choosing a background on which the perturbations propagate. Such a hairy
black hole solution is presented in Ref. [61] and for this section we focus on describing its pertur-
bations. We start by presenting the hairy black hole (Section 4.1) and reducing the linearized field
equations down to component level (Section 4.2). In Sections 4.3 and 4.4, we decompose the pertur-
bations in spherical harmonics and present the master equation for the odd and even parity sectors.

4.1 Hairy black hole in k-essence theory

In Ref. [61], it was shown that hairy black holes in theories including Eq. (2.1) cannot acquire
cosmological relevance. Nonetheless, it introduced analytical black hole solutions that can be used
in other studies. One such solution is a stealth black hole to be described below and will be used in
this section to study stealth black hole perturbations. The hairy black hole described by

ds®* = —f(r)dt* + ar” + 72d0? (4.1)

f(r)

oM B?r?
=1-— 4.2
1) — “2)
¢%(r) = 28°/ 1 (r) (4.3)

is an exact solution to k-essence with the potential

K(X)=X +28V—X (4.4)

where (3, x, and M are constants [61]. It is easy to show that this is a solution by substituting it
back into Egs. (2.2) and (2.3). The nontrivial scalar field profile, i.e., ¢ # 0 outside the black hole,
represents the scalar hair. The spacetime described by this solution is obviously that of a stealth
Schwarzschild-anti de Sitter (SAdS) black hole and the background scalar field is nongravitating 3.
It is instructive to point out that the divergence of the scalar field gradient (Eq. (4.3)) at the
event horizon, f(r) = 0, does not imply the unphysicality of the solution because neither ¢ nor ¢’
couples directly with the metric and/or the matter fields. The divergence therefore does not have a
straightforward observational consequence and is also common to general stealth black holes, where

3The solution can be generalized by considering an electromagnetic field F*”, i.e., consider the additional term S ~
J d*z\/—gq*F"" F,,, in the action. For the purely electric case, the metric function f of the k-essence given by Eq. (4.4)
becomes

(4.5)

while the scalar field remains as Eq. (4.3). This hairy black hole solution is appropriate for studying electrically-charged
perturbations.



the one above is only a special case. Nonetheless, the regularity of the black hole solution can instead
be inspected by calculating the Noether current arising from shift symmetry [62]:

Jo(z) = —¢* (Kx — 0¢Gx) — (0°X) Gx. (4.6)

In terms of this field, the scalar field equation (Eq. (2.3)) can be written as a total divergence,
V.J% (z) = 0. By substituting Eq. (4.4) and Gx = 0 into Eq. (4.6), this becomes

JO (z) = —¢° (1 - %) . (4.7)

This vanishes everywhere for the stealth black hole solution given by Eqgs. (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3).

4.2 Linearized field equations

We present the component-reduced linearized field equations for the perturbations (hgp, 1) on the
hairy black hole presented in Section 4.1. We refer the reader to Appendix B for the component form
of coefficients appearing in the linearized equations.

After some work, we find that the linearized field equations on the black hole background can
be written as

Bhay  6eb°0uds | heat* 6 60

R3Clay — 5 ~ e b 37 b= 8rot)) 4.8)
and
ha a b

Yad 06 — b {6+ 6"nad? + oot — "I
4.9
CEP V) E e 0 P00 e oot

9 be a 2,82 4,82 = 0.

In Eq. (4.8), the terms coming after kdG;, correspond to 07 éf’K) [hed, Y], the scalar field’s stress-
energy tensor. Also, in Eq. (4.9), we have cancelled out an overall factor 1/ 2/3%2. A noteworthy
observation is that the scalar perturbation 1 satisfies a nondynamical equation, i.e., there are no time
derivatives in Eq. (4.9). The absence of all terms with d;1) is a consequence of Kx = 0 and also of
contractions with the static and spherically symmetric vector ¢,. Supporting the claim that the scalar
field perturbation, v, is nondynamical, it can be shown that the effective metric of the scalar modes is
nonhyperbolic. This implies that the scalar field does not propagate and that its sound speed is infinite
[39, 40]. The scalar modes therefore react instantaneously to its source h,, and must be nonradiative.

By explicitly computing all contractions, we further end up with the linearized Einstein equation

,82 / ,82

KOG — -hap = o (0,0) 085 + T her 88 = T M) (4.10)
and the linearized scalar field equation
h'f"f‘ —
O+ 0, In (¢'7*r?) 0,p = ﬁ2?6r In (r*¢'3h,,) . (4.11)

Eq. (4.11) is a linear, first-order, differential equation for the radial gradient, 0,1, with the exact
solution
¢/2

rr(t77"797¢) +I(t59590)ﬁ ] (412)

h
Opth = 2
C=E T



where [ is an integration constant in the coordinate r. This is the black hole’s scalar fluctuation
in a surprisingly bold form. In this result, it must be stressed that [ is a perturbation, representing
the scalar field fluctuation’s d.o.f., or rather what’s left of it, after the perturbation equations have
been evaluated on the stealth black hole background. New terms sourced by I can therefore be
interpreted to come directly from the black hole’s scalar hair. It is also worth mentioning that the
factor besides [ in Eq. (4.12) may blow up at the event horizon (see Eq. (4.3)). This divergence
signals a breakdown of perturbation theory at the horizon and can be controlled by setting / = 0
or, in other words, removing the scalar hair’s influence on the perturbations entirely. However, it
must also be mentioned that neither v nor its derivative couple directly with the metric and matter
perturbations and so the observational consequences of this divergence, if any, requires further study.
In what follows, we shall keep the I terms in order to see what it might otherwise contribute to the
master equations if it were set to zero. Also, keeping I this way sets the stage for the generalization
to KGB in the next section where the calculations are less tractable.
We can bring Eq. (4.12) back to the linearized Einstein equation (Eq. (4.10)) and obtain
2 2 13
koG — %hab + %I (t.0,0) % ry)agag = 8roT"). (4.13)

The third term in the left hand side of Eq. (4.13) shows that the hair of the black hole modifies only
the rr-component of linearized field equation for the metric.

For what it’s worth, we discuss the scaling properties of 0,9 (Eq. (4.12)) at infinity and the
event horizon. To do so, we express the black hole’s scalar fluctuation as

4
&wzﬁwfghw@n&¢ﬂv§ﬂmﬂt&@- (4.14)

The natural boundary condition at the event horizon is causal, i.e., no radiation exiting from the black
hole’s interior. This can be deduced from the wave equation for the even parity metric perturbations
(Eq. (4.49)) and imposes h,, ~ e~ w(t+7+) where r, is the tortoise coordinate (Eq. (4.25)). At the
horizon, where f (1) vanishes, the first term of Eq. (4.14) then vanishes while the second term blows
up. However, at spatial infinity, the boundary condition for an AdS black hole may be reflective but
in general it deserves a much deeper discussion. We refer the reader to Refs. [63, 64]. Nonetheless,
this only affects the first term of Eq. (4.14) and the second term, the one sourced by the scalar hair,
clearly vanishes.

4.3 0Odd parity perturbations

Eq. (4.13) shows that the scalar hair does not modify the odd parity sector of the gravitational spec-
trum. To understand this, we can simply look at the general, i.e., gauge-free, expression for the odd
parity metric perturbations [65-69]:

hia = ho(r)e £0BYim (0, 0) e " (4.15)
hea = hi(r)e PORYim (6, p) e~ ™" (4.16)
hap = ha(r)e §V g Vo Yim(0, p)e ™" (4.17)
where Y}, are the spherical harmonics, 4 = (6, ), e = €5 = 0, €5 = —1/sin 6, and e = sin¥,

and the sums over the multipole indices (I,m) and frequency w are implicit. These terms in h, are
independent of the rr-component and the spherical symmetry of the background keeps it this way.
Consequently, this also implies that the odd parity sector is outside of the influence of the scalar hair
correction in Eq. (4.13).



The calculation of the master equation in the odd parity sector therefore proceeds exactly as in
GR with a cosmological constant and ends up with the Regge-Wheeler equation. A lot of material is
available on this (see, for example, Refs. [65-69]). For completeness, we present the Regge-Wheeler
equation for the radiative modes (! > 2) in frequency-domain. To get to this, we first similarly
decompose the matter fields’ stress-energy tensor into its odd parity components:

Tia = to(r)e LOBYim (6, p)e ™! (4.18)
Toa = t1(r)e LOBYm(0, p)e™ ™t (4.19)
Tap = ta(r)e SV B VeYim(0, p)e ™" (4.20)

Substituting the above odd parity metric and matter perturbations into Eq. (4.13), working in the
Regge-Wheeler gauge hy(r) = 0, eliminating hg using the f¢p-component, defining the master func-

tion
Woaq (1) = M, 4.21)

r
and solving for the rp-component, then we obtain Regge-Wheeler equation

— 92 Woaa + (Voad(r) — w?) Wodd = Soad (4.22)
where the source term and effective potential are

8
Sodd = —% (272 ft1 + 2 (BM — 1)ty + r20pats] (4.23)

and
Vodd = rii”(l (I+1)r—6M), (4.24)

respectively. The tortoise coordinate 7, is defined, in the usual way, by

dr,

o = (). (4.25)
It is worth noting that the special case tg = t; = to = 0 does not necessarily imply vacuum, e.g., for
radially-plunging matter orbits, this condition is satisfied and only the even parity sector is excited.

For the odd parity dipole mode (I = 1) *, the odd parity tensor harmonic, e(fv B VcYin(0,0),

vanishes and so the available gauge degree of freedom can be used to reduce the number of indepen-
dent components to just one. This can be easily solved exactly (as in Ref. [66]). For concreteness,
it can be shown that the odd parity dipole component modifies the tp-component of the metric as
0grp = —2J sin? @ /r where .J is an integration constant. This modification describes the exterior
spacetime of a slowly rotating compact object with angular momentum .J.

4.4 Even parity perturbations

In this section, we derive the master equation for the even parity modes with [ > 2 of the SAdS black
hole of Section 4.1. For completeness, we also exactly solve for the monopole (! = 0) and dipole
(I = 1) components and discuss their modifications due to the scalar hair.

We proceed in the Regge-Wheeler gauge 2, i.e.,

hi = f(r)Ho (t,r) Yim (0, ) (4.26)

*There is no odd parity monopole mode (I = 0).
By looking at Eq. (4.13), it would seem that a natural gauge for the even parity sector is one in which h,.. = 0. We
were unable to obtain a master equation in such gauges.




htr = Hl (t’ T) Yim (9, QD) (427)

her = Ha (t,7) Yi (0, ) / f(r) (4.28)
hia = 0 (4.29)
hoa = 0 (4.30)
hag = 72K (t,7) v4BYim (6, ) (4.31)

where v4p is the metric on the unit two-sphere. To start, let us restrict our attention to the only
place in Eq. (4.13) where modifications enter. In frequency-domain, i.e., hgp ~ e, the scalar hair
contribution to Eq. (4.13) is given by

2
hair” = @) F” (4.32)

r2f (r)*?
where ¢ (w) is the Fourier transform of /2331 (t). Thus, the rr-component of the Eq. (4.13) becomes

2
“rr-SAdS" 4 M = “matter” (4.33)

3/2
r2f ()
where “rr-SAdS" and “matter” correspond to terms coming from the Einstein-Hilbert part of the
theory and the matter sector, respectively.

To prepare for the actual derivation of the even parity master equation, we first setup the general
even parity matter perturbations

Ty = f(r)To(r)Yim (0, p)e ™" (4.34)
Ty = Ty (r)Yim (0, p)e™ ! (4.35)
Ty = To(r)Yim (0, 0)e™ "/ f(r) (4.36)
Tia = to(r)0aYim (0, @)e ™" (4.37)
Tra = t1(r)04Yim (0, @)e ™" (4.38)
Tap = r* (Tk (r)7aBYim (0,9) + Ta (1) VAV EY i (0,0)) e . (4.39)

From this point, we can proceed in the same way as in GR by treating the term ¢ (w) 32/ (7"2 13/ 2)
as an artificial matter source. Substituting the even parity metric and matter perturbations into Eq.
(4.13), we can first eliminate Ho using the fp-component. This leaves behind three first-order dif-
ferential equations for Hy, Hi, and K given by the t0-, tr-, and rf-components respectively. These
equations are then used to reduce the rr-component into an algebraic constraint, C [Hy, H1, K| = 0,
to be used for the elimination of Hy. Following the footsteps of Zerilli [70], the two remaining
perturbations, H; = wR and K, are then dealt with by writing down

K@) = fi(r)K @)+ fo(r)R(r) (4.40)
R(r) = fs(r)K(r)+ fa(r)R(r). (4.41)

By requiring that K satisfies a Schrodinger-like equation, the coefficients, {fi}, are then determined
to be
2k0 f(r) , Br o
_ - 42 4.42
hr) r (3srf(r) + 2ko — 3%12) A 2K * r (442)
fo(r) =1 (4.43)




i (=31 f'(r) + 267 f1(r) — 2K0 + 5%r?)

= — 4.44
f3(r) 2 f () (4.44)
ir
falr) = — (4.45)
6
where 20 = [(I + 1) — 2. At this point, the linearized equations for <K , f?) are given by
A 8imrf (2t + rT1)
K-R=— 4.4
O R Kkw(3M + ro) (4.46)
and
- o 8wrr?f(r) (rTy — 2(3M +ro)Tg)
2
OB+ (" = Voren(n)) K = K2r(3M + ro)
n 8rrr? f(r)? (2w(3M + ro)ty +iroTy)
K2rw(3M + ro)?
N 8mif(r)to (126M? + M (6kro — $2r3) + 2kr?0(0 + 1))
K2rw(3M + ro)?
g B V()
k  3M+ro’
4.47)
In Eq. (4.47), the potential Veye, is given by
3M?r (6k0 + B%r2) + 6ko>Mr? + 2k0% (0 + 1)r3 + 18k M3
Veven (1) = f(1) ( ) . (4.48)

k3 (or 4 3M)?

By differentiating Eq. (4.46) with respect to r, and eliminating BT*R using Eq. (4.47), then the

Zerilli master equation with Weye, (1) = K (7) can finally be obtained. This straightforwardly leads
to master equation given by

- 83* Yeven + (Véven (7“) - w2) Weven = Seven (4.49)

where

B2q(w) f(r)

Seven = Seven + —— =0 (4.50)
and Seven 1S the GR source term:
3k2rw(3M + mV% = + 2ito (18/<;M2 + M (3kr(c — 3) — 65%9)
+ 720 (3k(c +1) — 52r2) >
+ 6kr°wf(3M + o)ty 451)

+ir (18xM? — 6Mr (k(o + 3) + ﬁ2r2) — pArto) Ty

— 31?2 (3M +ro) < —rwly +2(8M +ro)wly

+1 (267«*750 + Tar*Tl) > .
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It can be checked that the effective potential for the odd (Eq. (4.24)) and even (Eq. (4.48)) parity
master equations agree with that of a Schwarzschild-AdS black hole [63, 71]. The matter perturbation
coefficients (T, T1, 15, to, t1, Tk, Tz) appearing in the GR source term can be fully determined by
specifying the orbits of the matter perturbations, e.g., {T; = 0,¢; = 0} in the scalar-tensor vacuum
and tg = t; = Tk = T = 0 for a purely-radial geodesic. Appendix B of Ref. [69] provides their
explicit forms for point particle perturbations. This detail is of course irrelevant in understanding the
main results of this paper.
The main result in the calculation of Eq. (4.49) is that the scalar hair manifests only as an
effective source term
Ba(w) V[(r)
k  or+3M

to the master equation for the radiative (I > 2) even parity modes. This is a good place to remind
the reader that ¢ (w) entered the calculation through the integration constant I () ~ g (w) e~ (Eq.
(4.12)) and it describes the scalar perturbation’s d.o.f., or what is left of it, on the stealth black hole.
This important result reveals that the scalar fluctuations influence the black hole perturbations only
as an additional, unconstrained, source term.

We suspect several results from this. First, since the hair of the black hole only enters as an
additional source term to the even parity sector, the odd parity quasinormal spectra of the hairy black
hole is expected be indistinguishable from that of a SAdS black hole in GR. Second, we can expect
to see contribution from the scalar hair to gravitational waveforms, e.g., the modified gravity may
have a significant effect to the inspiral and merger phases of a binary. Furthermore, the effective
stress-energy tensor for GWs should be the Isaacson stress-energy tensor in GR because the scalar
modes are nondynamical (and hence nonradiative). The energy flux, proportional to \I/gdd + W2,
must still be applicable to the analysis of the orbital decay.

For the monopole (I = 0), the vector, V 4Y},,,(0, ¢), and tensor, V4V Y}, (0, ), harmonics
vanish as the spherical harmonics Y},,, (6, ) is a constant. In this case, the two (instead of three for
[ > 2) gauge degrees of freedom can be used to set H; = 0 and K = 0. The linearized equations are
exactly solved by

(4.52)

_a B2q(w) [T dx
=i te e | @59
and .
Hy = —— 4.54
2= 7 B (4.54)

where c; and ¢y are integration constants. The solution attached to ¢; describes a mass shift while
the constant ¢y is just a gauge mode [66]. The scalar hair modification to the monopole is therefore

given by
Bq (w) / T da
0Hy = — . 4.55

In Appendix C we prove that only a restrictive class of monopolar gauge modes can support a pertur-
bation with only a ¢¢-component. The monopolar perturbation given by Eq. (4.55) is therefore not a
gauge mode and must have physical consequences. This asymptotically diverges at the event horizon
as0Hy ~ (r—r H)fl/ ? unless the lower bound of the integral is calibrated to 7 = ry. On the other
hand, at asymptotic infinity, this monopole modification declines as 6 Hy ~ 3.

For the dipole (I = 1), the tensor VAV Y}, (6, ) vanishes identically. The three even parity
gauge degrees of freedom can be used to reduce the number of independent perturbation components

from six (instead of seven for | > 2) to three (Hy, H1, H2). In the GR limit, these components can
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be solved exactly and shown to be just gauge modes describing a center-of-mass shift. The presence
of the hairy source term spoils this interpretation. More concretely, the modification § Hy due to the
scalar hair’s even parity dipole is the solution to

§Ho (r)  [Pq(w)

6H(/) (T) - rf (T’) - wr f (7“)3/2.

(4.56)

As this is only a first-order differential equation, we can express the exact solution as

sy = ) </ du > y /TdyeXp <_ fy%r(zz)) 4.57)

zf () uf ()*?

As in the monopole term, the dipolar perturbation does not correspond to a gauge mode (see proof in
Appendix C). It diverges at the event horizon due to the inverse powers of f () inside the integrals
unless the lower bound of the integral is set to » = r. At asymptotic infinity, this dipole modification

drops as Hgy ~ r73.

5 Master equations for gravitational perturbations of nonrotating stealth black holes
in shift symmetric KGB

In the previous section, we have shown that it is indeed possible to obtain a master equation in closed
form. We now generalize this calculation for the perturbations of all static and spherically symmetric
stealth black holes in shift symmetric KGB. We start by reviewing the constraints on the potentials to
accommodate stealth black holes (Section 5.1) and setup the linearized field equations (Section 5.2).
In Sections 5.3 and 5.4 we present the master equation for odd and even parity sectors.

5.1 Stealth black holes in KGB

Shift symmetric KGB with stealth black holes are described by k-essence and braiding potentials
satisfying the constraints

Kx (Xo)
Gx (Xo)

(5.1)
(5.2)

0
0

where X is a constant equal to the background scalar field’s kinetic density [38]. In this case, the
static and spherically symmetric stealth black hole solution is given by

2
fry=1- M EXo)r (5.3)
(67

.
¢ (r) = —2Xo/f (5.4)

where the line element is given by Eq. (4.1). The sign of the limit & (X)) of the k-essence potential
therefore determines the asymptotic behavior of the solution whereas the stealth anti-de Sitter black
hole of Sec. 4.1 is only a special case of the above solution for the choice of K (X) given by Eq.
(4.4) and G (X) is a constant. For asymptotically flat spacetimes, e.g., Schwarzschild, the additional
constraint

K(Xp)=0 (5.5)

must be imposed further to the k-essence potential.
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We will show that analogous Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli master equations can be obtained for
all stealth black holes in shift symmetric KGB. In the following calculation, it is useful to keep in
mind that a covariantly constant kinetic density implies that

¢ bap = 0. (5.6)

This identity can be obtained by taking the covariant derivative of X and setting the result to zero,
e, Vo X =V, (—¢b¢b/2) = —¢ap. Egs. (5.1), (5.2), (5.5), and (5.6) will play a significant role
in the simplification of the linearized field equations (see last paragraph of Section 3 containing Egs.
(3.5) and (3.6)).

5.2 Linearized field equations in KGB

The constraints on the potentials given by Eqs. (5.1), (5.2), and (5.5) and Eq. (5.6) drastically
reduce the number of terms present in the linearized field equations. The linear perturbations of the
K -dependent pieces or quadratic sector of the scalar field’s SET (Eq. (A.2)) are given by

1 1 1
=80Ty ") (hea, ) = =5 Khay + 50attbed Kxx = gheadadsd™s Kxx.  (57)

On the other hand, the linear perturbations of the G-dependent pieces or cubic sector of the scalar
field’s SET (Eqgs. (A.3) and (A.4)) are given by

1 1
87015 D [hea, V] = ~50u00e6 D6Coxx + {headatrd*6"DoGxx.  58)

The potentials K x x and G x x are understandably constants owing to the covariantly constant back-
ground kinetic density [38]. The noteworthy observation above is that all of the nonvanishing terms
in the perturbation of the scalar field’s stress-energy tensor have the generic structure ¢,¢pF () =
§nér ¢ F (z) where F (z) is a scalar function. We therefore find that the scalar hair correction to the
Einstein equation only enters the through the rr-component. This a general result that is valid for
the linear perturbations of all static and spherically symmetric stealth black holes in shift symmetric
KGB. Moreover, this is the key to unlocking the master equation for the gravitational perturbations
in stealth, nonrotating, black holes in shift symmetric KGB (Section 5.4).

We can also verify that the scalar field does not propagate on a hyperbolic cone by calculating
its field equation. The linear perturbations of the K -dependent pieces (Eq. (A.5)) of the scalar field

equation are given by
65" [hea,¥] = — Ve DOKxx — 6" nad’ Kxx
1 a b 1 a b c (5.9)
+ §hab¢ (b |:l(b[()(X + §¢ (b ¢ vchaLb[(XX-

The G- and 1/-dependent pieces (Eq. (A.6)) of the scalar field equation are given by
05\ ] = + e V090" Gxx + Yad” (D9)° Gxx
+ "¢ D9Gx x — Yad@"DBGxx — Va0 Gxx
and the G- and h,-dependent pieces (Eq. (A.7)) of the scalar field equation are given by

(5.10)

55 [hea] = — e 66" (VaT6) Gixx — 3had"d? (B9)° Gxx
— 0T (Veha) Gxx + ghied 6" (Bo0) Gxx (1D

1
+ Shad* ¢ dacd G x.
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By adding the above results (Egs. (5.9), (5.10), and (5.11)) and performing the contractions, it can
therefore be seen that the scalar field equation takes on the generic structure

ay (1) 04 + az (r) 91 = Q [hed] (5.12)

where a; are functions of r and () is a functional in terms of the metric perturbation h.4. Specifically,
a1 comes from the second term in Eq. (5.9) and the third term in Eq. (5.10) while ao comes from
the rest of the terms in Egs. (5.9) and (5.10). The functional () is sourced by all of the terms in Eq.
(5.11).

Two noteworthy implications standout from the above result. First is that Eq. (5.12) verifies
that the scalar field does not propagate on a causal cone. The sound speed of the scalar modes can
be confirmed to be nonetheless infinite and so the scalar field responds instantaneously to its source.
To prove this, we simply note that the sound speed c; of the scalar modes in a static and spherically
symmetric background in KGB is given by [37, 39, 40]

o _ 26247 (2r°T — 2) — 165°r18/h

s o) (5.13)
2 (4kr + E¢)° (P — k)
where
r’k?  d f d K2r?
PpP=2————(In| = 4— | ——— 5.14
! drk + Z¢' dr <n<h>>+ dr <4mr+E¢’> (5-14)
(4
Y=X|Kx+2XKxx — fo ;4—7 (Gx + XGxx) (5.15)
=E=-22XGyx (5.16)
I'=—-4XGx (5.17)
and the line element is parametrized as
ds? = —h (r) dt® + A a2, (5.18)
f(r)

On a stealth background, h = f, Kx = Gx = 0,then = =1 =0, X # 0, and P, = . The
vanishing of the denominator of Eq. (5.13) therefore leads to ¢> — oco. The second point regarding
Eq. (5.12) is that it is a first-order differential equation for 9,1). Its exact solution 1) [h.4] is given by

8,1p = exp (— / drgzj Eg) X [/ dmi[(hﬁ)} exp (/1 dij E:Z;) +I(t,9,¢)} (5.19)

where I (t,0, ) is an integration constant. This expresses the scalar field perturbation in closed form
as a functional integral in terms of the metric perturbation. By substituting this exact expression for
0r1 into the scalar field’s stress-energy tensor, we can therefore expect to write down a linearized
Einstein equation that is an integrodifferential equation in the rr-component. However, we shall
see that we do not need to bother at all with an integrodifferential equation because the integral is
equivalent to a drastically simpler algebraic expression.
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5.3 dd parity perturbations

The results of Section 5.2 shows that the scalar field’s perturbation 1 enters only as an rr-component
correction to the Einstein equation. This correction is a functional of only h,.. and therefore does not
associate with the odd parity sector of the gravitational perturbations.

We conclude that for all static and spherically symmetric stealth black holes in shift symmetric
KGB the odd parity sector of the gravitational perturbations is untouched by the scalar hair. It should
be noted, however, that this result can be considered unsurprising at the level of linear perturbations
which prevents the mixing of an even parity object, e.g., 1/, with odd parity terms. The Regge-
Wheeler equation (Eq. (4.22)) is therefore the master equation for the odd parity perturbations. Also,
as in Section 4.3, the odd parity dipole mode corresponds to an angular momentum perturbation, i.e.,
0gtp = —2J sin” /7 where J is an integration constant [66].

We note that this conclusion has been reached before within the broader class of degenerate
higher-order scalar-tensor theories [39, 41, 42] and from the effective field theory approach [44,
72]. This paper complements the existing literature by directly obtaining the conclusion within shift
symmetric KGB and by working with the field equations instead of the second-order action.

5.4 Even parity perturbations

To obtain the even parity master equation, we begin by writing down the Einstein equation as
1
KOG ap — §K (X0) hap — 9,05 X OT [hyr] = 8T Ty [M] (5.20)

where 67 [h,,] is a scalar functional in h,,. The term —K h,;/2 in the left hand side of Eq. (5.20)
tunes the cosmological constant and so determines the asympotic behavior of the black hole. But
most importantly, because the correction (third term in the left hand side of Eq. (5.20)) enters only
through the rr-component, the Bianchi identity imposes

Ve (6064 X 0T [hpr]) =0 (5.21)
which can be solved to obtain (.6 )
Ot [her] = qiéf;g (5.22)
r2f (r)

This algebraic term which is notably the generalization of Eq. (4.32) is the residue of the scalar hair
entering the Einstein equation. For the radiative modes (I > 2), the master equation can therefore
be obtained in the Regge-Wheeler gauge by treating the correction as an additional stress-energy
tensor with only an rr-component. This eventually leads to Eq. (4.49) but with the replacement
% — K (Xo) in Eqs. (4.51) and (4.48) and the effective source term

q(w) Vf(r)

VIV 5.23
k or+3M ( )

Seven = Seven t+
where ¢ (t,0,0) ~ q(w) Yim (0,¢) e This is the main result of the paper: the scalar hair for
all static and spherically symmetric stealth black holes in shift symmetric KGB manifests only as an
additional source term

q(w) Vf(r)

Kk or+3M

in the even parity master equation (Eq. (4.49)). Echoing the discussion after Eq. (4.49), we em-
phasize that this correction is completely unconstrained and so its usefulness in practice completely

(5.24)

— 15—



rests on whether it can be determined. Otherwise, the inevitable conclusion may just be ¢ (w) = 0,
implying that the stealth black hole perturbations in KGB are indistinguishable from that of GR.

To complete the results, we discuss the monopole (I = 0) and dipole (I = 1) perturbations, both
of which can be solved exactly as in Section 4.4. First, for the monopole (I = 0), the perturbation
due to the scalar hair is given by

SHy = _4w) / b (5.25)
xf

K (x)3/2'

We emphasize that this is not a gauge mode (see Appendix C for proof) and therefore should come
with physical consequences. The divergence at the event horizon can be cured by setting the lower
bound of the integral to » = rgy. At asymptotic infinity, this monopole perturbation declines as
§Hy ~ r=3 for the anti de Sitter case but diverges as (r — rc)fl/ % at the cosmological horizon
r = r¢ for the de Sitter case. For the Schwarzschild case, the monopolar perturbation modifies the
tt-component of the metric by gy ~ ¢ (w) (r — rg)Y? for r — 75 and by dgy ~ ¢ (w)Inr for
r — oo. The divergence at the horizon can be cured by fixing the lower bound of the integral (Eq.
(5.25)) to r = rg; however, the perturbed Schwarzschild solution logarithmically diverges at infinity.
This exact solution to the monopolar mode of stealth black holes can be interpreted to signal the
breakdown of perturbation theory.
For the dipole (I = 1), the perturbation due to the scalar hair can be written as

§Hy = #exp </ dz > / dyeXp <— I’ %) ' (5.26)

zf (x) yf (y)**

This dipolar perturbation is not a gauge mode (see Appendix C for proof) and must come with phys-
ical consequences. The divergence at the event horizon can be cured by fixing the lower bound of
the integral to r = 7. At asymptotic infinity, this dipole modification drops as dHy ~ ¢ (w)r 3
for the anti de Sitter case but diverges as 0Hy ~ ¢ (w) (r — rc)fl/ % at the cosmological horizon
r = rc for the de Sitter case. For the Schwarzschild case, the dipole perturbation diverges linearly,

0Hy ~ q (w) r, at asymptotic infinity. The divergence signals a breakdown of perturbation theory.

6 Discussion and outlook

We have shown that the scalar hair of static and spherically symmetric stealth black holes in shift
symmetric kinetic gravity braiding contributes only a source term to the even parity sector of the
perturbations. The odd parity sector is therefore unmodified and so is the odd parity quasinormal
and power spectrum. We have also obtained analytical expressions for the monopolar and dipolar
perturbations.

In Appendix D, we derive the propagation cones of KGB on a general covariant background
and use this independent calculation to strengthen the result that the sound speed of the scalar modes
is infinite on stealth black holes. The scalar field therefore becomes nondynamical on a stealth black
hole — a concrete manifestation of strong coupling. This conclusion generally holds and strongly
threatens the physicality of stealth black hole solutions in scalar-tensor theories. However, it should
be acknowledged that the strong-coupling is also precisely the reason why a Zerilli master equation
can be obtained for stealth black holes. This raises an interesting yet more difficult question: “Does
the existence of a Zerilli equation for stealth black hole perturbations imply strong coupling?”. This
unfortunately falls outside the scope of this present paper and is left for future work.
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It is important to recognize five recent works which have shed light to the issue of strong cou-
pling of perturbations of stealth black holes in scalar-tensor theories [36, 37, 42, 46, 72]. In Ref.
[36], the monopolar stealth black hole perturbation in a widely-studied non-KGB scalar-tensor the-
ory © was analyzed and it was clarified that this mode would be stable in a Schwarzschild black
hole for infinite sound speed despite strong coupling. In Ref. [37], stealth Schwarzschild solutions
were obtained for the first time in KGB and the problem of strong coupling in the perturbations of
stealth black holes was pointed out. In Ref. [42], strong coupling in nonrotating stealth black holes
was shown to persist in the broader context of degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor theories. This
puts scalar-tensor theories in a tight spot and shows that strong coupling can be inherent in stealth
solutions in scalar-tensor theories. In Ref. [46], the analysis of perturbations on stealth Kerr black
holes in degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor theories led to the conclusion that the perturbations are
governed by a Teukolsky equation with an effective source term. In Ref. [72], it was proposed that
the strong coupling problem can be resolved by introducing a heavy Ostrogradsky ghost that would
not be triggered or rendered observable for observable energy scales. This led to theories — dubbed
scordatura degenerate theories — which relaxes the degeneracy conditions previously imposed in de-
generate higher-order scalar-tensor theories to avoid the Ostrogradsky instability.

The results of this paper complement those of Ref. [46] for the nonrotating black hole limit,
but with the particular advantage of having analytical expressions to the monopolar and dipolar per-
turbations from the scalar field. It should also be pointed out that the analysis of Ref. [46] does not
include the braiding sector of the theory. Our work shows that its inclusion makes no difference to the
over-all result: the hair of stealth black holes contributes an effective source to the master equation for
perturbations. For both this paper and Ref. [46], the effective source term originates from an uncon-
strained integration constant, i.e., ¢ (w) in Eq. (5.24). This means for example that the integration of
the master equation (Eq. (4.49)) cannot proceed without a priori selecting an arbitrary ¢ (w). In con-
trast, the analytical solutions to the monopolar and dipolar perturbations are fully determined. These
low-order multipoles diverge unless g (w) = 0 for [ = 0, 1; they are either unphysical or identical to
GR’s monopole and dipole.

We have also shown that the scalar modes in stealth, static and spherically symmetric, black
holes in shift symmetric KGB are nondynamical, i.e., scalar modes do not satisfy a hyperbolic equa-
tion and have infinite sound speed. This suggests that the scalar modes are nonradiative and, hence,
that gravitational wave fluxes may be computed using simply the stress-energy tensor for the tensor
modes, e.g., Isaacson GW stress-energy tensor. Such flux calculations again first require an adequate
resolution to the arbitrariness of the integration constant ¢ (w), though none appears natural to us.
The scalar perturbation is fully determined by the background fields and boundary conditions, and
it appears unable to be a true degree of freedom. A Hamiltonian analysis will fully flesh this out.
Nonetheless, this feature leaves us to speculate broader connections with the cuscuton [73-75] — a

k-essence theory <K (6, X) = pu?/12X |> with infinite sound speed and no propagating excitations
in which the effective metric for the perturbations is singular. This question which could lead to an
alternative interpretation of the strong coupling problem will be investigated in detail in a different
paper.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli master equa-
tions for both odd and even parity sectors of hairy black hole perturbations have been reported for a
broad class of theories. It remains unclear whether a similar calculation (or some extension) is fea-
sible in other scalar-tensor theories that support stealth black hole solutions. Non-stealth black hole

The gravitational Lagrangian is Ly =k (R—2A)+ BG®pa, —nX where k, A, 3 and 1 are constants and R and
Gy are the Ricci scalar and Einstein tensor, respectively.
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perturbations demand more attention despite the technical barriers one expects in their direction. For
stealth black holes, all of the terms with factors of K x, Gx and (bbqﬁab in Egs. (A.2), (A.3), (A.4),
(A.5), (A.6), and (A.7) vanished. This drastic simplification paved the way for the present analysis,
but cannot be anticipated for nonstealth black holes, even for static and spherically symmetric ones.
We refer the reader to Refs. [62, 76—89] for some of the non-stealth black holes in the literature.
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A Linear perturbations of the Einstein tensor, scalar field SET, and scalar field equa-
tion

In this section, we present explicit functional expressions for the linear perturbations of tensors and
other quantities relevant for the discussion. We start with the well-known expression for the linear
perturbations of the Einstein tensor

25Gab [hcd] = gathdRcd - habR - Vatvbh + vcvahbc

(A.1)
+ VeVihe — Ohay — gayVaVeh + gopOh.

To organize the analysis, we break the scalar’s SET into K - and G-dependent parts. This corresponds
to breaking the analysis into quadratic and cubic sectors of Horndeski theory. The linear perturbations
of the K -dependent pieces or quadratic sector of the scalar’s SET are given by

=32 6T [hea, ] = = 2K hap — 2000 K x — 20006 K x + 20apt0cd K x

(A.2)
— Gabhea? P K x + 2000 b K x x — headadpd ¢ K x x .

On the other hand, the linear perturbations of the GG-dependent pieces or cubic sector of the scalar’s
SET are given by

—3270T %D [hea] = + 2headldpd°Cx + 2headad’@°Gx + dats (Veh) ¢°Gx
= 2606096° (Vah!) Gx + b (Vohet) 6°6°Gix + (Vahea) 0667 Gx
+ 20abhaed EO D G x + 2hapCdacd?Gx — 2headadpd™“Gx
— 9ab®°0" (Vehea) 9°Gx — 2gahaed 0" 6%.G x
+ heatadpd° ¢ (00) Gxx — haebachrd® ¢ Gx x

— RgeaPped D Cxx + Gaphesd° dact ¢ Gxx
(A.3)
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and

—1670T 0 (4] = + adhp (00) Gx + Pathy (00) Gx + dachy (0¢) Gx
— Pachp°Gx — acthpd*Gx — Vadued Gx
— Galhe°Gx — bachp¥°Gx — Gatpt Gx
+ 9abPVacd?Gx + Gapdead VG x + gapd bach G x
— Gatpthed® (08) Gxx + baadphcd d?Gx x
+ Gadpathcd° ¢ Cx x — gaped ¢ dead*Gx x .

(A.4)

For the scalar field equation, the linear perturbations of its K -dependent pieces are given by

265 [hea, ] = + 2 (00) Kx + (Vah) 6" Kx — 26" (Vohe!) Kx
— 2hap " K x — 20046 (00) Kx x + 2hped ¢ " K x x
— 20"Ypa " K x x — 20ap0 V" Kx x — 20" dpa " Kx x (A.5)
+ hap¢® @’ (O¢) Kxx + ¢7¢" (Vehay) ¢°Kxx + 2hpe 0" b K x x
+ 2000% D 0° K x x X — head? Ppad’ 0 K x x x -

As for the G-dependent pieces of the scalar field equation, we further break down the terms into hg-
and ¢-dependent pieces for the reason that both expressions combined is exceedingly long. The G-
and 1-dependent pieces of the scalar field equation is given by

38 [y = — (VaOw) ¢°Gx — (VaD0) Y Gx — 2 (0¢) (O0) Gx
+ 9% (0¢,) Gx + ¢ () Gx + 20" Gx
+ 1a0" (V300) ¢°Gxx + 10 (08)” Gxx + ¢"hpad” (00) Gxx
+ ¢apd™Y’ (O¢) Gxx + ¢ dpat?’ (00) Gxx + 0" Ppad” (0V) Gxx
— 1a¢"0" (Odp) Gxx — 20"V b Gxx — 20" Vb Gx x
— a0 00 Gx x — V0t P’ d¢” (00) Gxxx + 10t P’ bacty’ Gx xx -

(A.6)
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Finally, the G- and h,-dependent pieces of the scalar field equation is given by

265 [hea] =+ 2hae (Vad™) ¢°Gx — 626" (Voh) Gx —2(Vah) 6°06G x
— ¢" (VsVah) ¢'Gx + 20" (Vi Vehys) 6'Gx + ¢ (Voh) 6. Gx
— 2Ny "G x + 4% (00) (Vehy) Gx + ¢4 8" (Vo) Gx
= 2076, (Vohi) Gx — 6°0 (Thay) — 2hayo” (06" Gx
— 2hpe ™D Gx + 2hacd® (VOOP) Gx + dhye (O8) 6P Cx
+2(Vahae) 907 Gx — 46" (Vohap) 67 Gox — 2hied® (V90,") Gix
— e (VaO) ¢°0°6°Gxx + 4hpad* 8" 0 05 Gx x
= 20°0100"0° (Vahe') Gxx — 2§60 6" 006G xx
— hap¢"¢" (06)® Gxx — ¢°¢" (Vehap) ¢° (08) Gxx
— 2 (00) Gxx + hucd"¢'6 (Dda) Gxx
+ 200" (Vahye) 6 Gxx + 2heqad "¢ by Gx x
— 2head" $rad’ 3 Cxx + hapd* 8 Gacd™CGxx + 8" Prad” (Veh) ¢°Gxx
+ head® dpad" 00" (00) Gx xx — head" 8" 0" depd S Gx xx -

(A.7)

B Coefficients for the perturbations of a hairy black hole in k-essence

To simplify the linearized field equations on top of the hairy black hole background (Egs. (4.1), (4.3),
and (4.2)), we can use the following equations which are valid for static and spherically symmetric
background:

¢a¢b¢c¢c = f¢/3 (ar¢) 65617; (B-l)
heabadpd“d® = f2¢*hr 06, (B.2)
06 = 1o+ 1'd/ + Ly ®.3)
000 = 0.0 (104 19+ 2o (B.4)
bap = ¢"006) — Tyd/ (B.5)
hbc¢ac a(bb — hrr (f¢/)2 |:¢l/ + %f7¢l:| (B6)
a b N2 2 1 f,
P“Ppad’ = (f¢') (w - 57074/1) (B.7)
bus? = (16) |0 + 30| £ 0.0) ®8)
hap°6°0¢ = hyr (f8)? <f¢” + f'é' + ?d) (B.9)
Vehay = Ochay — Tachay — Tiehad (B.10)
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6PV chay = (1) (a By + 1 m)

f
a b c r / 1 1 f,
Bt 68 = b (1) [qzs i1 fﬂ
wa¢a¢b¢cb¢c = (87’1/}) (f¢/) <¢// + 3 2 ? ¢ )
head"drad 90" = hyr (£9')* <¢” + ; J} ¢ >

(B.11)

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

These are the coefficients of the linearized field equations for any static and spherically symmetric

background in k-essence theory. In the hairy black hole of Section 4.1 where
K =p°
Kx =0
Kxx = —1/2p
Kxxx = —3/48*
$a = ¢'dg
¢" = f¢'oy
X =-p
fo =25

¢B\/>

o'+ Lo —0

ror 16+ 2o =g (542
it can be shown that the coefficients in the linearized field equations reduce to
PaPptled’ = 229 (9,9)) 0,0}
heada@pd 9" = 45" hyr 8,07

Yad "0 — 2ﬁ2ar¢<f 1)

hoe L =
a b _ 2 2 f/
¢ T;Z)ba¢ —25 f(a ¢+2f r¢>
Papd™’ =0

ha#*6"06 = 252hy, £ (f ' = )
¢ GV chay = 282 f2¢ (a w4 J} hrr>

hped ' d =0
Vad? @ Pt = 0
head” Ppad’ ¢ = 0.
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(B.15)

(B.16)
(B.17)
(B.18)
(B.19)
(B.20)
(B.21)
(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)

(B.26)
(B.27)

(B.28)
(B.29)
(B.30)

(B.31)

(B.32)

(B.33)

(B.34)
(B.35)
(B.36)



C tt-only-gauge modes

In this section, we show that only a very restrictive class of monopole (I = 0) and even parity-dipole
(I = 1) metric perturbations with only a nonzero tt-component (hy = f (r) Ho () Yie™™") can be
gauge modes, i.e., tunable away by a gauge transformation, and that this class excludes the monopolar
and dipolar perturbations discovered in Sections 4.4 and 5.4.

C.1 tt-only-monopole-gauge mode

For the monopole, where | = 0 the spherical harmonics Yy is a constant, the gauge vector £ can be
decomposed as _ _
§* = (Mo (r) Yooe ™", My (r) Yooe ™*,0,0) . (C.1

The (infinitessimal) gauge or coordinate transformation, % — x® 4 £¢, perturbs the metric tensor by
Ohap = 2V (4&p), which has the following independent components:

Shy = i (2wf Mo + iMy f') Yooe ™" (C2)
jwM 2 MY ,
Shy = —%Yooe’“t (C.3)
— M, f' 4+ 2fM!
sh,, = —Mif f;“ JM g oot (C4)
Shog = 2MyrYyoe . (C.5)

A perturbation hy, is a gauge mode if there exists a gauge vector (Mg, M7) for which hy, = 0hgp.
For example, the monopolar perturbation with Hy = Hy = ¢/r f (r) is a (mass shift) gauge mode as
explicitly investigated by Zerilli in Ref. [66].

We now focus on the ¢¢-only-gauge modes. To solve this problem, we must search for the gauge
vector (M, My) for which the resulting metric perturbation dh,;, has only a nonzero ¢t-component.
Obviously, from Eq. (C.5), this requires that M; (r) = 0. Substituting M; (r) = 0 back into dhgp
leaves us with a ¢r-component which can vanish only if M/ (r) = 0. The remaining gauge degree
of freedom M, must therefore be a constant. However, the condition hy = dhy leads to My (r) =
—iHy (r) /2w. This shows that monopolar ¢¢-only-gauge perturbations must have a constant Hy (r),
and this special class excludes the hairy perturbations given by Eqgs. (4.55) and (5.25).

C.2 tt-only-dipole gauge mode

For the even parity dipole, [ = 1, we focus on m = 0 for practical calculations noting that all three
dipole modes, m = 0, %1, can be rotated into each other owing to the spherical symmetry of the
background. We warn, however, that even with such simplification this case remains to be more
technically involved compared to the monopolar counterpart discussed previously. Moving on, in
this case, the gauge vector £* can be decomposed as

fa == (M() (T’) Yloe_iwt, M1 (’I“) Yioe_iwt, M2 (T’) (69Y10) e—iwt, 0) . (C6)

With this, the gauge transformed metric, 0hqp = 2V (,&p), has the following independent components:

Shy = %z\/g cos(0)e™ "™ (2w f My + iMy ') (C.7)
s
1 . 2M/ - M
Shiy — _5\/§ cos(B)e it ( OJJ:M 1) (C.8)
s
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_17/3 it (2f My — My f')
Ohypy = 5\ =~ cos(f)e 7 (C.9)
1 3 . —itw -2
dhy = =4/ —sin(f)e (fMO +ir wMg) (C.10)
2V
— L 3 . —itw (TQfMé + Ml)
Shig = —5\/;9 (O)e (C.11)
dhgy = —\/gr cos(0)e " (r My — My). (C.12)
T

Metric perturbations h,; which can be accommodated instead by using the above components of
gauge transformed metric perturbation dh,;, are gauge modes. This includes the center of mass-
dipolar gauge mode discussed in detail by Zerilli [66].

Focusing on tt-only-gauge modes, we search for the gauge vector (M, My, M) for which the
resulting metric perturbation dh,, has only a nonzero t¢t-component which we write down as

1 .
hit = 5\/§ng cos(f)e "™, (C.13)
7r

In line with this goal, Eq. (C.12) shows that My = M /r, thus, spending our first gauge degree of
freedom. Now, solving for My in hy = dhy: we obtain

—fHo+ 2iwf M
_ 7 ’
leaving us with one remaining gauge degree of freedom in My. We spend this by making the ¢6-
component of §h, vanish and obtain

M, = (C.14)

irwHy

My=———.
0 2rw? — f’

(C.15)

At this point, we have the desired form of the ¢¢t-component already, but this still comes with the
remaining nonzero tr-, rr-, and r6-components which can be written as

_Ho(r (20 = ff") +(f=1)f)
N rf (2rw? — f) ’

Hy (f (4w2 =2+ [ (f - 2rw2))
2f (2rw? — f7) ’

H} (C.16)

Hj =

(C.17)

and
_Ho (e 4 1) (@re? = ) 4 1 (r (7~ 4?) + 1)
Hy=— , (C.18)
rf(2rw? — f7)

respectively. The common solution Hy to the three equations shown above describes the class of
tt-only even-parity dipolar gauge modes. However, by equating H/, from any of the above equations
into the other two, one would find that a necessary condition for a solution of all three equations is
given by rf’ — 2f +2 = 0. This restricts the form of the metric function to f = 1 + cr?, where
c is an integration constant, for which nontrivial ¢¢-only even-parity dipolar gauge modes can be
found. Even though this is a subset of the Schwarzschild-(A)dS family of f(r), the missing “mass"
term, —2M//r, shows that in general the remaining differential equations cannot be simultaneously

_23_



satisfied. Hence, the ¢¢-only-perturbation for the stealth Schwarzschild-(anti) de Sitter black holes in
KGB given by Egs. (4.57) and (5.26) cannot be gauged away, in general.

In the uninteresting case of M = 0, with f = 1 — (Ar2/3) and A = —\/2k, Egs. (C.16),
(C.17), and (C.18) reduce to the same equation given by H), = 6xHy/ (6rr + r®X). The exact
solution to this is given by Hy = cr/v/ 6k + Ar? where c is an integration constant.

We end by specializing the above discussion for the Schwarzschild case. Substituting f =
1 —2M/r into Egs. (C.16), (C.17), and (C.18) and solving for Hy lead to

(r—2M) (M — 7"3w2)

Hy=c . , (C.19)
T
M — 13?2
Hy=c——, C.20
0= Ry —anl (€20
and -
M —
Hy=c— =, (C.21)
(r—2M)

respectively. The above solutions can be equal only in the trivial case ¢ = 0, unless M = 0. In
the context of Section 5.4, the desired Hy is given by Eq. (5.26) which in the Schwarzschild case
becomes equal to Hy = r3/2q (w) / (3Mk+/r — 2]M). This clearly cannot be a gauge mode.

D Generic structure of the cones in KGB

It is possible to derive an analytic expression for the scalar cone in KGB and through this support
the conclusion that the scalar field becomes nondynamical on a stealth background. Starting with the
generic perturbations (hgp, %) in the action (2.1), performing a linear transformation of the metric

perturbation,

~ h Gx

hab = hab - §gab - T¢a¢b¢a (Dl)
and then imposing the transverse-gauge condition on Bab, ie., Vbﬁ“b = 0, it can be shown that the

linearized field equations for (ﬁab, ¢> reduce to

Ohgp + O (vﬁ, w) —0 (D.2)

and

Gty + O (vﬁ, vw) —0 (D.3)

where O (Vh, Vi) are terms with less than two spacetime derivatives of the perturbations [93].

See the supplementary Mathematica notebook cones_of _kgb.nb in the author’s website for a detailed
derivation. The above expression implies that the tensor modes, i.e., gravitational waves in KGB,
propagate on the light cone and the scalar perturbation on the other hand move on the cone defined
by the effective metric

gab _ Agab + B¢a¢b (D.4)

where A and B are functionals of the potentials on the background and given by

X2
A=Kx—2Gx0¢ — 7(& — ¢°X.Gxx — 2Gy +2XGyx (D.5)
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2X
B=—-Kxx — 7@*3( + Gxx0¢ + 2G4x (D.6)

and X, = Vo X = —¢ py. This result can be used as starting point of a gravitational wave analysis
in any background in KGB.
In a spherically symmetric background,

dr?
ds®> = —h(r)dt* + — +r2d0? (D.7)
WA
¢ =29(r), (D.8)
we can use this to write down the generic scalar mode equation
02 ~
(A+Bf¢?) <—Cg—h + f63¢> +0 (vwh, vw) =0 (D.9)
where the sound speed ¢, is given by
B
c§:1+zf¢’2. (D.10)

This shows for example that in quintessence, K (¢, X) = X — V (¢), the sound speed reduces to
unity. Most importantly, this provides an independent calculation confirming that for stealth black
holes in shift symmetric theory, defined by Kx = 0 and Gx = 0 which translates to A = 0 and
B # 0, the sound speed becomes infinite. The scalar cone therefore opens up and the scalar field can
no longer be considered a propagating degree of freedom.
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