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Gravitational ringing of rotating black holes in higher-derivative gravity

Pablo A. Cano,"»* Kwinten Fransen,' ! Thomas Hertog,"»* and Simon Maenaut!: %
! Institute for Theoretical Physics, KU Leuven. Celestijnenlaan 200D, B-3001 Leuven, Belgium

We study gravitational perturbations of slowly-rotating black holes in a general effective-field-
theory extension of general relativity that includes up to eight-derivative terms. We show that two
Schrodinger-like equations with spin-dependent effective potentials govern the odd - and even-parity
master variables. These equations are coupled for parity-violating corrections, and this coupling
affects the quasinormal modes even at linear order in the higher-derivative corrections, due to their
isospectrality in general relativity. We provide results for the shifts in the fundamental quasinormal
mode frequencies at linear order in the spin, which we expect to be valuable for high-precision
phenomenology through future gravitational wave observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave (GW) observations probe the dy-
namics of highly curved regions of spacetime and are
therefore paving the way to test general relativity (GR)
in this regime [1-9]. In particular, GWs from black hole
binaries test the Kerr hypothesis, i.e. the GR prediction
that the geometry of a rotating black hole is given by the
Kerr one, or even whether black objects are black holes
at all [10]. In the light of these developments it is of
great interest to study and identify what are the possi-
ble signatures of corrections to GR in gravitational wave
signals [11-19].

Such corrections are to be expected. Fundamental
gravity theory and general effective-field-theory (EFT)
arguments suggest that GR is modified by higher-
derivative terms in the action [20-22]. As it turns out,
the Kerr geometry is typically not a solution of modi-
fied or ‘corrected’ gravity theories."! This may give rise
to deviations from GR predictions that might be ob-
servable. Since higher-derivative terms modify gravity
at short distances, the most sensitive probes are those
that involve physics in the near-horizon region of black
holes. In particular the ringdown signal, determined by
the black holes’s quasinormal modes (QNMs) [36, 37],
deserves special attention [4, 5].

The corrections to the QNM frequencies of non-
rotating black holes have been obtained in a number
of theories, including dynamical Chern-Simons gravity
[38, 39], Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet gravity [40, 41],
and theories with quartic [33, 42] and cubic [18] curvature
terms, among other models [43-46]. In addition, theory-
independent approaches were studied in [42, 47, 48], while
eikonal QNMs beyond GR were investigated in [49-51].

The calculation of QNMs of astrophysically more rel-
evant, rotating black holes is much more involved. Only
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See e.g. [23-35] for rotating black hole solutions in some of these
models.
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recently, some progress has been made. In the case
of a test scalar field, ref. [52] gave a way of dealing
with the non-separability of the wave equation and ob-
tained the QNMs for rotating black holes in a large class
of higher-derivative theories were computed.”? However,
when it comes to gravitational perturbations the situa-
tion is more precarious, given the difficulty to perform
full-fledged perturbation theory for rotating black holes
in modified gravity theories. Nevertheless, this prob-
lem can be alleviated by assuming that the spin is small
[54, 55]. Working at linear order in the spin, the QNM
frequencies of slowly-rotating black holes in Einstein-
dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet gravity were recently obtained in
[56], and an analogous analysis for dynamical Chern-
Simons theory was done in [57, 58].

Here we consider a general effective-field-theory (EFT)
extension of general relativity, without introducing ad-
ditional degrees of freedom. The resulting action, eq.
(1) below, represents the most general diffeomorphism-
invariant purely metric deformation of GR and is thus
of phenomenological interest. Despite its generality, the
action only contains five parameters up to the eight-
derivative level. The goal of this paper is to compute
the QNM frequencies of slowly-rotating black holes at
linear order in the spin in this class of theories.

Taking an EFT viewpoint, we assume that the effect
of the beyond-GR. corrections is small and work pertur-
batively in the higher-order couplings. Still, given that
a length scale ¢ > 1 km is required for modifications of
gravity to be detectable through gravitational waves gen-
erated in processes involving astrophysical black holes,
one may wonder what are the experimental bounds on
the couplings in the theory (1). In the weak field limit,
the leading correction to the Newtonian potential is
~ (M3 /r7. This means that the relative correction A
compared to GR predictions is A ~ ¢4M?2/r5. If, say,
¢ ~ 10 km, then Ag ~ 10731 and Ag ~ 10730 at the
surfaces of the sun and the earth, respectively. Hence

2 Another strategy consists in performing a general theory-
independent parametrization of the departure from the GR pre-
diction, as in ref. [53], but this requires the introduction of a
large number of parameters.
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the corrections we consider have a completely negligible
effect on solar system physics. On the other hand, for a
black hole of 10 solar masses Apg ~ 1072 — 1073, large
enough to induce effects that are potentially observable
through high-precision GW observations.

Also, no constraints can be imposed on (1) from cosmo-
logical observations. The reason is that the corrections
to BH geometries depend only on the Weyl curvature,
and in fact, in the EFT (1) one can trade all the Rie-
mann tensors for Weyl tensors. On the other hand, terms
with three or more Weyl tensors are irrelevant to cosmol-
ogy, since FRLW metrics are conformally flat, and hence
this EFT cannot be constrained via cosmology. There-
fore GWs from stellar-mass black hole binaries provide a
uniquely powerful window to search for higher-derivative
deviations of Einstein’s theory of the kind we consider,
justifying our interest in QNMs in these theories.

The outline of the paper is as follows: we start in Sec-
tion II by reviewing the EFT under consideration as well
as the slowly rotating black holes in this theory. We
analyse gravitational perturbations of these slowly rotat-
ing black holes in Section III, first describing our general
approach and then applying this to derive master equa-
tions for respectively the parity-preserving corrections
and the parity-violating corrections. We then proceed
to use these master equations to compute quasinormal
mode frequencies in IV and briefly conclude in Section
V.

II. THE EFT OF GRAVITY AND ITS BLACK
HOLE SOLUTIONS

We consider a general EFT extension of GR, including
no fields but the metric. To eight derivatives one can
expand the action as

1
S = e /d4x\/ lg] {R+€4£(6) +€6£(8) + .. } ,
(1)

where / is a length scale and where L(,) denotes a La-
grangian density with n derivatives of the metric. Note
that the leading corrections appear at the six-derivative
level, since all four-derivative theories have the same vac-
uum solutions as GR, and hence can be ignored from the
EFT viewpoint we adopt. In order to derive the most
general form of the Lagrangians L) and L(g), one has
to take into account that terms with explicit Ricci cur-
vature are either trivial - in the sense that they do not
affect the vacuum solutions of GR - or that they can be
removed via a redefinition of the metric, and hence ne-
glected. Therefore, one is left with a set of pure Riemann
invariants, where the number of independent operators
can be further reduced using diverse identities®. The re-

3 See [34, 59] for a more complete discussion on the construction
of this effective theory.

sulting six-derivative Lagrangian contains two cubic in-
variants, one preserving and the other breaking parity,

5(6) = /\EVR#VPURMMRMMV + )\oddRuypnggMR&sz 7)
2

where

- 1,

RHVPT = 56“ O‘BRO[B’M. (3)
On the other hand, the eight-derivative Lagrangian can
be expressed as the sum of three quartic Riemann oper-
ators,

,C(g) =eC? + 6262 + E3Cé, (4)

where

C=RupwR"", C=Ry,,.R". (5)

In this case, the €¢; and €5 interactions preserve parity,
while €3 violates it. However, the e; term has the pecu-
liarity of vanishing for spherically symmetric configura-
tions, as it is the square of an odd-parity term. Thus, the
corrections to GR are controlled by only five dimension-
less couplings, Acv,odd, and €123 and the overall length
scale ¢, which can be absorbed in these couplings making
them dimensionful. Let us mention that some constraints
can be set on these coupling from imposing physical re-
quirements such as causality [59-61] or unitarity [62].
However, we will allow for the couplings to be arbitrary.
The Einstein field equations of the theory (1) are given
by

Ew = Gy + €S + 1568 = 0, (6)
where
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and in each case the tensor P,Sﬁ,)m is given by

P =3\ R, R
3)\odd B B D
9 (Rupa Raﬁpa + Rupa Rpoaﬂ) o (®)

P(S) = 4EICRMVPU + 2620~ (Ruupa + Rpouu)

nvpo

afpo

+

+ €3 [20Ryupo +C (Bvpo + Roo)| - (9)

The (slowly-)rotating black hole solutions of these theo-
ries have been studied in refs. [33, 34] at different orders
in the spin expansion, but here we only work at first or-
der in the spin, in which case the metric takes a relatively
simple form, namely

dr?

ds? = —N? fdt2+7—2ah sin? @dtdp-+r?(d6>4sin? 0dp?) .

(10)



Working perturbatively in the higher-order couplings

and in the spin a = My, we find the following solution
for the functions N, f and h

2M a0 9 49M 4 27(2M —r) 5 4 3 9 9 3
f =1- T + 24)\9‘,6 M <7‘6 — 3r7 > - )\Oddg X COs Hw(704M —80M*r — 32M°r= — 12M*r
4  67TM 3(2M —r)
4 _ 5 6773 6 . 8 7 6,2
—AMr* —r%) +1152¢,(°M (r9 - W) — eg°x cos 0= e (139008M° — 13312M 'r — 5824M°r
— 2496 M°57% — 1040M*r* — 416M°r® — 156 M2 — 52M7r" — 13r%) + O (6%, x?) . (11)
1 M3 0
N OBAOME DSt (—1152M7 + 8OMr + 32032 + 12M%® 4+ 4My* + 17
76 14M2¢7
6 M? 6. cosb 8 7 6,2 5.3 4,4 3,5
—1792€10° —— + €3l Xi( — 177408 M° + 13312M "1 + 5824 M °r= + 2496 M °r® + 1040M *r* + 416 M °r
79 20M 4710
+ 156 M27% + 52M7r" 4+ 13r®) + O (6%, x?) , (12)
M AevPAM?3 641 40M3 M3
h="——-20"% - 1087 — 121 M) — 6912€2¢° 5X) - 1
. 0 - 1,10 (108r ) — 6912¢q¢ 11,9 + O (6%, x) (13)
[
It is important to note that, due to the corrections, the ponents
position of the horizon is modified. It corresponds to the Im o —iwt pplmelm
largest root of f, which yields h¥yas =€ _ Hep Y™, (15)
SAME B dS hap = '3 YE", (16)
ev €1 Ilm —iwt, .2 Ilm lm Im~y/lm
T+ = 2M — SM3 - M + O(£87 X2) . (14) h(+)AB =e€ r (K QapY'"™" 4+ G YAB) s (17)

In this solution M represents the black hole mass, while
the total angular momentum is J = yM?2. Other prop-
erties of these black hole geometries were studied in
Refs [33, 34].

III. PERTURBATIONS OF
SLOWLY-ROTATING BLACK HOLES

Let us now consider a perturbation g,, = gE‘f +
over the black hole metric (10). The goal of this section
is to simplify the corresponding linearized equations into
a reduced set of equations for some master variables. To
do this, it is useful to review first the case of non-rotating
black holes.

A. Spherically symmetric black holes

In a spherically symmetric spacetime, the metric per-
turbations can be separated in terms of the tensor spheri-
cal harmonics. These come in even-parity and odd-parity
types and are labeled by the angular momentum and
magnetic numbers, [ and m respectively. These are de-
scribed in [63], but we review them here for the sake of
convenience. Let us denote by a, b, ... the indices t,r
and A, B, ... those of the 2-sphere.

The even-parity (polar) sector has the following com-

where we are already separating the time dependence as
e~ !  Here Hf;gﬁ glm  K'™ and G'™ are functions of
7, Qap is the metric of the 2-sphere and Y4 and Y%
are the even-parity vector and tensor spherical harmon-
ics. These are defined in terms of the scalar spherical

harmonics Y™ according to

Yi" = Day'm, (18)
1
Y™ = |DsDp + S+ 1)2ap yim o (19)

where D4 is the covariant derivative of the 2-sphere.
On the other hand, the odd-parity (axial) perturba-
tions have the following structure,

W™ =0, (20)
B = e (21)
W = R (22)

where again h{™ and hi™ are functions of r, and the odd-
parity vector and tensor spherical harmonics read

Xt = —e,"DpY'™, (23)
X% = —¢ S DpyDcY"™. (24)

It is important to note that the vector and tensor
spherical harmonics of odd and even parity satisfy a num-
ber of orthogonality relationships that can be found in
[63].



A general metric perturbation can be written as a lin-
ear superposition of all the modes hl@‘)w. By definition,
the quasinormal modes only contain modes with a fixed
value of [ and m. In addition, since GR preserves parity,
modes of different parity are decoupled and hence the
quasinormal modes are either given by h,, = hl(’j:) or

pnv
_ pl
P = 1%
corrections we consider break parity, and as a conse-
quence odd-parity and even-parity modes mix. Thus,

in that case the QNMs will necessarily have the form

However, some of the higher-derivative

Im __ 1lm im
Piw = P + A - (25)

lm
(H)pv
in a general gauge, but to simplify the computa-

Finally, we have presented the perturbations h and

— v
ti(on)g one can choose the Regge-Wheeler gauge, in which
the following components vanish,

jim =0, G =0, A"=0. (26)
The higher-derivative corrections do not change this fact
and we can always work in this gauge. Then, evaluating
the linearized equations of motion on (25) one gets a
system of equations for the remaining variables. These
equations can be simplified to yield two equations for two
master variables, which are coupled if there are parity-
breaking corrections — see [33] for the case of the quartic
theories and [18] for the parity-preserving cubic one.

B. Slowly-rotating black holes: linear order in spin

In the presence of rotation, the tensor harmonics
hl(gz) L Are not eigenfunctions of the linearized Einstein’s

equations anymore, but one can always expand the met-
ric perturbation using these functions since they form a
basis. Thus, in general we can write

— l l
ED DU (27)

l,m Lm

Now, in the case of a slowly-rotating black hole, at linear
order in the spin, one can see that the quasinormal modes
will necessarily have the following structure

hy = hypy + xhy, + O(°) (28)

where hJ,,, contains the sum of modes with " # [,

r_ U I
s = D (P53 + 1750 (29)
V£l

In words, the perturbation is composed of a leading
term corresponding to the result for the spherically sym-
metric case, and the additional terms will be of order

X. At the same time, the linearized equations have the
following structure,

Euw =EW +XEL) +0O(x*) = 0. (30)

The tensor harmonics are eigenfunctions of 5,(3,) but not

of 5;%)- Each of these equations contains a contribu-
tion from the Einstein’s equations as well as contributions
from the higher-derivative terms.

When we evaluate the equations in the h,, defined in
(28), we find

EW (™) +x [E0) (h™) + EQ ()] + O

Then, we can project on the tensor harmonics with
index [ and this projection kills all the terms Eﬁ?,)(h’ ),
since h’ only contains modes with I’ # [. Therefore we
obtain equations involving only h'™ and these can be
written as

P, = / dQX Pl E,p(h'™) =0, (31)
Py = / dQXABIm e\ p(RI™) =0, (32)
and
Qab = /dQYlmgab(hlm) =0, (33)
Qu = / dOVPImE, (W) =0, (34)
Q2 = / dQYABIME 5 (™) =0, (35)
Q3 = / dQY'mQABE  p(h™) =0. (36)

This is the set of consistent equations from which we will
obtain the quasinormal mode frequencies.

In addition, we will make use of the Regge-Wheeler
gauge (26), which can be applied to the slowly-rotating
case as well. To show this, consider first a gauge transfor-
mation with parameter £, that would put the hij,’j term
in (28) in the RW form had we set x = 0. However, in
the presence of rotation, this transformation will fail to
achieve the RW gauge by O(y) terms:

huw +2V (u &0y = hi™ 4 X!, + XShy + O(xX7) . (37)
However, dh,, can be decomposed in spherical harmon-
ics, so that

hu+2V (&) = (K™ 4 xShlm) +x (B, + 6k, ) +O(X?) -

(38)
Now, it is clear that a new gauge transformation of order
x can be made in order to put the term thi}ﬁ into the



RW gauge up to O(x?) terms. Likewise, O(x) transfor-
mations can be used to put all the terms in hj,, in the
RW form, although this will not be relevant for our cal-
culations. Thus, we can reduce the number of variables
in the problem by imposing (26) right away.

In order to make further progress, it is useful to dis-
tinguish between the higher-derivative corrections that

preserve parity and those that do not.

C. Parity-preserving corrections

For the parity-preserving corrections, the operator

S,S,a)(hlm) does not mix the odd and even part of the per-
turbation, hl(’f) and hl('f). Therefore, these perturbations

can be considered separately.

1. Decoupled equations for odd perturbations

We start discussing the resolution of the odd-parity
equations for parity-preserving corrections, which are
simpler as they only involve two variables in the RW
gauge, ho and h;. We have three equations,’ namely,
P, = P. = P, = 0, but there is a relation among them
implied by the Bianchi identity of the gravitational ten-
sor, and hence it is enough to keep only P, and P», which
are of first order in the case of Einstein gravity. Our goal
is to solve these equations perturbatively in x and in
the higher order couplings, that we denote collectively
by A, keeping the terms of order Ax. To achieve this,
we first solve the equations with A = 0. This is eas-
ily accomplished since in that case both equations are of
first order and they give us hg as a function of h; and
h}, as well as a second-order equation for h;. Then we
consider the equations with A # 0, which contain higher
derivatives of these variables. However, since we are only
interested in the perturbative solution in A\, we can use
the zeroth-order solution in all the terms proportional to
A, and this allows us to express those terms as functions
of hy and A} only. Then we can again solve the equations
P, = P, =0, that give us a solution of the form

ho = a(r)hy +b(r)hy, R +c(r)hy +d(r)h; =0, (39)

for certain functions a(r), b(r), ¢(r), d(r). Finally, we
can introduce a rescaled master variable
A 2
g- = A, (40)
T — T+

where A(r) is a factor that can be chosen so that ¥~ sat-
isfies a Schrodinger-type equation in terms of a preferred
radial variable. For instance, for the sake of numerical

4 The even-parity sector of the equations vanishes identically in
this case, Qup = Qo = Q2 =Q3 =0

computations, we find it interesting to write the master

equation in terms of the “pseudo-tortoise coordinate” r,
defined as

7'*:7‘+2Mlog(:—l> . (41)
+

This has the property that r, — —oo at the event
horizon. In the case of the Schwarzschild black hole,
a Schrodinger-type equation for U~ in terms of r, is
achieved for A(r) = 1. Thus, in order to take into ac-
count the effect of the spin and of the higher-derivative
corrections, we must choose A(r) =1+ JA(r). Then, by
choosing § A(r) appropriately — the choice is unique up

to a constant term —, we find the following equation for
v,
d*U- 9 N
drf + (w - Vim) v = 0. (42)

The potential V,, has a GR part plus a contribution from
each of the higher-derivative terms,

Vi = Vi AV 08 (V) + 0, )
(43)
At the same, each of these contributions contains a term

of zeroth order and another one of first order in the spin.
For the GR part we have

e _ (1_2M> <1(z+1) _6M>
ilm - r r2 r3

AM2w  24M2(3r — TM)(r — 2M)
44
—|—mx< 73 + 4+ 1)rw >’ (44)

which corresponds to the usual Regge-Wheeler potential
[64] plus a spin correction. The expressions for the other
potentials are lengthier and hence we show them in the
appendix C.

2. Decoupled equations for even perturbations

The case of even perturbations is more intricate, as it
involves four variables, Hy, Hy, Hs and K, in the Regge-
Wheeler gauge. The odd-parity sector of the equations is
trivially satisfied, P, = P, = 0. To solve the remaining
equations we proceed iteratively, solving first the system
with A = 0, then substituting that result in the terms
proportional to A and solving the equations again. When
A = 0, the equations Q2 = @, = 0 allow us to obtain H;
and H, in terms of Hy, K and their derivatives. Then,
working at first order in x, the rest of the equations can
be solved to obtain a relation of the form Hy = a(r)K +
b(r)K’, as well as a second order differential equation for
K. In this way, all the variables and their derivatives can
be expressed as certain linear combinations of K and K.
Now, coming back to A # 0, since we are only interested



in the linear corrections, we can substitute the solution
of the zeroth order equations in the terms proportional
to A. By doing so, we rewrite all those terms as linear
combinations of K and K’. Then we can solve the system
of equations in an analogous to the A = 0 case. Thus, we
get a master second-order equation for K and the rest of
variables are linear combinations of K and K’. Finally,
instead of working with K, it is customary to introduce
the Zerilli function ¥* as

f 12(7—1#(3 KHX(HQ_TK') . @)

where A = (I — 1)(I + 2) + 6M/r, and A(r) is a normal-
ization factor. In the case of the Schwarzschild black

equation once rotation and higher-derivative corrections
are taken into account, so that in general we will have
A(r) = 1+ 0A(r). Thus, by choosing §A(r) suitably —
again, the choice is unique up to a constant term —, we
find that U satisfies the equation

)ut =0, (46)

where , is the pseudo-tortoise coordinate defined in (41)
and Vl; is the effective potential for even-parity pertur-
bations. As before, the potential has contributions from
the different terms in the gravitational action

m m

‘/lm _ ‘/l;GR + £4Aev‘/l+(eV) + 56 (61‘/l+(1) + 62%;(2)> ,

hole in GR, this definition matches the original one (47)

by Zerilli when A(r) = 1. However, that factor has

been introduced so that ¥ satisfies a Schrodinger-type and for instance, the GR part reads
J

1 2M +2 6M 3602 2M
+GR _ 2 (M
i =g (150 e (57 55 + 55 ()
4mM?xw 3 2 2 2 22 3

with = (I = 1)(I + 2). Note that for x = 0 this reduces
to the well-known Zerilli potential for the Schwarzschild
black hole [65, 66]. The expressions for the other contri-
butions are given in the appendix C.

D. Parity-breaking corrections

The higher-derivative terms controlled by A,qq and €3
violate parity, and hence their effect is somewhat differ-
ent. Instead of modifying the equations of odd and even
perturbations independently, they introduce a coupling
between these modes. Proceeding along the same lines
as in the previous subsection, we find the following cou-
pled equations for the variables U*:°

d2\Ij+ 2 +GR + + v + av-

dTE + (UJ - ‘/lm ) T = Ulm\P + Wlm d’l’* ) (49)
e _dut

d?“g + (OJ - ‘/lm ) v = Ulm‘ll+ + lm d?"* . (50)

5 These are defined as in egs. (40) and (45), but in the case of ¥+
we set f =1—2M/r in (45) instead of using the actual value of
the metric function given in (11).

(

Here VlfnGR are the GR potentials we shown above, while
the coefficients Ulfn, V[/l:rtn are controlled by the higher-

derivative terms and hence they have two contributions,

UE = Xoaal U 4 e500UE®) (51)
WiE = Aoaal WECD LS WiE® - (52)

We show the explicit values of these quantities in the ap-
pendix C. Also, notice that, in the presence of parity-
breaking corrections, the radius of the horizon is not
modified at leading order, r, = 2M. Hence, r, is
the standard Schwarzschild tortoise coordinate, r, =
r+ 2M log (ﬁ — 1)7 so that

d 2MN\ d
dr*—(l—r%w (53)

In the case of non-rotating black holes in the quartic
theory, ref. [33] was able to find a change of variables
for (49)-(50) that cancels the coefficients W and sets
Ul',fn = —U,,,. However, this becomes less practical once
the linear terms in spin are taken into account.

Nevertheless, we do find interesting to perform a
Chandrasekhar transformation of one of the variables,

say Ut — UT, such that the zeroth-order equation
2 2,

ddg’; + (w? —VZLGR) U+ is transformed into ddg’; +
(w2 — VZ;GR) U+, This is possible even at first order

in the spin since VljnGR and VZ;LGR are isospectral at that




order, and we show the explicit transformation in ap-
pendix D. Of course, the functions Uljfn, Wlil are also
affected by this change of variables, but expressed in this
form we can devise a way to study the system of equa-
tions by solving only uncoupled equations. The idea is
to decompose the corrections in contributions that are
symmetric and antisymmetric under the exchange of U+,
since for each of these contributions one can decouple the
equations. One can then add up appropriately the effect
of each correction in order to obtain, e.g., the total shift
in the QNM frequencies, that we study next. We explore
this method in more detail in appendix F.

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES

Once we have set up the master equations that gov-
ern the perturbations of slowly-rotating black holes in
our theory (1), our goal is to compute the corrections to
the quasinormal modes of the Kerr black hole. Recall
that these correspond to solutions in which the variables
U+ behave as outgoing waves both at infinity and at
the horizon and that this is only possible for a discrete
set of complex frequencies. We are mostly interested in
the shifts in the Kerr QNM frequencies induced by the
higher-derivative corrections:

w = w4 5w, (54)

We recall that, in the case of Kerr, the spectrum of
odd and even perturbations is identical. In order to show
explicitly that, for our GR potentials to linear order in
spin, this is still true, we present in appendix D an ex-
tension to the Chandrasekhar transformation which re-
lates the Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli potentials. Now, for
the higher-derivative corrections that preserve parity, the
shifts in the QNM frequencies of odd and even modes
are typically different, and hence one loses isospectrality.
Thus, we have two families of frequencies.

wt = wker 4 5ot (55)

If several parity-preserving interactions appear in the La-
grangian at the same time, one may obtain the total shifts
dw* by simply adding up each of the individual contri-
butions.

In the case of the corrections that violate parity, modes
of even and odd parity get coupled and this actually pro-
duces a linear shift in the QNM frequencies [42]. The rea-
son for this is that both GR potentials V=GR are isospec-
tral, and in that case, the problem (49)-(50) is analogous
to performing quantum-mechanical perturbation theory
with a degenerate Hamiltonian. In this situation, con-
trarily to the result with non-degenerate Hamiltonians,
off-diagonal components in the Hamiltonian perturbation
do introduce a linear correction into the energy states —
the QNM frequencies in our case. In fact, one can see
that, when there are only parity-breaking corrections, the
shifts in the frequencies are opposite for the two families
of modes

w:t —_ wKerr + 5wbreak7 (56)

for certain dwPr®¥. Note that in this case the labels +
are unrelated to the parity of the perturbations. In ad-
dition to the frequency, since the QNMSs in the presence
parity-violating interactions contain both the even- and
odd-parity sectors, it is also important to determine the
relative normalization of both modes. Thus, we intro-
duce the quantity,

Ut
v= lim —, (57)

T—00

which has to be determined as well (note that the two
families of modes + have relative normalizations +7). ©

Now, if there are several independent parity-violating
operators in the action, the total value of dwP™?¥ can-
not be easily obtained by adding up the contributions
of each term. However, one can easily combine them if
one knows separately the ‘symmetric’ ws and ‘antisym-
metric’ w, contributions to the frequency with respect
to interchange of ¥ and ¥~. Roughly, by considering
these contributions individually in equations (49)-(50),
they can be decoupled, and for these decoupled equa-
tions the different contributions add linearly as usual.
There are two caveats, though. The first is that one can-
not actually use (49)-(50) as one should make a trans-
formation to ensure the uncorrected (isospectral) poten-
tials are identical, i.e. use the transformation given in
appendix D, as we mentioned earlier. Secondly, one
must be able to recombine these ‘symmetric’ and ‘an-
tisymmetric’ contributions. The procedure is analogous
to what is used to combine the even-parity and odd-
parity contributions discussed next but for convenience
it is made explicit in appendix F. The final, full correc-
tion due to parity-breaking interactions can be written as

Suwbreak — \/(Zl wﬁi))2 + (3, w,(f))Q. Equivalently, in or-
der not to work with these auxiliary frequencies, one can

note that the ratio w$” /w!” will characterize the mixing
so in principle one can combine the different odd-parity
corrections if in addition to dw(?Preak one is given the
mixing coefficients (%),

Once the contributions to the QNM frequencies from
parity-preserving and parity-violating terms have been
independently determined, we would like to obtain the
total shift in these frequencies in the case in which all the
higher-derivative operators appear simultaneously in the
action. To obtain that result, one can note that the prob-
lem of obtaining the corrected QNMs is formally equiv-
alent to the problem of obtaining the eigenvectors and
eigenvalues of a perturbed Hamiltonian. Thus, the usual

6 Let us remark that the variables ¥+ are defined according to (40)
and (45), and that their normalization factors satisfy A = A =1
at r — oo.



formulas from quantum-mechanical perturbation theory
can be applied — see appendix E and references [42, 67—
69]. Therefore, one can derive the total shift from the
eigenvalue equation

Swt — dw  Swbreak

Swbreak  §5.,= — Sw =0, (58)

coming from the perturbation of a degenerate 2x2 Hamil-
tonian. This yields the result

1 1
Sy = 3 (dw™ + 5w_)ﬁ:\/4 (Swt — 6w=)? + (Swbreak)?

(59)
Note that we keep the =+ labels, but one should bear in
mind that these no longer represent defined-parity modes
whenever §wP2k £ 0. Finally, the relative normalization
between the even- and odd-parity master variables can be
determined by applying again essentially formulas from
a 2 x 2 matrix eigenvalue problem. We get in that case

+ __ _break &’ui B 5w+ 60
Ytotal = W : ( )

+,break

Let us now compute the coefficients dw and

,ybreak for each of the terms in (1).

A. Cubic corrections

In the cubic Lagrangian there is one parity-preserving
correction and one parity-violating one. Thus, we have

f4
5wi = )\evﬁ&ui y (61)
64
Swbreak — Aoddﬁéwg’gﬁﬁk, (62)

where the factors of M have been introduced so that the
coefficients dw; in the right-hand side are dimensionless.
In addition, at first order in the spin one can see that the
dependence of these modes on the magnetic number m
is always through the combination m - y. Therefore, we
can write

(5w§[v = 6weiv70 + myx 6w§f]71 +0(x?), (63)
Swhme™ = SwPRTE + mx Swhis + O(x?) (64)

and we only have to determine the dwg,; coefficients nu-
merically for several values of [. As a check, we will also
use our numeric results to obtain the Kerr QNM frequen-
cies, that we express as

W = o + mxwr + O(?). (65)

On the other hand, the relative normalization factor
Yodd for the parity-breaking corrections is mildly depen-
dent on the value of A\,qq. However, as a first approxi-
mation, we only need to consider its value in the limit
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FIG. 1. Fundamental QNM frequencies [ = m = 2 relative to
the Kerr values as we increase the cubic coupling Aev. Top:
Ratio between the real parts of the corrected QNM frequency
and of the Kerr one. Bottom: ratio of the imaginary parts.
The lines represent a quadratic fit, while the points are nu-
merical data. We observe that “+” and “ —” modes are
no longer isospectral and that the effect of the spin on the
corrections is not negligible.

Aodd — 0, as the running of this parameter is sensitive to
the presence of additional higher-derivative corrections.
This value is a function of the spin and therefore we also
expand it as

Yodd = Yodd,0 + MX Yodd,1 + O(Xz) . (66)

In order to compute all of these coefficients, we have
performed a numerical integration of Eqgs. (46), (42) and
(49)-(50). This allows us to obtain the fundamental
QNM frequencies for a range of values of y and the corre-
sponding coupling, Aey Or Aoqq. By fitting the resulting
values to a quadratic polynomial in x and Acycdd, We
are able to extract the Schwarzschild value together with
the linear shifts in the spin and in the coupling, as well
as the coefficient of Aey odd - X. In table I (in appendix
A) we show the best-fit coefficients associated to the ey
correction, while in table II we show the corresponding



values for the A\,qq one, including in that case the value
for 4oqq. Also, in Fig. 1 we show the data points for
the corrected QNM frequencies relative to the Kerr ones
together with a quadratic fit in the case of A, correc-
tions, and in Fig. 2 we show an analogous plot for the
parity-breaking corrections Ayqq-

As a test of our results, we observe that the Kerr QNM
frequencies obtained from these fits are in good agree-
ment with the known values.” In addition, we have com-
pared our results for non-rotating black holes with those
in [18] for the Aey correction, and we have found that
they agree within ~ 1% — 5% accuracy.®

64

+ _
W =1

{Aev (0.0533 + 0.0255i + mx(0.0812 — 0.04894))

9

We note that the potentials Vli(ev) both scale with [2
when we take m = [ — oo and w & [. As a consequence,
the eikonal limit is well-defined even when the corrections
are present, and thus, the real part of the QNMs scales
with [ while the imaginary part tends to a constant for
Il — oo. This trend is already captured by the values
in table I. However, these eikonal QNM frequencies will
not in general correspond to the result obtained from
unstable photon orbits [70].

Finally, using the results in both tables together with
(59) we can derive the total shift in the frequencies. For
instance, for the I = 2 modes we get, explicitly,

) 2 ) g 12
+ ((0.0152 — 0.0556i — mx(0.155 + 0.02494)) A2, + (0.0139 — 0.0580i — mx(0.152 + 0.00867)) Aodd) .

B. Quartic corrections

At quartic order, we have two parity-preserving terms
and one parity-breaking one, and the shifts in the QNM
frequencies accordingly take the form

56
dwt = i (e10wf + eadwy) | (68)
rea. 66 rea.
60Jb k — €3 Wﬁwg k 5 (69)

where the coefficients dw in the right-hand-side are di-
mensionless. Again, at linear order in the spin, these
coeflicients can be expanded as

5wf[ = &ufo + mx &ufl + 0%, (70)
(5w2i = (5w2i70 +my (5w§f1 + 00, (71)
5w§reak = 5w'§f§ak + my 5w§’ffak + O(XQ) . (72)

In the same fashion, we express the relative normalization
between the ¥ and ¥~ variables in the presence of €3
corrections as

Y3 =730 FMmx Y31+ O(X2) . (73)

The values of these coefficients obtained by a quadratic
fit of numerical data are shown in tables III, IV and V (in

7 There is only some discrepancy in the imaginary part of wy as it
is relatively small and therefore harder to capture.
8 For the comparison we take into account that the Aey correction

M2 Xy £*

is related to the paramater dg in [18] according to dg = ~5 25—,

where M is an energy scale used in that reference.

(67)

(

appendix A) for the €1, €5 and e3 corrections, respectively.
As a first consistency check, we observe that we recover
the Kerr QNM frequencies quite accurately from these
fits. In addition, we have checked that our results for the
corrections to the QNMs of non-rotating black holes are
in good agreement with those in Refs [33] and [42] for the
€1,2 and €3 corrections, respectively — the discrepancies
we get are of the order of 1% — 6% depending on the
case.” As already noted in the first of those references,
the e; corrections to the even-parity QNM frequencies
and the ey corrections to the odd-parity ones scale as
I2, so the eikonal limit is ill-defined in those cases (the
corrections become dominant with respect to GR). Here,
we observe that the same applies to the linear dependence
in the spin, which grows fast with {. On the other hand,
a new feature with respect to the static case is that now
the even-parity QNMs do get a correction from e;. In
this case, the | — oo limit seems to be well-behaved.
Finally, a puzzling observation is that, in the case of €3
corrections the value for the relative normalization factor
v3 is essentially coincident with the one for the cubic
Aoda corrections. Clearly, this cannot be a coincidence
and indicates that there is more to be understood on
the structure of QNMs with parity-breaking interactions.
This will be explored elsewhere.

9 For the comparison, we have to take into account that the e;
parameters of reference [33] compare to our own €; according to
(61 ) €2, 63) }there = 766/M6(61’ 62/4’ 63/2)|here
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FIG. 2. Fundamental QNM frequencies [ = m = 2 relative to
the Kerr values as we increase the cubic coupling Aoqq. Top:
Ratio between the real parts of the corrected QNM frequency
and of the Kerr one. Bottom: ratio of the imaginary parts.
The lines represent a quadratic fit. We use “+4 7”7 and “ —7”
to label the different branches but these no longer represent
defined-parity modes. The rotation x is explicitly kept small
with respect to the parity-violating term for these numerical
results to avoid interference from the loss of isospectrality due
to higher order in x contributions.

V. DISCUSSION

We have presented a complete calculation of the QNMs
of black holes in a general effective theory extension of
GR, taking into account the rotation at leading order.
The ultimate goal of this program is to predict the cor-
rections to the QNM spectrum of fully rotating black
holes, so that one can experimentally search for these
deviations from GR.

A key question that immediately arises is whether the
linear approximation is good enough for this purpose.
While it is difficult to provide a definitive answer to this,
we can see that, in the case of the Kerr QNM frequen-
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cies (without corrections), the linear dependence in the
spin provides a reasonably good approximation even for
moderate values of the rotation y ~ 0.5. Thus, it would
seem plausible to assume that the linear-in-spin approx-
imation for the shifts in the QNM frequencies which we
compute, will prove sufficient for initial comparison with
future detailed GW ringdown observations from black
hole binaries.

Higher-derivative corrections to GR yield a rich phe-
nomenology for the modified Kerr QNM spectrum. First,
we observe that the isospectrality of the even- and odd-
parity modes is broken. Furthermore, in the presence of
parity-breaking corrections, even - and odd modes get
coupled, so that QNMs are composed by a certain linear
combination of both types of perturbations. Interest-
ingly, the parity-breaking corrections also introduce a lin-
ear shift in the QNM frequencies due to the isospectrality
of the Kerr QNMs. When all types of higher-derivative
corrections (parity-breaking and parity-preserving) are
taken into account, the shift in the QNM frequencies is
actually a non-linear function of the higher-order cou-
plings, as evidenced in eq. (59). In addition to these
properties, which have already been observed for non-
rotating black holes [33, 42], we note the well-known
splitting of the different m modes for rotating black holes.
The dependence on m, both for the Kerr QNM frequen-
cies and for the corrections, always appears through the
product m - x at linear order in the spin.

Regarding future directions, it would be interesting
to obtain the corrections to the overtone frequencies, as
they seem to be relevant for the ringdown signal [71, 72].
Also, even though the QNMs at leading order in the spin
have already been computed for Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-
Bonnet theory [56] and for dynamical Chern-Simons
gravity [57, 58], it remains important to generalize those
results to the more general scalar-tensor theory presented
in [34] so that one has a complete catalogue of QNMs in
EFT extensions of GR. The next major goal in this pro-
gram should be to compute the QNMs for fully-rotating
corrected Kerr black holes, but it is unclear at present
what is the best strategy towards that objective. De-
coupling the perturbation equations should be easier in
the Newman-Penrose formalism, but this should be de-
veloped for higher-order gravities first. In any case, if
decoupling of the equations is achieved, then one should
be able to effectively separate the master equation by
using the same method as in [52].
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Appendix A: Numerical results

In the tables below we show the Kerr QNM frequencies as well as the shifts associated to each type of higher-
derivative correction obtained from fits to numerical data. By applying different numerical approaches, we estimate
that the error in the shifts is of the order of 1% — 5% depending on the case, which is also in line with the comparison
of these numbers with those in refs. [18, 33, 42] for non-rotating black holes. Thus, one should probably keep only

the first two significant digits for the 6wiibreak coefficients.
] 2 3 4 5
wg' 0.37367 — 0.088967 | 0.59943 — 0.092707 | 0.80917 — 0.09417% | 1.01228 — 0.09487%
wf' 0.0635 + 0.00122 0.0678 4+ 0.00089¢ | 0.0701 4 0.000547 | 0.0715 + 0.00036%
5w;,70 —0.137 +0.161¢ —0.258 + 0.151¢ —0.357 + 0.149¢ —0.452 + 0.148¢
(5&):;71 0.306 + 0.188: 0.199 + 0.142¢ 0.178 + 0.103¢ 0.172 4 0.080¢
Wy 0.37367 — 0.088964 | 0.59944 — 0.092707 | 0.80917 — 0.09416% | 1.01229 — 0.09487%
wy 0.0630 4+ 0.0011% 0.0677 4 0.00078¢ | 0.0702 + 0.00048: | 0.0715 4 0.00033¢
0wy o 0.244 — 0.130z 0.340 — 0.132: 0.440 — 0.132: 0.540 — 0.133¢
50.};,71 —0.144 — 0.2867 —0.123 — 0.149: —0.123 — 0.09922 —0.125 — 0.0746¢

TABLE I. Best-fit coefficients for the fundamental quasinormal frequencies with Aey corrections. In the upper half of the table
we show the results for the Kerr QNM frequencies and for the corresponding shifts in the case of even-parity perturbations,

and in the lower half we show the results for odd-parity ones.

TABLE II. Best-fit coefficients for the fundamental quasinormal frequencies as well as for the relative normalization factor ~

with Aoaq corrections.

] 2 3
wd || 0.37366 — 0.08893i | 0.59944 — 0.09270¢
wi 0.0631 + 0.0011¢ | 0.0673 + 0.00067¢
Swlies 0.192 — 0.1514 0.304 — 0.1444
Swligk || —0.233 - 0.2073 | —0.164 — 0.146i
Yodd,0 2.21 — 4.97i 0.705 — 3.253i
Yodd, 1 —0.15 4 0.77¢ —0.075 + 0.345¢

L] 2 3 4 5
wy ][ 0.37367 — 0.08896¢ | 0.59944 — 0.09270i | 0.80918 — 0.094167 | 1.01229 — 0.09487i
wi || 0.0632+0.0012i | 0.0677 + 0.00074i | 0.0702 + 0.0003% | 0.0716 + 0.00022i
Swio || —0.172—0.245i | —0.653 — 0.594i —1.45—1.07i —2.71 — 1.65i
swi, | —0.358—0.205i | —0.608—0.205i | —0.947 —0.268i | —1.35—0.332i
wy | 0.37367 — 0.08896i | 0.59944 — 0.09270i | 0.80917 — 0.09417i | 1.01229 — 0.09487i
wy || 0.0630+0.0013i | 0.0676 + 0.00078i | 0.0701 + 0.00043i | 0.0715 + 0.00026i
Swio || —0.079—0.054i | 0.0059 — 0.038i 0.040 — 0.0174 0.057 — 0.00184
Swiy || —0.096+0.171i | —0.041+0.048; | —0.0082+0.020i | 0.0077 +0.013;

TABLE III. Best-fit coefficients for the fundamental quasinormal frequencies with €1 corrections. In the upper half of the table
we show the results for the Kerr QNM frequencies and for the corresponding shifts in the case of even-parity perturbations,
and in the lower half we show the results for odd-parity ones.



L] 2 3 4 5
wg || 0.37367 — 0.08896i | 0.59944 — 0.09270i | 0.80918 — 0.09416i | 1.01229 — 0.094873
wi || 0.0629 +0.0010i | 0.0674 + 0.00065i | 0.0698 + 0.00033i | 0.0712 + 0.00019i
Sw3 o 0 0 0 0
Swy, | —0.04040.205i | —0.079+0.059 | —0.057+0.018; | —0.041+0.0047
wy || 0.37367 — 0.08896i | 0.59944 — 0.09270i | 0.80917 — 0.09416i | 1.01229 — 0.09486i
w; || 0.0630 +0.0012i | 0.0677 + 0.00074i | 0.0702 + 0.00039i | 0.0717 + 0.000214
Swyo || —0.207 —0.354i | —0.648 — 0.707 —1.45 — 1.16i —2.72 — 1.73i
dwy, || —0.273—0.416i | —0.586—0.313i | —0.943—0.332i | —1.37—0.368i

12

TABLE IV. Best-fit coefficients for the fundamental quasinormal frequencies with €5 corrections. In the upper half of the table
we show the results for the Kerr QNM frequencies and for the corresponding shifts in the case of even-parity perturbations,
and in the lower half we show the results for odd-parity ones.

L] 2 3
wg || 0.37368 — 0.08896i | 0.59945 — 0.09269i
wy 0.0630 + 0.0010¢ | 0.0676 + 0.00071i
Swy's™ || 0.0755 + 0.1324 0.332 — 0.3044
SwETTAR |l 0.117 + 0.235i 0.255 + 0.130i
¥3,0 2.21 — 4.97i 0.705 — 3.25¢
V3,1 —0.15 + 0.767 —0.035 + 0.3361

TABLE V. Best-fit coefficients for the fundamental quasinormal frequencies as well as for the relative normalization factor ~

with €3 corrections.

In projecting the Einstein equations onto (tensor) spherical harmonics, the following integrals are useful:

/

Appendix B: Integrals of associated Legendre functions

1

1
/ dy le(y)le(y) —

(Il +m)!

(14 m)!

[ awre

-1 ].7y2

— m(l—m)!

(141412 +m?)(l+m)!

(+1/2)(1—m)’

) m#07

2m? — 1)l —m)l

LMy P y)
[fly l(l—yg)2 o 2m(m2—-1)(-m) m# -1,0,1,
[ vt R ) =~ G
LooyP™M)PMy) W+ D)+ m)!
/4dy ll—le T 2m(m2 = 1)l —m)!’ m# 1,01,
dﬁW@HWMLw%:w“gﬁ?Jﬁm+m!
! m 2—m? m)!
/1dszm’(y)sz’(y)= Chh )+ m)! m#—1,1.

(B1)
(B2)
(B3)
(B4)
(B5)
(B6)

(B7)

Some of them possess exceptions for small values of m, but we find that in those cases the corresponding integral
appears multiplied by a quantity that vanishes and therefore one can ignore these exceptions and apply these integrals

as if m % —1,0, 1.
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Appendix C: Effective potentials

Here we show the higher-derivative contributions to the effective potentials in equations (43) and (47), as well as
the coupling terms in (49)-(50).

1. Potentials for odd perturbations

Introducing L = (Il 4+ 1), we have,

102720M*  4(—34609 + 1754L)M?  2(—30469 + 3204L)M?  5(—1729 + 288L)M 5 25

V_(eV) — _ -
tm r10 + r9 r8 + r7 2r6  2Mrd
5(—-3+42L) 752M2 7 308 M 155 W2 4 l<8640(—1255 + 78L)M®
AM?2r4 r6 rd rt  Mr3  2M2p2 X Lri3
192 (91873 — 9327L + 102L%) M® 288 (36403 — 5576L + 141L%) M*
* Lri2 B Lril
N 144 (18552 — 4172L 4+ 177L%) M3 5040 (48 — 16L + L?) M?  420M N 180)
Lr10 Lr® Lr8 Lr7
n 16(1008 — 373L)M* n 16(—1584 + 167L) M3 n 40(216 + L)M? n 20M 10 N 1)
Lrd Lr8 Lr7 r6 r5 ’
(1) _ 7502976 M°  64(—162809 + 1090L)M*  32(—150773 4+ 2232L)M?3  16(—46651 + 1152L)M?  40M
Vim ~ =~ 13 - 12 + P11 - 710 9
20 10 5 25 N 5(—3+ 2L) | 27264M° N 15808M°  160M 80 40 20
r&  MrT  MZ2%  M3rS 2M At 79 r8 r7 r  Mr>  M?2Zrt
7 6 5 5 4 <
105 o _1168531660M + 162253175(5M 7 1&%21»1 + 116}3-11§M _ Lé];égg + Llf/jﬁgﬂ
M3r3  M4y2 w
256(—216 + 545L) M B 256(—1188 + 3419L) M* n 64003 n 32002 n 160M 80 40
Lri2 11Lrit r10 79 rs r7T M6
20
s )“) ! (C2)
—(2)  2304(—2+ L)LM?  1152(-2+ L)LM? 1 594542592M7  110592(—9219 + 88L) M6
Vim ™ = T - 710 +mx| —{ — 16 - L5
165888(—3899 + T6L)M°  18432(—9729 + 290L)M* = 184320(—99 + 4L)M?
Lrl4 B Lri3 + Lri2
4644864M° 9216 (5544 —19L + 11L2) M? N 4608 (252 — 2L+ L2) M3 (3)
Lrl2 11Lr1t Lr10 @
2. Potentials for even perturbations
Writing

‘/vl+(ev) _ Vo—i-l(;lv) + mXV1+(ev) (04)

m JAm o 0

Vit = Vol v (C5)
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and A= (1 —-1)(I+2)+6M/r,
we have

V+(6V) _

0,lm

1
T ALM2r15AY
+42964L%) M°r* + 3456 (—5132084 + 3258299L — 516962L° + 13188L%) M®r® — 1728 (—4019168
+3414047L — 812084L% + 37754L° + 2108L*) M"r* — 96 (16952832 — 17894441 L + 5520092L°
—278082L° — 73184 L* + 4736L°) M°r® — 16 (—13181184 + 16225522 — 5626732L> — 92978L*
+321100L* — 37831L° + 766L°) M°r® + 8 (—1451520 + 1816690L — 360884L* — 390702L° + 210364L"
—33683L° + 1476L°) M*r" — 20L (—17072 + 32584 L — 25860L% + 10372L% — 2015L"* + 144L°) M*r®

(8364238848M M1 248832(—92541 4+ 19150L) M *0r + 20736 (1308448 — 5488051

—10(=2+ L)*L (592 — 172L + L*) M*r® +10(—2 + L)*L(—50 + 19L)Mr'® + 5(—2 + L)*L(-3 + 2L)r11>
w2
2LM2r9A2

+16 (—8640 + 5575L — 838L* + 94L%) M*r® — 8L (293 — 278L + 77L*) M?r* — 20L(1 + L)*M>r°
—10L (-8 + 2L + L?) Mr® — 5(—2+ L)*Lr") , (C6)

+ (1693440M 7 + 1152(—1899 + 341L) MO + 96 (9864 — 3811L + 188L%) M°r?

2w

+(ev) _
Vil =T51605 (—12546358272M ' — 124416(—294577 + 70217L) M 'Or — 62208 (737286 — 340861 L

+32442L%) M®r? — 20736 (—1533921 + 1019412 — 181163L* + 8146L*) M®r®

+3456 (—3808590 + 3153553L — T18088L? + 34364L% + 119L*) M "r* + 288 (11234736 — 10128768L

+1741658L7 + 48721813 — 123315L* + 4142L°%) M°r® + 48 (—9046944 + 6195408L + 3521758L>

—4029866L° + 1125606 L" — 103781L° + 1915L%) M°r® + 8 (3027456 + 3521826.L — 13061557L>

+10777762L°% — 3822484L" + 602090L° — 34424 L° + 383L7) M*r™ — 4L (2064888 — 4682494 L

+4215145L% — 1895140L° + 435860L" — 45914L° + 1502L°%) M>r® + 10(—2 + L)*L (9864

—17311L 4 10452L% — 2574L% 4 218L*) M*r® + 5(=2+ L)*L (=156 — 19L 4 22L* 4+ 2L*) Mr'°.

+5(—2+4 L)*L (-9 — 2L + L?) r'")

3456 M*(2M — r)w?
L2r10A3

(1470M? + (—1262 + 343L) Mr — 144(—2 + L)r?) (C7)

1
Vo) (3556638720000 + 331776(—3019888 + 597283L) M 37 + 55296 (21835984 — 88231251

0,lm

2LMAr18 A4
+685122L%) M'?r? 4 9216 (—87570496 + 54127539L — 8660268L* + 296918L*) M''r? + 4608 (70120960
—58846013L + 14509004L% — 1028218L* + 9732L*) M**r* — 768 (100874496 — 107609577L + 36206620L>
—3932118L3 + 56604L* + 2179L%) M*r® — 128 (—80416512 + 104530213 L — 44699404L? + 6417646 L°
—23804L" — 27265L° + 1042L°) M®r® + 64 (—9123840 + 13984507 L — 7132820L> 4 1105890L> + 112684 L*
—34901L° + 2232L° + 72L7) M"r" — 32L (—27643 + 83732L — 97122L* + 54164L> — 14203L* + 1200L°
+72L°) M%® — 80L (=566 + 4L + 6L + 4L% + L*) M°r? — 40L (2134 — 860L + 6L* + 4L* + L*) M*r'°
— 20L (—3248 + 2632L — 516L° + 4L% + L*) M*r'!' — 10(—2 + L)°L (592 — 172L + L?) M*r'?

w
+10(—2 + L)*L(—50 + 19L)Mr'3 4+ 5(—2 + L)*L(-3 + 2L)r'*) — m( — 39518208 M 10
— 23040(—2240 + 279L) M r + 2304 (—9728 + 2389L + 190L*) M®r® + 384 (8448 — 2425 — 1146L>
+127L%) M™r® — 320L (335 — 338L + 83L?) M°r* + 160L(1 + L)*M°r® + 80L(1 + L)*M*r®

+40L(1 + L)2M3r™ +20L(1 + L)>M?r® + 10L (-8 4+ 2L + L*) Mr? + 5(—2+ L)*Lr'?) (C8)
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Vi =~ nm@% (5868453888000M '* + 29196288(—592694 + 127903L) M "7 + 3649536 (5992680
—2584481L + 216607L%) M *r* + 165888 (—92491168 + 59683272L — 10024141 L + 355036L%) M *'r?
— 4608 (—1398467136 + 1196999584 L — 298889214 L7 + 19870074 L% + 97405L*) M '%r* — 2304 (701931648
—742219456 L + 238883894 L% — 19356366L° — 1443058L"* + 153857L°%) M%r® — 384 (—583159104
+714095360L — 254062790L* + 4525850L° + 11488868 L* — 1663586L° + 69707L°) M®r® — 64 (205324416
—242618112L + 25243342L% + 72914198L% — 36477068L"* + 6504172L° — 455692L° + 3091L") M r"
+ 64L (9989760 — 22242871L + 19551757L% — 8465638L° + 1803986 L* — 152627L° — 673L° + 396L") M r®
— 352L (96768 — 245755L + 250393L% — 127630L° + 32210L* — 2759L° — 235L° + 36L7) M°r?
— 440L (—486 — 241L + 10L* 4 20L* + 20L* + 10L° + 2L°) M*r'® — 220L (1512 — 538L — 341L°
+20L% + 20L* + 10L° + 2L°) M?r'" —110(—=2 + L)?L (=504 — 31L + 84L* + 18L? + 2L*) M*r"?
—55(—2+ L)L (=156 — 19L + 22L + 2L%) Mr"® — 55(—2 + L)*L (=9 — 2L + L*) r'?%)

3072M3(2M — r)w?

(—77184M* — 48(—1363 + 335L) M>r + 216 (—66 + 29L + 2L*) M?*r?

L2r13A3
+126(—2 4 L)*LMr® +7(—2+ L)*Lr*) , (C9)
27648y mwM?
Vin? = S (48T8T2M® + 72(~13860 + 8853L) M7 + 12 (68200 — 38804L + 4431L°) M*r”
+6 (—56144 + 48896 L — 11562L° + 575L%) M?r® + (=2 + L)? (17424 — 3170L + L?) Mr* + 726(—2 + L)*r%) .
(C10)
3. Coupled terms for parity-breaking interactions
Again with
+(odd +(odd +(odd
Ulm(o ) = UO,l('sL ) + mXUl,l(;z ) ) (Cll)
I/V;n(‘“dd) = WOJflS%dd) + mxwilszdd) , (C12)
and similarly for the Ul:n(Odd), VVl:n(Odd) and the other higher-derivative couplings.
+(odd) _ i 4 3 2 3 3,11 4 3 2
Usim = =T 3221003 (( —4032L* + 24192L° — 48384L% + 32256 L) M w’r'" + (8064L* — 120960L° + 387072L

— 354816L) M *w?r'® 4+ ( — 10080L° — 30240L"* + (145152w> M? + 423360) L + (—1016064w?M?* — 1008000) L*
+ (1451520w® M? + 725760) L) M>wr? + (44352L° + 258048L* — 3737664L> + (870912w>M? + 10434816) L°
+ (—2612736w”M? — 8692992) L) M*wr® + ( — 48384L° — 677376L" + 12289536L° — 42094080.L>

+ L (1741824w M? + 41223168) )wM°r" + (564480L"* — 17902080L* + 81527040L* — 95090688 L )w M °r°

+ (9773568L° — 74221056 L* + 100638720L)wM "r® + (24385536 — 24385536.L) M Swr* — 20901888LM9wr3> ,

(C13)

+(odd) _ ¢ 3 2 2,13 3 2 2,.12
Ulim = =T 1205673 < (72L° — 216 L% + 288) w?r'® + (288L°% — 648L* 4 1080L — 1872) Mw?r
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(864L% — 432L% — 3456 + 5616)M*w?r'" + (2304L%w> M? + 864L°w? M? — 5184 Lw? M? — 3744w* M?) Mr'°
(60480L*w?M? — 296640L>w? M?> + 368064 L*w”M? + 235008 Lw? M*> — 490176w>M?>) M>r?
(—169344L"w? M? + 1235520L°w? M? — 611712L%w* M* — 6732288 Lw? M?* + 8892288w>M?) M*r®
(96768L*w?M? — 1040256 L>w® M? — 9991296 L*w> M?* + 49932288 Lw? M* — 52690176w> M) M*r”

+ (143672832w”M?> — 11612160 + L* (483840 — 580608 M *w?) + L? (37794816 M *w? — 4838400) + L(13547520
— 159349248 M %w?)) M°r® 4 ( — 188227584w>M? — 3290112L° + 155409408 + L? (41852160 — 364815361 °w?)
+ L (238118400iM®w? — 148248576) ) M°r® + (96546816w? M* + 7354368L° — 136055808 — 866073600

+ L (649603584 — 137604096 *w?) ) M r* 4 ( — 5419008L° + 196826112L% — 1423070208 L + 2572480512) M 5r®

n
n
n
n

+ (— 106831872L* + 1557190656 L — 4293015552) M *r” + (3813433344 — 680472576L) M ''r — 1407393792M“> ,

(C14)
+(odd) _ i 3778 3.8 1 3 2

Woim = T fEarTins ( — 10450944 Lr® M® + M?r® (—50400L" + 302400L* — 604800L° + 403200L)

+ M*r7 (237888L" — 1995840L° + 5128704L* — 4177152L)

+ MPr® (—274176L" 4 4451328L% — 16257024 L% + 16902144L)

+ MOr® (—3338496L% + 22788864 L% — 33094656L) + M r* (30772224L — 11902464L?) ) , (C15)
+(odd) _ i 273 2 2,12 3 2 2,11
i = A ELE TS ((72 L3 — 432L° + 864L — 576)w’r'? + (288L°% — 432L% — 1728L + 2880) Mw?r

+ (864L° — 2592L — 1728 M?) M*w?r'® + (2304L° + 1728L* — 3456 L — 2880)w” M*r*

+ (146880L* — 839808L” + 1689984L — 1133568)w? M *r®

+ (—461952L3 + 5367168L* — 15676416 L + 13766400)w? M "

+ (290304L% — 10540800L* + 49171968 L — 58005504 )w> M °r°

+ (168OL3 —1451520w>M?* — 94080) — L* (—88704w”M? — 16800) — L (834048w>M? + 87360) )72M5r5

+ ( 532224 L% — 8225280L°% — 72L (—306432w”M?> — 827904) — 72 (958464w>M> + 1139712) >M6r4

+ (580608L° + 18289152L% — 212212224 L + 398877696) M 'r?

+ (—13353984L* + 335010816 L — 971937792) M*®r?

+ (1185601536 — 197406720L) M°r — 578285568M10> , (C16)
(odd) i 4 3 2 3 311

(4032L4 — 60480L3 + 193536 L% — 177408L)w’ M*r'°
+ (1120L* — 10080L* + (8064w M? + 33600) L* + (—56448w*M?> — 49280) L + (80640w>M> + 26880) ) 9LM *wr?
+ (—4816L" 4 72352L°% — 333312L% + (48384w” M 4 619136) L + (—145152w* M? — 406784) )9ILM *wr®
+ (46368L° — 1538208L" + 11164608L°> — 28119168L% + 9L (96768w>M*> + 2571520) )wM °r’
+ (1197504L* — 18398016 L* + 71197056 L* — 78382080L)w M °r°
+(

11297664L° — 90260352L7 + 150135552L)wM "r® + (45722880L% — 154151424 L) M3wr* + 66189312LM  wr®
(C17)
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—(odd) _ {
Lim ™ 1AL M2r16 A3

+ (= 27L* + 9 (72M?w® +18) L + 9 (48M*w?* — 36) L* + 9 (24 — 120M*w?) L — 4752M>w?)r'!

+ (= 27L* + 9 (192M°w? — 6) L* + 9 (240w’ M?* 4 96) L* 4+ 9 (—96w’M> — 216) L + 9 (144 — 144M>w?) ) M1
(—6L* + (13920w”M?> + 6) L* + (—79872w>M?* — 12) L + (161376w’M*> + 312) L

(—107712w? M? — 528) )OM?r? + ( (2016M°w? — 12) L* + (12 — 69184M°w?) L? + (641856w? M? + 12) L

(

(

((54L3 — 324L% + 648L — 432)w’r'® + (216L° — 108L* — 2160L + 3024) Mw?r"?

—1778688w? M? — 168) L + (1530176w>M? + 384) )9M>r® + (— 3920L° + (23496 — 4032M *w?) L*
115136 M *w® — 47016) L + (31384 — 1674624 M°w?) L* + (7211904M°w? — 120) L

+ (—8533504w’M? — 96) ) M*r” + (19824L° — 196720L* + L (—12882432w’ M? — 1163248)

+ L? (524208 — 72576 M°w?) + L* (1665408 M °w”® — 104784) + (23188224w”M?> + 1064256) )9M°r®

+ (— 31584L° 4+ 619264 L" — 2557536 L° + (—30618624w” M*> — 15934848) + L* (—489216w>M> — 174624)
+ L (93135360 M? + 14097184) )9M®r® + (15232L° — 860416L* + 6557952L% — 1055168L>

+ L (—1451520w®M? — 67066048) + (15731712w>M? + 99164928) JIM r*

+ (3991680L* — 77379840L% 4 106507008 L* 4 1391078016.L — 2957893632) M °r*

+ (40787712L° — 240786432L% — 1485008640L + 5504454144) Mr?

+ (168666624 L + 425710080L — 5447181312) M 'Or + 228178944LM ™ + 2236502016M“) , (C18)

—(odd) _ {
Woim = =32 1552 ( (1233792L — 217728L%) wM°r* + M°wr® (—16128L° + 306432L* — 766080L)

+ M*wr® (18144L% — 139104 + 205632L) + M3wr” (—5040L* + 20160L> — 20160L) — 725760LM7r3w> , (C19)

—(odd) {
Lim = 7 M2p13A2

+ Mr¥(—9L? (64M°w® — 2) — 9L (32M3%w? + 14) — 9 (—32M>w? — 20) )

+r9(—9L? (24M°w? + 3) + 108L — 9 (12 — 24M*w?) )

+ M?r%(—9L* (—3200M°%w? — 24) — 9L (29504 M %w? — 48) — 9 (—43904M°w? — 24))

+ M?r7(—9L* (1280M°w® — 8) — 9L (—4352M°w? — 16) — 9 (4448 M°%w?* — 8))

+ Mw?r'® (= 7207 + 72L + 144) + w’r'' (= 18L% + 72L — 72)

+ M"r?( — 145152L% 4 9982656 L% — 85048704 L + 150488064)

+ MOr? (459648L% — 10280160L% + 47552256 L — 57629952)

+ MPr*( — 334656 L° + 3890304L% — 9L (5376M *w? + 1328896) — 9 (—125952M°w? — 1227680) )
(

( — 7257600LM? + 102332160M° + M®r( — 2080512L% + 61081344 L — 196483968

+ M*r®(70560L% — 493344L% — 9L (—43776M*w? — 125568) — 9 (133632 *w? + 94016) )) , (C20)
+(3) _ i 3 12 9.6 4 3 2
Usim = 53973 (209018880Lr wM™ + wMr%(13962240L" — 486328320L° + 2383395840L% — 2950594560L )

+ wM'r®(267356160L° — 2344273920L* + 3741050880L)

+ M wr? (892477440L% — 2063646720L) + w’ MOr'" (134400L* — 806400L° + 1612800L* — 1075200L)
+w?MTr'%(— 268800L" 4 3663360L° — 11427840L% + 10352640L)

+ wM®r7(— 1059840L° — 17464320L" + 332444160L> — 1181952000L* — 276480L (126 M *w* — 4307) )
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+ 3840wM “r® (3L® + 266L° 4 1821L* — 26376L° + 74900L* — 63216 L + w?M? (15336L — 5400L*) )

+1920wM%r? (— 3L° — 128L° — 456 L* + 6048L° — 14384L% + 10368L + w’ M?* (—2136L° + 13944L% — 19344L) )> ,

e _ ‘
1,lm — 5LM4w2r19A3

+ (624L° — 312L% — 2496 L + 4056) M>w?r'* + (1664L° + 624L* — 3744L — 2704)w” M 1"

+ (4160L? + 3744L* — 4992L — 4576)w> M*r'? + (w?M? (=560L> + 3360L> — 6720L + 4480)

+ (52L% + 65L% — 26L — 39) ) 192w” M r™ 4 (23296L° + 34944L% — 11648

+ w?M? (215040L° — 3225600L* + 10321920L — 9461760) )w? M 7'

+ (2160 (7L? — 40L + 52) M?w? + (90L° + 840L* + 18928L% — 139329L7 + 300078 L — 207425) ) 256w M 'r”
+ (= 30L® — 1005L* — 15192L3 + 198173L? — 574268L + 495707 + 8640w M? (L — 2) ) 1536w M®r®

+ (2227200L* 4 21657600L% — 955763712L* + 3874799616 L — 4130767872)w>M°r”

+ (65L* + 290L% — 12980L% + 46360L — 44160 + 4w’ M? (530L? + 69467L> — 437212L + 590201) ) 4608 M *r°
+ (— 1198080L"* — 8064000L> + 474531840L% — 2249625600L + 2684805120

+ w”M? (—603832320L7 + 7800053760L — 14067191808) ) M *r°

+ (1198080L" + 16220160L° — 1410140160L? + 9419304960 — 14660812800

+ w”M? (7184941056 — 2703974400L) ) M *r* + (— 4248L° + 726624 L — 7654392L + 1643453)2560M ' 'r®

( (52L7 — 156L% + 208) wr'® + (208L* — 468L* + 780L — 1352) Mw?*r'?

+ (—831L? + 18308L — 61942)1105920M "*r” + (58556252160 — 8309882880L) M '*r — 20676280320M14> , (C21)

+(3) _ i 3 11 6,.8 5 4 3 2
Wo,lm = LW TAB < — 104509440Lr°wM** + wM®r (30720L + 399360L% — 3133440L° + 6758400L~ — 4669440L)

+wM"r"(— 61440L° — 1616640L*wM ™ + 17832960L° — 49966080L> + 42516480L)
+ wM®r% (1635840 L" — 33661440L° + 128839680L° — 136120320L)

+ wM?r®(21058560L° — 130268160L> + 158883840L) + wM 'r* (36771840L* + 13547520L)) : (C22)

+(3) _ i 3 2 2,15 3 2 2 14

+ (= 624L% + 1872L + 1248%) M>w?r'® + (— 1664 L — 1248L% + 2496 L + 2080)w>M>r'?

+ (= 4160L% — 4992L% + 2496 L + 3328)w* M*r'" + ( — 9984L% — 14976 L* + 4992)w?* M r'?

+ (—23296L° — 39936L% — 9984L + 6656)w’M°r? + ( — 120L* 4 856L° — 3075L> + 3762L — 1907)512w* M 'r®

+ (122880L* + 878592L% — 10146816L* + 23596032L — 17756160)w>M®r”

+ ( — 2764800L? + 70004736 L* — 197572608 L + 132212736)w>Mr°

+4608( — 15L* — 7T50L* — 4820L% + 28760L — 32000 + 24w M?* (—775L* 4 4078L — 2640) ) M®r® (C23)
+ (138240L" 4 14008320L + 140912640L* — 368640L (903 M *w?* + 3317) + 73728 (2874 M *w? + 23975) ) M r?

+ ( — 14192640L° — 296386560L° + 4228485120L — 8471715840) M '°r® + 1105920 (187L? — 5862L + 18347) M ''r?

+ (3713679360L — 24271626240) M *r + 11592253440M13> , (C24)
Uy 2 = m ( — 975421440Lr*wM ' + wM 7% ( — 17971200L* + 324725760L° — 1370649600L° + 1586165760L)

+ wM'"r®(— 191877120L° + 1628467200L% — 2715863040L) + M "' wr*(2503249920L — 781332480L7)
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+ w3 MO (80640L* — 483840L3 + 967680L% — 645120L) + 161280w® M 7' ( — L* + 1513 — 48L* + 44L)
+ 5760w MOr? (L® — 24L° + 264L* — 1088L° + 1872L% — 1152L + 504w?M? (—L? + 7L* — 10L) )
+ wM®r7(— 599040L° + 23938560L" — 206184960L° + 582773760L> — 184320L (189M°w? + 2836) )

+11520wM "r® (1512w> M? (3L — L?) — 10852L% + 7952L — L% + 50L° — 913L* + 5072L3)> , (C25)
-3 _ i 3 2 2,.16 3 2 2,15
Ulim = 507 Afi 053 <(78L —468L% + 936L — 624)w’r'® + (312L° — 156 L° — 3120L + 4368) Mw*r

( — 39L* + 234L° — 468L% + w?>M? (936L° + 624L% — 1560L — 6864) + 312L)r'*
—39L* — 78L? + 1248L% — 2808L + 1872 + w?M? (2496 L* + 3120L* — 1248L — 1872) )r'?
— 78L* + 7T8L? — 156L% + 4056L — 6864 + w?M? (6240L° + 9984L* + 1248L — 2496) ) M *r'?
— 156L* + 156 L% + 156 L% — 2184L + 4992 + w? M? (14976 L3 + 27456 L + 9984L — 2496) ) M>r'!
— 312L* + 312L° + 312L7% — 1560L — 1248 + w?M? (34944L° 4 69888L% + 34944L) ) M *r'°

(16w2M2 (=30L° + 240L" — 15736L> 4+ 91901L? — 181790L + 120973) — 65L — 52 — 13L* + 13L° 4 13L?)
x 48M°r? + (16w’ M? (30L° — 765L" + 32307L* — 322450L% + 926809L — 808654) — 13L* + 13L% 4 13L?
— 65L — 52)96M°r® + (3300L° + 7187L* — 122387L% 4 297613L* — 216065L — 52 + 16w”M>(525L" — 20040L?
+ 379529L% — 1746962L + 2130419))192M “r" + ( — 10860L° + 27707L* + 322573L° — 1530227L7 + 2231935L
— 1019572 + 48w*M? (1035L% — 53838L> + 488617L — 920348) )384M5r® + (11850L° — 129263L* — 5687L>
+2809573L% — 7981905 L + 6459788 + 144w>M?* (1345L% — 54196 L + 195729) ) 768 M r®
+ (—4290L° + 147663L"* — 716253L% — 1724215L% + 13842007L — 17282692 + 1296w>M? (295L — 5471) ) 1536\ '
+ (— 163399680L" + 2362825728 L% — 2646567936 L% — 37794106368L + 77002149888) M ''r?
+ (—27510L% + 169041L* + 527701 L — 2311072)55296M '*r? + (—18990L* + 2831 L + 346436) 331776 M *r

A~~~

— 9794027520LM** — 4367499264OM14) : (C26)
-(3) _ i 3 10 6,.7 3 2
Wi = W(smmmou wM™ + wMOrT (322560L° — 1290240L% + 1290240L)
+wMTr® (—1330560L° + 9434880L% — 13547520L) + wM®r® (1370880L° — 22417920L° + 52416000L)
+ r*M°w (17418240L7 — 88542720L) ) , (C27)
W = m (( — L% 4 4L — 4)260%r1 +104( — L2 + L+ 2) Mw?r'® + 39 (8w2M2 (1-L%) — L* +4L - 4) ri2

- (16w2M2 (—2L2 —L+1)+L*—7L+ 10) 26Mr'! + (4w*M? (—5L% — 4L+) + L* + 2L + 1)104M°r'°

+ (16w*M? (—L* — L) + L* 4+ 2L + 1)312M°r" + (w*M? (=14L* — 16L — 2) + L* + 2L + 1)832M*®
+ (16w*M? (1208L2 — 5105L 4 5027) + 65L + 130L + 65)32M°r"
+ (4w®M? (—684L% + 7883L — 13303) + 13L* + 26L + 13)384M °r°
+ (—450L* — 4500L° + 88291L* — 284218L + 259291 + 144w®M?> (2786 — 789L) )128M r°
+ (945L" + 5130L* — 303916 L* + 1275688 L — 1390936 + 216w>M? (35L — 754) ) 256 M *r*
+1536( — 165L* + 1320L° + 110254L* — 732502L + 1016419) M°r?
+ 18432 (—255L° — 5622L* + 93908L — 190673) M 7

+ 55296 (—525L% — 17419L + 73484) M''r — 59719680LM '* — 1924300800M12> . (C28)
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Appendix D: Chandrasekhar transformation linear in spin

The Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli equations are isospectral and this can be made explicit by performing a Darboux
transformation, known in this context as the Chandrasekhar transformation, that relates them [73]. We extend
this transformation here to linear order in spin in order to connect Vj,“® and V;TS® in (44) and (48), respectively.
Explicitly, we wish to transform

A2+

dz2 Vl;GR\iﬂ— =0, (D1)
into
azet
— Vi GRyt = 0. (D2)

For a static black hole this can be done in a canonical way by

dv+ .
Ut=—"—__ 0t D3
dx f ’ (D3)
with
: 3M(r —2M) (/2 +1)
* — * 57 o oar ) « — b . D4
fe=tot e T T e (D4)
In order to invert this transformation, note that
df
veny e i), (D5)
dz
SO
~ 1 dv+
Ut = + £ U, (D6)

S (~w?+ wf)( dx

To include spin, a slightly more general type of transformation is needed making the procedure more arbitrary [73].
Nevertheless, an example that works to linear order in spin is given by

dvt -
U= (Lt mxB) = = (f +mx )T (D7)
with
2 _ _9_ 2 4 73,2
ﬂ:MMM +6(14+2)(1—1)Mr+1(=2—-1+20+1°)r 7 (D8)
I+ 1D)r36M + (1 +2)(1 - 1)r)w
and
(1) —864M° = 216(—4 + 1+ IP)rM* —1(1 + (1 +2)3(1 = 1) w® +36(1 + 2)(1 = )M>r*(=3 4 2r’w?)
o A+ 6+ (1 +2)(1—1)r)w
(D9)

B+ 1)1+ 2)%2(1 — 1)2MrH(1 + 41%w?) — 6(1 + 2)(1 — 1) M2r3(203 4+ 1* + 6r2w? — 21(1 + 3r?w?) — I?(1 + 6r?w?))

A+ Dr56+ (1 +2)(1—1)r)w
(D10)
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Appendix E: QM-like perturbation theory

We will define a symmetric bilinear form with respect to which the zeroth order wave equations are self-adjoint in
the following sense

(9|Hof) = (Hoglf) - (E1)
Up to boundary terms, this would hold for

2M
r—r4

<9|¢>=/Cdr*g(r)¢(7‘)=/cd7‘(1+ )g(r)i(r). (E2)

This needs to be made well-defined on functions satisfying the QNM boundary conditions ~ e ™™™ as r — rg
and ~ ™7™ as r — oo . In particular, given that the imaginary part of w is negative, this means they diverge for
both r, — £oo which prohibits the otherwise natural choice r €]ry,oo[. Instead, one can take the contour C' from
r — 74 + € + ico down around the branchcut at rj, and back up along r — r4 — € 4 ioo [67, 69]. Given two coupled
equations, we can instead choose

r

o) = [+ 20 (5%0) ) (f&;) = [+ 2yt et o)+ o). ®)

with respect to which the zeroth order uncoupled Hy clearly satisfies (E1). Now consider

R ) SU* + oW+ L U (r)
SU~ + oW~ L (2 —V-CR_sy=) ) U (r)

p
dr?

) = (HO + 5H+ + 0H_ + 5Hbreak) |’(/)> =0. (E4)

Expand both [1) = [¢(©@) + |1} and w = w® + wMas a zeroth order piece and a small correction

Ho[p@) =0, [6®@) =cyl+) +e |-}, (E5)

with

The first order equation is given by

Ho[6V) = 20w [¢©) 4 (8H. + 5H - + SHyvear) [ ) = 0, (E7)

which, when acted on by respectively (+|, (—| implies

20D wWey (H4) + ey (HOHL+) + e (+]0Hprear—) = 0, (E8)
—2wOwMe_ (—|=) + e (—|0H_=) + ¢4 (—|0Hprear+) = 0. (E9)

In order for this system to have a nontrivial solution, the following must hold

<+(\§)H++> ~ o <+I6(gbreak—>

2w(0) (+]+) 2w (0 (4] +) —

Clotopeet) (o= (| =0 (E10)
WO (—[-) 2w (-]-)
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From the individual corrections we identify

+ <+|5H++> - <_|5H—_> break\2 __ <_|5Hbreak+> <+|5Hbreak_> Ell
e * T M T e w0 (1) (B11)

To conclude, we find (58)
(6wt —wW)(dw™ —wM) — (swbreak)2 = o, (E12)

In deriving this results, we have assumed the frequency dependence in Hy comes only from w?. This is incorrect when

+G
including spin to linear order. However, this is easily corrected by simply replacing 2w(® by (M)

the normalizations of (E11). The associated eigenvectors can similarly be determined and, using

wew(® In

break\2 <7|5Hbreak+>
— o oooreax / E13
( ) <+|§Hbreak_> ( )
they are found to lead to (60)
Swt — dwt
break
,Ytotal (wareak . (E14)
when we write the eigenstate as
et [+ + - |=) o< Yeggar [+ + 1) (E15)
which corresponds to the definition in the main text if asymptotically W(H)GR ~ w(-)GR,
Appendix F: Solving the coupled equations using uncoupled equations
Consider the following set of coupled differential equations
d?U— o L AVRS
72 —VTUT 4+ NC_4 T +D+d )=0, (F1)
d?U+ dv—
VUt 4+ NCL_ VT + D, ——) =0, (F2)

dz? dx
with A a small parameter. Note the appearance of V'~ in the second equation: we can be bring the equations (49)-(50)
into this form using the transformation described in appendix D (we are including the term w? in V'~ to shorten the
formulas). Suppose we can independently consider the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the perturbation, this
is

d2U— _ _dut dut
—  — VU 4 )\(COT 4+ D— Ut +6D—) = F
I Vv + A (CTT + dx)+/\(6c +9 dx) 0, (F3)
A2+ dv— dv—

— VUt 4 A\ (CU™ + D—) = A\, (6CV™ +6D—) = F4
e VUt £\ (CU™ + . )= A (0CT ™ + . )=0, (F4)

where for any quantity X we are defining

1 1
gXs + X)), 0X =o(Xoy - X4, (F5)

X

Here A\; and A, are bookkeeping parameters, and we will eventually set them to 1, hence recovering the original
equation. Now we can study the effect of each term in these equations. The A; coupled equations can be separated
by ¥¥ = &~ 4+ ¥ into an equation of the type
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RAVA _ _dUs
— VU £ )\, (CU® + D
dx? s + dx

)=0. (F6)

On the other hand, the antisymmetric part can be separated by ¥¢ = ¥~ £ ¥ into an equation of the type

2 L que
W_V v $Z}\a(60‘ll +6Dd

). (F7)

Keeping both, one can observe that diagonalizing either the symmetric or the antisymmetric part always makes
the other completely off-diagonal and it is therefore generically not possible to diagnolize both at the same time. One
possible resolution to nevertheless consider both together, as is the original problem, is to define projections onto the
leading radial wavefunctions and to use standard perturbation theory from quantum mechanics [42]. However, this is
somewhat subtle as the QNMs are not square integrable [69] — see appendix E. We will not take this approach but
simply use it to argue for the form of the final equation in terms of solutions to (F6) and (F7). In particular, we can
write (F3) and (F4) suggestively as

(Ho + AH') = (Ho + AH, + A\H,) |¥) . (F8)

We know from degenerate perturbation theory, as a special case of (58), that the correction due to an off-diagonal H’
is given by

wp = /(U= [H [T (UF |H'|T-) = +/w? + w2, (F9)

where in the second equality we wrote it in terms of the results from H,; and H, separately. The value of w, can
now be determined by the first order correction in (F6), w &~ wy + Asws, while w, is similarly found from (F7) and
W & wo + Aqwe. The cross-terms had to cancel due to the symmetry under exchange ¥ + ¥,

To find the normalization coefficient, we can similarly use an analysis analogous to the one leading up to (60) to
conclude that

reak\2 v |H' \Il+ 1+(%(:)2
O = e (10

a
Ws

This again assumes asymptotically W(H)GR ~ p(-)GR However, to compare with the results from the main text we
actually need to translate to the original master variables W(T)GR §(=)GR = Agymptotically, we can read of from the
transformation (D7)

PR 1 W(+H)GR -
P(-)IGR  j(wCR — () W(-)GR’ (F11)
so finally, for the original master variables
1 1+ (9)2
break W
=+ e F12
O = oL\ a — g2 (F12)
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