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1 Introduction

The direct observation of gravitational waves by LIGO and Virgo [I] has opened the
new era of cosmology. The binary system such as two black holes is a good object to
observe the gravitational waves, where the analytical calculation is also possible. One of
the calculation method of the gravitational waves radiated from the binary system is the
theory of post-Newtonian approximations [2]. On the other hand, one can also use the
black hole perturbation theory [3], which is useful for the case of the extreme mass-ratio
inspiral (EMRI). The advantage of this method is that there is no divergence and one can
calculate the observable quantity at very high post-Newtonian order [4].

The reason why the black-hole perturbation theory is available for EMRI is because
the field of one object is regarded as the background and the other body is regarded as
the test particle. If one can map the two-body dynamics into the dynamics of the test
particle in some appropriate background ezactly, then the calculation beyond the EMRI
approximation would be possible in terms of the black-hole perturbation theory. This
approach is called the effective one-body (EOB) dynamics [5], [6]. In Newtonian limit, it
is well-known that the effect of the two-body dynamics can exactly be included by just
replacing the light (heavy) mass in the EMRI approximation with the reduced (total)
mass. However when the correction of general relativity is included, the correspondence
between the two-body dynamics and the dynamics of the test particle in some background
becomes complicated. It turns out that the Hamiltonians of the two dynamics are related
by a very nontrivial way [5], [0].

The gravitational-wave equation in the EOB background has been studied in [7] using
the Newman-Penrose formalism [§], which is a natural extension of the method to obtain
the Teukolsky equation [9] in the Schwarzschild spacetime. It is obtained for some special
cases of the background and is restricted to the even-parity mode. Later the same group
obtained the equation both for the even- and odd-parity modes using the different choices
of the gauge conditions [I0]. The wave equation from the metric perturbation in the
generally spherically symmetric background has also been studied in [11], [12].

Inspired by the work of Jing et al. [7], in this paper, we show that the gravitational-
wave equation for both the even- and odd-parity modes can be obtained using the gauge
conditions taken in their work. Moreover our formalism can be applicable for more general
spherically symmetric backgrounds.

The reminder of this work is organized as follows: in section 2, we briefly review the
EOB dynamics. In section 3, we consider the wave equation for the perturbed Weyl
scalars. In section 4, we discuss the gauge condition. In section 5, we derive the explicit
gravitational-wave equation. Section 6 is devoted to summary and discussion.

2 EOB dynamics

The EOB system for the spinless binary is first introduced in [5] in the post-Newtonian
formalism. The effective background metric gfuff is taken as the spherically symmetric
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form:

ds?y = gfffdx“dx” = A(r)dt* — B(r)dr* — C(r)r*(d6? + sin® 0dp?), (2.1)

€

where the function C(r) can be freely chosen by the coordinate transformation for the
radial coordinate r, and we here choose the Schwarzschild coordinate corresponding to
C(r) = 1. The explicit forms of A(r) and B(r) can be determined by the comparison
with the two-body dynamics. For the Newman-Penrose formalism [§], we will take the
corresponding null tetrad basis

D(r) A(r) D(r)

Adoet = dt — Adpt = 2227 =7

Lydat = dt a0 dr, n,, dx 5 dt + 5 dr,

m;‘d:c“ = —L(dﬁ + isinfdy), mfjdx“ = —L(de — isinfdyp), (2.2)

V2 V2

where D(r) = \/A(r)B(r). The suffix A denotes the background quantities. The null
tetrads satisfy the orthonormal condition as

Ul =1, miml = -1, (2.3)

and the other inner products vanish. From the tetrad basis, one can compute the spin
coefficients, the components of the Ricci tensor and the Weyl scalars as

/{,AZI/A—O‘A—)\A—WA_’TAZEA—O, (24)
1 A A cot
A A A A
P o M s V= @ 8 Wi (2.5)
o =dh =l = ol = =z =0, (2.6)
D’ A*D'
A A
=g =g 20
1
O =~ 37 [21)3 — 2AD — r*(A'D' - A”D)} : (2.8)
1
AA = [_21)3 — P2 A'D + 2A(D — 2rD') + rD(4A + rA”)} : (2.9)
24r2D3
Uit =0 =0 = 0 =0, (2.10)
1
A _ 3 2
\Ifz = W |:2(A,D + TAD/ —-D ) — T’A/(2D + TD/) +r A//D] y (211)

where the prime denotes the ordinary derivative with respect to . One can find that the
background belongs the petrov type D from (2.I0), but is not in the vacuum since there
are nonvanishing components of the Ricci tensor. This type D property is important to
derive the gravitational-wave equation in the next section. Note that for the special case
D(r)=1, which was taken in [7, 10], we have

by = 3 =0, (2.12)



and the nonvanishing quantities in the above becomes simplified as

pA:—%, /f‘:—%, 7’42%7 aA:—ﬁAz—;O—\/g, (2.13)
oy = —$(2 —2A 42 A"), (2.14)

A = ﬁ(ﬂ + 24+ 4r A +r2A”), (2.15)

st = 121T2 (=2 +2A4 —2r A" +r2A"), (2.16)

Note that when we choose A =1—2M/r and D = 1, the background (2Z1]) is reduced to
the Schwarzschild spacetime.

The EOB Hamiltonian H.g can be determined from the geodesic motion under the
background (2.]). The action S satisfies the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

g5 PP, —mg =0, (2.17)

where P, = 05/0x" is the momentum. my is the mass of the test particle and is matched
as the reduced mass in the two-body dynamics. From (2I7), Heg is computed as

> p2
Heff = mo\/A <1 + APT + 2 ) y (218)

272 2.2
mgD?  mgr

where the motion plane is fixed on § = 7/2 due to the spherical symmetry. The effective
Hamiltonian H.g and the real two-body Hamiltonian H,., are compared by matching the
masses and the action variables. It turns out that the two Hamiltonians are related by a
rather nontrivial way as [5l [6]

2mg [ Heg
Hieot = Moy |1+ —— -1, 2.1
1 0\/ + M, (mo ) (2.19)

where M, is the total mass in the two-body dynamics. The functions A(r) and D(r) are
obtained as [5]

3 2
A(r) = _2—]\404_@(%) e 'D(T):l—%(%) 4o (2.20)
0

However hereafter we leave A(r) and D(r) arbitrarily. Because of that, the metric (2.1
takes the most general form of the spherically symmetric background, which can also be
applied to other kinds of the background. Moreover we will see later that when D(r)=1,
the gravitational-wave equation and the gauge condition becomes simplified drastically.



3 Wave equation for perturbed Weyl scalars

It has been shown that the background (2.1]) is classified as the nonvacuum Petrov type
D background, which is useful to derive the gravitational-wave equation for the perturbed
Weyl scalars using the Newman-Penrose formalism, as in the Teukolsky equation [9] in
the Schwarzschild and the Kerr background.

We begin with the following equations in Newman-Penrose formalism:

(0+48 —71)Vy — (A+4p+27)V3 4+ 300,
= (6 =T+ 28+ 2a)Pgy — (A + 2y + 201) Dy — 2AD15 + 20Dy + 0Dy,  (3.1)
(D + 4e — p)Uy — (§ + 47 + 2a) U3 + 3\T,
= (6 — 27 +2a)Py; — (A + 2y — 29 + i) Dyg + 5Poy — 201y + 20Dy,  (3.2)
A+pu+a+3y—F A= 0+7—7+B+3a)v+ ¥, = 0.
We split all the quantities in the above into the background part (A) and the perturbation

part (B), e.g. Wy = ¥4 + WP etc. Now we have to take into account the case where @),
is nonvanishing, then the background part of the equation becomes nontrivial, i. e.

(6 — 7 + 2B+ 2a)* 05, = 0, (3.4)

has to be satisﬁe, and one can confirm that it is indeed the case. The part of the
first-order perturbation in (B.)—(3.3) becomes?

(6 +48 — 1)MF — (A +4dp+ 29)* 05 + 3050
= (6 — 7+ 28+ 22)P0 + (6 — 7 + 26 + 22)* D%,

— (A + 2y 4+ 2p) 08 + 2504 (3.5)
(D + 4e — p)AUE — (5 + 47 + 2a)*WE + 3\5 0y
= (0 — 27 + 20) D8 — (A + 2y — 27 + p)*®F + 7Pd0L, — 2254, (3.6)

A+ p+a+3y =N - +7—7+B+3a)WP + 08 =0.

Again, when ®2, is nonvanishing, the first term in the right hand side in (3.5) appears,
and more perturbed quantities 72, 8% and o contribute to the equation, compared with
the vacuum case. In order to reduce the number of those quantities, we require that this
term should vanish by the gauge condition;

Zoo = (0 — 7+ 28 + 22)5d3, = 0, (3.8)

'Here the superscript A (B) on the parentheses denotes that all the quantities and the operators inside
the parentheses are in the background (perturbation).
2Here we will not use 74 = 74 = €4 = 0 from the beginning and keep them for a while, which would

be useful to extend the result into the spinning case.



Now we will obtain the wave equation for ¥# in a similar way with the method used
to derive the Teukolsky equation. First we show the following commutation relation of
the differential operators:

[A+(p+ 1)y —7 —qu+ A" (6 + pa — gm)?
— B+ (p+Va+—7—qr]" (A+py—qu)?
=vADA M6 —p[(B+T)N — (,0+e)1/+‘1’3]A

+q[-Drv4+ oA+ (T+7+38—a)\— (Be+ e+ p—p)v+2T;
=0, (3.9)

]A

where p and ¢ are arbitrary constants and we have used v = A = ¥4 = 0. We operate
(A+3y—7+4u+ i)* to B6) and (§ + 3a + B — 7+ 47)” to ([B.5), and then subtract
one equation from the other. The terms with W cancel by [B9) with p =2, ¢ = —4 and
the remaining becomes

[(A+3y =7 +4p+ ) (D +4e—p) — (S+3a+6—%+4w)(5+45—T)}A\Iff
+305 [(A+3y =y +4p+ )N — (6 + 3a+ B — 7 +4m) 7]
+ 3NPAADE — 308540

=Ty + (A +3y =7+ 4u+ @) (5795) — 207 AP, — 2055407
— 20 [(A+3y =7y +4p+ )"\ + (6 +3a+ B — 7 +4m)WP], (3.10)

where T} is defined by
Ty = (A+3y—5+4p+ p)* [(6 — 27 + 2a) @2 — (A + 2y — 27 + o) @3]
—(0+3a+B—T+4Am)*[(6 — T+ 28+ 22)' DL, — (A + 2y +2p) DY ] . (3.11)

For the third line in (BI0), we have

AN = 30 — 2uds — (D — p+ 2e + 26)2dg, — 2AMAA, (3.12)
AW = 374w 4 orAdd — 25404, (3.13)

and then substituting the above into ([B.I0), we get

_ _ N > _ A LB
- —F) - - 4
[(A+3y—F+4p+ p)(D+4e—p)—(0+3a+ B —T+4m) (0 +48—1)]" ¥
+305 [(A+3y =7+ p+ )N = (6 +3a+ 8 —7+7)"7]
=T+ (A+3y — 5+ 4pu+ p) (a7 0p) — 2APA DY — 2055497,
=208 [(A+3y =7+ pu+ )" N\ + (0 +3a+ 5 —7+m)""]
+3XB(D — 5+ 2¢ + 26)2 D5, + 6APAMAY — 605 54NA, (3.14)



The second line in (BI4) becomes —3W4WE using [B.7), and there is also similar terms in
the fourth line but the relative sign is positive. We now require more gauge conditions as

N=oP =0 (3.15)

Then the fourth line in (BI4) becomes —2®4,UF and the terms with &2, disappear.
Thus under the gauge conditions ([3.8) and ([B15]), the decoupled wave equation for U# is
obtained as

[(A+3y =+ 4p+ i) (D + 4e — p)
—(0+3a+B—T+4m)(0+48 —7) —3Uy + 2<I>11]A\Iff =Ty, (3.16)
One can also consider the wave equation for U, which can be obtained in a similar way.
The resultant equation becomes
[(D—3e+e—4p—p)(A—4y+p)
—(0—3B8—a+7—47)(6 —da + 1) — 3Uy + 20, VP = T, (3.17)

The gauge conditions are (3.13) and
Zo0 = (6 +7 —2a —2B)P®f, = 0. (3.18)

Note that for the case D=1 we have (2.12)), then (3.8) and (B.18) are obviously satisfied.
The other conditions ([BIH) are also relaxed as just A? = 0 for [BI6) and just ¢% = 0 for

B.11).

4 Gauge conditions

Here we will study the consistency of the gauge conditions (B.8)), (BI8]) and (BI3]) (or
just BI5) for D =1). In Newman-Penrose formalism, there are ten gauge degrees of
freedom. Six of them are the tetrad rotation (the local Lorentz transformation), which
can be decomposed as the following three kinds [13]:

"= mt—mt+a”, m*—m*+al, " —n*+amh +am” +aal”, (4.1)
nt =t mf = mf bt mt = mt bt 1 — 1P 4 bmf o bmf 4 b, (4.2)

" — e ", nt —ent, mt—eVmt, mft — e Umk

Here a and b are complex functions, and ¢ and ¥ are real functions. The transformations of
the quantities in Newman-Penrose equations (the spin coefficients, the Weyl scalars, etc.)
under the above are shown in [I4], for example. The other four are the general coordinate
transformation z’# = z# +&#(x). Under the transformation, the null tetrads behave as the



one-forms or the vector fields, and the quantities in Newman-Penrose equations behave
as the scalar fields. Because of this, the form of the transformation for the latter becomes

X = X —£49,X, (4.4)

where X represents either one of the spin coefficients, W’s, ®’s or A. Since we want to

keep the background (2.4)—2.1I1) (or 2I3)-(2.I6) for D=1) intact, the functions a, b, ¢,
¥ and &* have to be at the order of the perturbed quantities, and in particular the second

and the higher orders of them are neglected.
The gauge conditions ([B8), (BI5) and ([BI8) are transformed under the the gauge

transformations (1)), ([E2), (£3) and (£4) adl

S0 — Zo0 + (6 + 7 — 2a — 2B8)4(£10,P4) + D adhy) — 2ap” Oy

+b(AY 4 gt — 2P — 274 — 29N DL 4 20 dc, (4.5)
Epp — B2 + (0 — 7 + 200+ 28)4 (€40, 95,) + a(D? — p* + 2p) 03,

+ A(bDgy) + 2b(u™ + 4 + 1) Dg, — 2dgndc, (4.6)
M = AP 1204 + 6%a, (4.7)

oB = B + 284 — 5.

One can find that there are nine real degrees (four £’s, a, b and ¢) of freedom for eight real
conditions (Zgg, S22, AP and oP). In general, it is enough to satisfy all the conditions.

In order to see the the condition explicitly, here we will use the form of the metric
perturbation, following the A-K parametrization [I5, 12]. First, the metric perturbation
is given as

Guw = Gy + Pt + 12 (4.9)

where g/j‘u = gzlff is the background metric (2.1]). thE and thO are respectively the even-

and the odd-parity part of the perturbation, which are parametrized as

AS —DS —rBdS —rBo,S
KS rH®S  rHO,S

hBE — , 4.10

m r?Ef; r2F Pg, (4.10)

r?sin? 6 Er
0 0 7rCcsc0,S —rCsinfoyS

}BO _ 1 0 —rJcsc0,S  rJsinfo,S (411)

wy 2 1,.2 ) :

D —r?GcscOPs1 —517°GPsy
T2GP53

30ur gauge conditions are invariant under the transformation generated by 9.



Here the lower-left blanks have to be filled as ;" and h}? to be symmetric. A, B, C,
D, E, F, G, H, Jand K are the functiond] of ¢ and r, and S is the function of  and ¢,

which should in turn be identified as the spherical harmonics Y},,(0,¢). The quantities
Elf, Ps1, Pss and Pgs are defined by

Ef = {E + F (03 - 1Z(l + 1))] S, (4.12)
= (0p0, — cot 80,,)S, (4.13)
= (csc 932 + cos 00y — sin 093)S, (4.14)
ng (sin 000, — cos 00,,) 5, (4.15)

where [ is one of the label in Y;,,(0, ¢). Other perturbed quantities are also decomposed
into the even- and the odd-parity modes, such as lf = [BE 1 [BO ete.

Now we have to find the null tetrads corresponding to the metric. Even though the
metric ([Z7) is fixed, the tetrads are not unique due to the tetrad rotation (L1I), (2] and
(@3). In other words, once a set of null tetrads is found, the others are obtained from
those tetrads by the tetrad rotation. We will fix the reference tetrads as

Wdet = (I} + 177 da*
D 1 2A  A?
—dt_ﬁ{l_ﬂ<A_5D+ﬁ )S}dr—E(DB AH)dS, (4.16)

nfd:z” = (n;ix + nfE)dat“

2
A a P L (4B 2k) o on e amas

2 A 2 A D D2 2D
(4.17)
mde“ = (mA + me)dx“
ro | Ef E. . , ]
= 7 _(1 — 7) do + i (1 — TF + 1csc QFP51) sm@dap_ , (4.18)
B (= A BE
m, da" = (m;, +m, " )d"
ro [ Ef Ex . 1
=% _(1 — 7) do —i (1 — 7 — zcsc@FPSl) sm@dgp_ : (4.19)
for the even-parity modes and
0.1 — (JA | 1BO
Loda" = (1) +1,7)dx"
dt—gd o C—AJ (csc 00,5 df — sin 00,S dyp) (4.20)
ST A" T ap D 4 e ae), '

ngdz“ = (nﬁ1 + nfo)dx“

4We hope the readers may not confuse the function D here and the differential operator D in Newman-
Penrose formalism.



2D D

mfd:z” = (m;ix + mfo)dx”

D
= gdt + gdr + (C + AJ) (csc 00,5 df — sin 00y S dy), (4.21)

r [ csc 6 . 1 . |
= _ﬁ _<1+WGPSI) df+isin @ <1 ~ 55 csc 0G(Psy + ZPSQ)) d(p_ , (4.22)
_0 _(~A |, —BO
m,, dzt = (m;, +m,”)dz"
ro[ csc o 1 , 1
= _\/5 _<1+ﬁGP51) df—isin @ (1 ~ 5 C5C 0G(Ps; — ZPSQ)) dgo_ , (4.23)

for the odd-parity modes. Here dS = (0p5)df + (0,5)dyp. Note that the above choice
of the reference tetrads is different from the one taken in [7] for both the even- and the
odd-parity modes even under the Regge-Wheeler gauge B = F' = H = G = 0 [16], [I7, [18§]
or the EZ gauge B=E = F = G = 0 [15,[19]. This is again due to the different choice of
the reference and they are equivalent. The advantage of our choice is that the expressions
of A2 and o® become relatively simple as

A 1 , 1 1
\BE — ) { {ag + 5z(z + 1)] S —icsc 6P51} (ZatF — 58TF) , (4.24)
s _ 1 82+ll(l+1) S +icscOP, LoryLor (4.25)
o =3 b+ 5 iescfPsy ¢ 0 K -
for the even-parity modes and
A , 1 G 1 G
NP9 = 5 el (2Ps1 — iPs2) {Z@ <5> — 5 <5>] : (4.26)
1 _ 1 G 1 G
B0 — -1 csc O (2Psy + iPss) {Zﬁt (5) + 5& (5)] ; (4.27)

for the odd-parity modes. In particular, one can easily find that they vanish under the
Regge-Wheeler or the EZ gaugeﬁ, which also means that the above reference tetrads under
those gauges can be used as the standard form of the perturbation.

Next we will consider the gauge invariants, are obtained in [12] [15] as

r G
a=.J- ;Do <5) : (4.28)
B=-C- gata, (4.29)
B D> I(l+1)D> . -
1. r(D*\'_, D?_  rD?
=5k (7) E=oab—oq0F

SFor the even-parity modes, the choice taken in [7] can also lead to AB¥ = ¢B¥ = 0 under F = 0, but
not for the odd-parity mode under G = 0.



- %zu +1) (%)/F - gz(z F1)F - %Z(z + 1), F (4.31)
5:D+g—1j8tE+ (Tj —1) B—rd,B

- %Zat&f’ . {r - T;j, - %1(1 + 1)} O,F, (4.32)
€= —%A - T::VE —1,B — T?,w +1)F - %28315’. (4.33)

The perturbed Weyl scalars W% and UZ can be written as the gauge-invariant combina-
tions of the perturbation as

csc

UhE — W(Psg +2iPs;) [-A*Dyp — AD?6 + D’e
—rAD?*9x + rA’DO,x + A*(D —rD')x] , (4.34)
icsch , A A? A%(D — 2rD’)
\Iffo = — 3D (Psg + 2ZP51) —5&04 + ﬁ&a + Ta
A AD A—rA
+ 0,8 — 58,ﬂ + ( DT D ) ﬁ], (4.35)
BE csc 6 - 2 2 3
+rAD*9,x + rA*Do,x + A*(D — rD')x] , (4.36)
icsc , A A? A%(D — 2rD")
70 = gamp P~ 2l | G0+ pplia s o
A AD A —rA
+ 0.8 + 5&5 + <— D2 + D ) ﬁ], (4.37)

The gauge conditions (B.8)), (BI8) and (B.I3) can be expressed as the gauge invariants
and the set of the variables (B, F, H,G) or (B, E, F,G). The explicit form for the latter
is shown in Appendix.

5 Explicit PDE and ODE for radial coordinate

In section 3, we have obtained the wave equation for the perturbed Weyl scalars ¥F

and U as (BI6) and ([BI7), respectively. By substituting the background (Z4)—(ZI)
(or (ZI3)-(218) for D=1), the partial differential equations (the master equations) are

obtained, Then by the separation of variables, the ordinary differential equation for the
radial coordinate r and that for the angular coordinates # and ¢ are also obtained.
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We define (_y) as
Uia = (pV)0F = (D). (5.1)
From (B.16]), 1(_2) satisfies the following partial differential equation:

r? ) 2 2y 9 [0 2 py-1my-09¥(-2) 22AT Ar 0P
A mz_ﬁ””95{“m b ar}+<AD_E0 o
UPPAD)?  42AD"  32AD 12 AD 2AT A
T D4 + D3 D3 D3 T p2 D2 P(-2)
1 0 ) a¢(_2) 1 62¢(_2) 47 cot 0 (9’(/1(_2) 9
~ sin6 06 <Sl o 90 ) sin?0 0¢? sinf Oy (400t 0+2)d
= 2rD'T},. (5.2)

For homogeneous case (T4 = 0), by assuming the product form o) = e~ !¢ R(r)S(0),
one can obtain the separated equations as

d g dR(T) r?w? (2P A Ar 24r? A(D')?
2 27 % |2 g\-19-9 _ar
(r*A)°D e {(r A)~D = } + { 12t g )T D
42 AD" 3r?A'D 12rAD' r?A" 2r A
T + D3 + D3 + D + Dz )\} R(r) =0, (5.3)
1 d (. dS(0) m?  4mcot 6 )
— 0 — — deot“0+2— A 0) = 4
sin 0 df (sm do ) (sin29 sin 0 Facores 5(6) =0, (54)

where w gives the frequency of the gravitational wave and A is the separation constant.
From (5.4) one can find that S(6)e™? coincides with the s = —2 spin-weighted spherical
harmonics, denoted as _5Y,,(0, ¢), and then the separation constant A has to be

A=(—1)(+2), (5.5)

where [ and m take the integer value with [ > 2 and —I < m < [, respectively. For
inhomogeneous case (Ty # 0), one can expand () and T} as

¢(—2) = /dw Z R(—2)lw (T)—2}/2m(07 So)e_iwtu (56)
L,m
614 _ —iwt
2D = / dw > " G aps(r)-2Yim(6, 0)e ™", (5.7)
lm

Then the ordinary differential equation for the radial coordinate r is

2,2 2 A
(T2A)2D7£ [(T2A)_1D_97d}z(_2)lw(r)} + {T 2 tiw <2T A ﬁ)

dr dr A AD D
24r? A(D')?  4r*AD"  3r*A'D 12rAD' rPAT 2r A
Dt Ds D D pr D2
— (=1 + 2)} R oy (r) = G(ayu(r). (5.8)
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In the case of D=1, (B8 is reduced to

2 2£ 2 —IM
(7‘ .A) dar (T A) dr
2,2 2 A
+ [T: +iw (2:(4 - 4r) + A 2r A= (1= 1)1+ 2) | R_ayw(r)
= G 2(r), 29

Note that for the case of Schwarzschild background, i.e. A =1 — 2M/r, the differential
equation (5.9) is reduced to the Teukolsky equation [9] with the spin weight s = —2.

The equation for ¢ = UF can be obtained in a similar way. The master equation
becomes

P PYe o 10 [ o 1900 2P A A Oy
Aoz AP 5[(“4”) W}_(AD _5) ot
3r2AD 3r2A” 10rA 4A
D3 D2 D2 D2 Y2)

0 % cot 60
1 0 ( 9 @b(z))_ 1 0% dicotd w(2)+(4c0t2«9+2)¢(2)

sinf 06 00 sin?f  Oy? sinf Oy
= 2r’T,,. (5.10)

After the separation of the variables, for the angular part, we have the s = 2 spin-weighted
spherical harmonics 2Y,,(0, ¢). For the radial part, we have the following equation:

o d ARy (1)
2 2y-1 ¢ 2 1\37y—1 %LH(2)!
(r*A)~"D o [(r A)°’D — g }
N r2w? . 2r2 A’ AN 3r2 A'D'! N 3r2 A" N 107 A’ N 4A
A YA\ TAD D D3 D2 D2 D2
— (I =2)(+ 3)} R2)1 (r) = G(2)1w(7“)> (5.11)

which is reduced to the Teukolsky equation with s = +2 for A =1 —2M/r and D = 1.

6 Summary and discussion

In this paper, we have studied the wave equations for the perturbed Weyl scalars U# and
U2 in the background of the EOB dynamics for the spinless binary. We also obtained
the Teukolsky-like equations for the function of the radial coordinate r. In the previous
work [7], the special case D=1 is studied and the (decoupled) wave equation is obtained
only for the even-parity mode. On the other hand, here we have studied the odd-parity
mode also, and have obtained the same form of the wave equation. Moreover, we have
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considered a more general case including D #1. The different form of the wave equation
is proposed in [10] by the use of the different gauge, although it is again restricted to the
case of D=1. It would be interesting to find the relation between our equations and their
ones.

One can easily find that the background is assumed to be just spherically symmetric
and general enough. Even in the case D=1, it contains many kinds of the black holes.
A similar wave equations in the spherically symmetric background are obtained using
the metric perturbation in [I2], which are resemble to the Regge-Wheeler and the Zerilli
equations [16 [I7], and are different from the ones obtained here. This is because we
have used the different gauge and the different master variables. However in the case of
Schwarzschild background, there is a transformation originated from the connection of
the different gauges, which is called the Chandrasekhar transformation [20]. Moreover
the relation between the R(_s),(r) in (5.8) and Ry, (r) in (BII) can also be regarded
as the special case of the Chandrasekhar transformation [9 2I]. It would be interesting
to find a similar transformation in the present case.

Another possible generalization would be to include the effect of the spin, where the
background becomes axially symmetric and contains the Kerr black hole as an example.
In this case the method of the metric perturbation is difficult to perform, because it
relies on the spherical symmetry and the expansion by the spherical harmonics. However
the Newman-Penrose formalism would still be powerful enough, and it can be expected
that the gravitational-wave equation could be obtained. Studying the equations for the
electromagnetic and the scalar waves is also interesting.
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A (Gauge conditions with gauge invariants

The gauge conditions (B.8]), (BI8) and (BI3]) can be written in terms of the gauge invari-
ants and the variables (B, F, F,G). Each condition consists of the even-parity part (E),
odd-parity part (O) and the transformation part (7).

Eoo = Sy + E5 + 20, (A1)
—p _ A%(0sS —icsc0,S) {_AD” [(l+1)D? D? }

=E “ r+—_F
= 4\/2r D5 4 A +2A

{x + g(?rF +

D1, A (A BATAD P A
D3 | DX T o X T\ Torpe Tope T ops ) X0, A¢ 22
1 2 D A 3D 1 3 r A
s+ oB-ZoE+ (L2 SV p+ ey M ap

T T 0B 70 +<A 2D 27’) A%t



1 I(I+1)D rA 3rA TrAD
+<5_ 2 A 2AD)& (41)2 4D )a’“F

(i)

_ —iA%(0pS —icsc0,S) [ AD” rD_ ~ D |1 A
=9 — L D6 o+ —&G + ﬁ ﬁata — ﬁ&na

T A/ 2r
1 1 A 1 D’
+ 55 5500+ (S 5 )

/ 4 ’D/
+< A 34 44 ) 3
—82G+<TA 1)atG—ﬁa2G+< srd +7TAD)8GH, (A.3)

5D ops | pi

4A 95AD D D2 AD? | 4D3
_ A [AD 3A(D)? A
=T - o 1Y/ o /1 ot
e AL AP (1)
A2D [ A 1 A - A - V2 V/2i esc
— (AD —@a—@bjL 8t 2D8 b— 7890—1- . Qac) , (A4)
Zoo = Sip + 25 + Zao, (A.5)
_ 0pS +icscb,S [ AD” r [(l+1)D? D>
—E _ Y0 ® _ . el
=00 Jar { D" { S T VL
D’18+Aa+3A’_A_7AD’ L5 A
D3 | DX T oYX T\ opr T orpr T ops ) X 254 22
3D’ 1 2 rA 2 7
- 50 OB+ 0 (w - 2_> - 0T+ O

+<_i+l(l+1)2+ rA )&F%—(STA _77‘AD)8F

D 2 A 2AD 4D? 4D3
1 3D\ l(l+1
-G+3) 5 ﬂ} (A.6)
o _ i0S ticscd,S) { AD" ([ e 1 A

34 A 4AD A 1D
(21)3 28 D4>a 54D P~ aﬁJF(AD?_ﬁJrﬁ)ﬁ

LGy ( rA ) G+ A g2 (3“4/ - Ww) 9, G] } (A7)
(o

4A7" QAD 4D 4D? 4D3

1 [P A,
2

=00~ Lpa
D’ 2 1 ! 21
__— ( a+— ata + —=0,a+ —A b— Ab + i@gc \/_z:sceaw) , (A.8)

D//:|

rD3\rD AT D 2rD
AP = APE 4 AFO 4 NPT (A.9)
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A\BE — _A { [ag + %l(l + 1)} S —icsc 9P31} <iatF - %&F) : (A.10)

4 A
A _ 1.~ 1, ~
\BO = 5 cscl (2Psy — iPss) (ZatG — 5&,G) , (A.11)
NPT = ﬁ(@gd —tcsch0,a — acoth), (A.12)
oB = oBF 4 oPO 4 BT (A.13)
1 1 _ 1 1
oBF = 5 { {03 + §l(l + 1)] S +icsc 9P31} <ZatF + 58TF) , (A.14)
1 , 1.~ 1.
oB0 = ~21 csc O (2Psy + 1 Pss) <ZatG + 58TG) , (A.15)
Bl = —ﬁ(@gb +icscf0,b — beot ). (A.16)

Here G' = G/D and &’s are omitted since these are converted to fix the variables (B, E, F, G).
Note that in the case of D=1, the conditions Z = Zg9 = 0 becomes trivial from (2.12))
and AP = o8 = 0 can be achieved by setting F = G =a=b=0.
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