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In this paper, we present a black hole solution with a cosmological constant in the Scalar-Tensor-
Vector Modified Gravity (MOG) theory, where the strength of the gravitational constant is deter-
mined by G = GN(1+α). We derive the master equations for gravito-electromagnetic perturbations
and numerically solve for the Quasinormal Mode (QNM) spectrum and the ringdown waveforms.
Our research results show that increasing the MOG parameter α leads to a decrease in both the real
and imaginary parts of the QNM frequencies for electromagnetic and gravitational modes. Similarly,
increasing the cosmological constant Λ also results in a decrease in both the real and imaginary parts
of the QNM frequencies for these modes. These trends are observed when compared to standard
Schwarzschild-de Sitter (S-dS) or MOG black holes, respectively. Meanwhile, the result indicates
that in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime, the frequencies for electromagnetic and gravitational modes
display isospectrality, and exhibit the same ringdown waveforms. Our findings have implications for
the ringdown phase of mergers involving massive compact objects, which is of particular relevance
given the recent detections of gravitational waves by LIGO.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves have recently opened up a new
window to study fundamental questions of gravity and
our universe [1]. The ringdown phase of binary black hole
mergers, characterized by quasinormal modes (QNMs),
provides valuable insights into the properties of the re-
sultant black hole. Importantly, they offer a means to
constrain the charge of astrophysical black holes. Elec-
tromagnetic fields have an impact on spacetime, leading
to changes in the emission of gravitational waves com-
pared to those from an uncharged binary system. These
deviations are accurately modeled in Einstein-Maxwell
theory. Based on this theory, some recent studies have
shown that GW150914 is compatible with having charge-
to-mass ratio as high as 0.3 [2–4]. However, it is as-
sumed, often implicitly, that astrophysical black holes are
presumed to be electrically neutral. This assumption is
based on the principle that a black hole with massM and
electric charge Q will not gravitationally attract particles
of mass m and electric charge e as long as eQ > Mm.
Given that the ratiom/e is approximately 10−21 for elec-
trons, it is highly unlikely for large black holes to ac-
cumulate any significant electric charge [5]. Moreover,
various mechanisms, including vacuum polarization, pair
production breakdown, and neutralization from nearby
material, all contribute to preventing a stellar-mass black
hole from maintaining a substantial electric charge [5, 6].
Even if a significant amount of charge is obtained, the
dissipation happens on a timescale that is much shorter
than what can be observed through gravitational-wave
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studies [7]. Therefore, we are more inclined to interpret
the word “charge” here as dark charge, or gravitational
charge [2].

Recently, the Scalar-Tensor-Vector Modified Gravity,
proposed by Moffat [8], has attached much attention.
This theory, which introduces additional massive vector
and scalar fields to the metric tensor field, assumes that
the “charge” is a gravitational charge due to modifica-
tions to general relativity. It has successfully explained
galaxy dynamics and the cosmic microwave background
power spectrum [9–12]. Moreover, Moffat has obtained
Schwarzschild-like and Kerr-like black hole solutions in
this theory [13–15]. This has spurred numerous investi-
gations into the properties of black holes within MOG
theory. For instance, research has explored the black
shadow and compared the polarized images of a syn-
chrotron emitting ring for a MOG black hole with those
of M87*, finding similar spiral structures [16–19]. Rahvar
presented the Hamiltonian formalism for the dynamics of
particles and investigated the lensing on large scales and
stellar size scales in [20]. In a separate work, he also
proposed a gauge-invariant theory in MOG [21].

Our primary objective is to extend the spacetime met-
ric to include non-zero cosmological constants and in-
vestigate the Ringdown phase of a double MOG black
hole merger. The study of black holes with a cosmo-
logical constant is of significant importance due to their
relevance to the AdS/CFT correspondence and the ob-
servation of the accelerating expansion of the universe.
Positive cosmological constants allow us to investigate as-
trophysical black holes that are expected to exist in our
universe according to the ΛCDM cosmological paradigm
[22]. Conversely, negative cosmological constants provide
an intriguing motivation to explore the QNMs of asymp-
totically Anti-de Sitter black holes as a means of gain-
ing insights into specific conformal quantum field theo-
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ries [23–27]. Under MOG, a body’s mass, M , determines
its gravitational charge, Q, which is linked to the vector
field. Moffat prescribes that this proportionality is set
by the constant

√
αG/(1 + α), ensuring the theory ad-

heres to the weak equivalence principle. This hypothesis
can also be applied to situations where the cosmological
constant is non-zero, allowing us to obtain a black hole
solution with asymptotic de Sitter and Anti de Sitter.

Furthermore, to obtain the QNM frequencies, one
needs first to construct the decoupled perturbation equa-
tions in the frequency domain. The issue of linear per-
turbation of black holes was pioneered by Regge and
Wheeler [28], who presented the Regge-Wheeler formal-
ism and considered that the metric perturbations of
spherically symmetric spacetime can be decomposed into
axial and polar parts. This work was later extended by
Zerilli [29, 30]. For the most general spherically symmet-
ric metric in general relativity, the construction of decou-
pled equations for axial and polar gravitational perturba-
tion have been discussed in Ref. [31]. In fact, the reliance
of Regge-Wheeler formalism on spacetime symmetries al-
lows for its application to spacetimes in general theories,
such as MOG theories. Noteworthy, the electromagnetic
and gravitational perturbations of the black holes in GR
possess a remarkable property that was proven by Chan-
drasekhar [32]: the axial and polar potentials can be ex-
pressed in terms of a superpotential, implying that the
polar and the axial QNMs are isospectral [33]. However,
there is no apparent reason for this property to hold true
for MOG-dS black holes.

In this work, we are interested in the QNMs of the
asymptotic de Sitter black hole with a gravitational
charge. The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we briefly review the MOG theory and solve the field
equations to obtain asymptotic (Anti) de Sitter solutions.
In Sec. III, we describe how to use the Regge-Wheeler
formalism for harmonic decomposition of tensor fields
as well as vector fields, and derive the Schrödinger-like
equation for the gravito-electromagnetic perturbations in
MOG (Anti) de Sitter black holes. In Sec. IV, We calcu-
late QNM frequencies and explore the effects of interac-
tion terms on them. In Sec. V, the ringdown waveforms
of the electromagnetic and gravitational modes are calcu-
lated using numerical methods, and the accuracy of the
results is confirmed by fitting the waveforms. Sec. VI
is dedicated to summarizing our results and discussing
potential extensions and future directions of research.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS AND MOG DS BLACK
HOLE SOLUTION

In this section, we generalize the work of [13] to include
a cosmological constant in the STVG-MOG theory that
is a covariant modified theory of gravity and whose action
is composed of scalar, tensor, and vector fields [8]

S = SG + Sϕ + SS + SM, (1)

with the parts SG, Sϕ, and SS given by

SG =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
1

G
(R− 2Λ)

]
, (2)

Sϕ =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
−1

4
BabBab +

1

2
µ2ϕaϕa

)
, (3)

SS =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[

1

G3

(
1

2
gab∇aG∇bG− V (G)

)
+

1

µ2G

(
1

2
gab∇aµ∇bµ− V (µ)

)]
. (4)

Here, SG is the Einstein-Hilbert action, Λ and R denote
the cosmological constant and the Ricci scalar, respec-
tively. Sϕ is the action of ϕa that is a Proca-type massive
vector field with mass µ, while Bab is its field strength,
defined as Bab = ∂aϕb − ∂bϕa, which satisfies the follow-
ing equations,

∂cBab + ∂aBbc + ∂bBca = 0. (5)

SS contains self-interaction potentials V (G) and V (µ),
which correspond to the scalar fields G(x) and µ(x), re-
spectively. The action SM represents matter, with its
current density Ja defined as:

1√
−g

δSM

δϕa
= −Ja, (6)

illustrating the interaction between matter and the vector
field [8]. This suggests every particle carries an extra
charge proportional to its inertial mass and Ja = κρua,
as detailed in Ref. [20]. The parameter G is a scalar field
that corresponds to a spin-0 massless graviton, which is
related to Newton’s gravitational constant G = GN(1 +
α), where α is a dimensionless parameter and the best
fit to the spiral galaxies results in α = 8.89 ± 0.34 [9].
The MOG theory would back to GR when α = 0. As a
result, we can regard α as a deviation parameter of the
MOG from GR.
Given that G is considered a constant independent of

the spacetime coordinates, using a vacuum solution will
simplify the action to

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[ 1

16πG
(R− 2Λ)

− 1

4
BabBab +

1

2
µ2ϕaϕa

]
+ SM.

(7)

The field equation of motion derived from varying the
action in Eq. (7) with respect to the metric is given by

Gab = Gab + Λgab +
8πG

c4
Tϕ
ab = 0, (8)

with the energy momentum tensor given by

Tϕ
ab =− 1

4π

(
Ba

cBbc −
1

4
gabB

cdBcd

)
+
µ2

4π

(
ϕaϕb −

1

2
gabϕ

cϕc

)
.

(9)
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The first and second terms of the energy-momentum ten-
sor are of the order ∼ (∂ϕ)2 and ∼ µ2ϕ2, respectively. At
the same time, we vary the action in equation (7) with
respect to ϕa, obtaining:

Πa = ∇bB
ab − µ2ϕa + 4πJa = 0. (10)

For a distribution of matter, the non-zero source of cur-
rent is given by J0 = κρ [20].

In this work, we examine the static gravitational field
where ϕa has a zero time derivative and adopt the fol-
lowing static spherically symmetric metric

ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + F (r)−1r2 + r2dΩ2, (11)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2. Considering the vector
field ϕa has the form ϕa = (ϕ0(r), 0, 0, 0), we can get all
non-zero components equations as follows:

Π0 =∇2Φ+
µ2

F
Φ+ 4πJ0, (12)

G00 =G
(
µ2Φ2 − FΦ′2

)
+
F (1− F − rF ′ − r2Λ)

r2
, (13)

G11 =
G

F 2

(
µ2Φ2 + FΦ′2

)
− (1− F − rF ′ − r2Λ)

r2F
, (14)

G22 =
Gr2

F

(
µ2Φ2 − FΦ′2

)
+

1

2
r2F ′′ + r2Λ + rF ′, (15)

G33 =sin2 θG22, (16)

where Φ(r) = −F (r)ϕ0(r).
By combining equations (13) and (14), it is found that

the system of differential equations is subject to the fol-
lowing constraints,

Gµ2Φ2 = 0. (17)

This implies that we must address the problem under
certain approximations. In the common weak field ap-
proximation, higher-order terms such as g2, gϕ and ϕ2

are typically neglected [9, 20]. Concurrently, according
to Refs. [9, 10], the particle mass of the ϕa field in the
present universe can be fitted as mϕ ∼ 10−28eV , mak-
ing it negligible for a black hole solution. In this paper,
we choose to neglect the ϕa field particle mass. Conse-
quently, the solution of Eq.(12) can be given by

Φ(x) =

∫
κρ(x′)

|x− x′|
d3x′. (18)

Using the Dirac-delta function ρ(x′) =Mδ3(x′), the po-
tential reduces to

Φ =
κM

r
. (19)

In this theory, it’s crucial to note that the fifth force
charge, Q5, is posited to be proportional to the iner-
tial mass of a particle, expressed as Q5 = κM [9, 20].

Subsequently, the corresponding metric function can be
obtained by solving Eq. (13) or Eq. (15), as

F =1− 2GM

r
+
GQ2

5

r2
− Λ

3
r2. (20)

Using the convention of κ2 = αGN [20], we can rewrite
the solution as

ϕ0 =−
√
αGN

M

rF
. (21)

For simplicity, we set GN = 1 in next discussion, hence
the metric can be written as

ds2 =−
(
1− 2MD

r
+
βM2

D

r2
− Λ

3
r2
)
dt2

+

(
1− 2MD

r
+
βM2

D

r2
− Λ

3
r2
)−1

dr2 + dΩ2,

(22)

where β = α/(1 + α), and MD is the ADM mass [34],
which is related to the Newtonian mass M as MD =
(1 + α)M . Note that this solution appears to have the
same form as the RN-(A)dS solution. However, the
charge Q5 =

√
βGM is of gravitational origin, rather

than electric charge. If α → 0, it recovers the usual S-
dS metric. When Λ → 0 , the above solution becomes
Eq. (14) of Ref. [13]. When Λ > 0 or Λ < 0, the
solution describes the MOG-de Sitter (MOG-dS) black
hole or the MOG Anti-de Sitter (MOG-AdS) black hole,
respectively.
The horizon surface equation of the spacetime is

F =
Λ

3

(
1− rm

r

)(
1− rh

r

)
(rc − r) (r + rb) = 0, (23)

where rm, rh and rc represent the inner event horizon,
the outer event horizon and the cosmological horizon,
respectively. And rb can be determined by the relation
rb + rm + rh + rc = 0.

III. GRAVITO-ELECTROMAGNETIC
PERTURBATIONS

A. Harmonic decomposition

Using hab and δϕa to represent the linear perturbation

of the background metric g
(0)
ab and the vector field ϕ

(0)
a ,

respectively, then the perturbed spacetime and its field
can be written as

gab = g
(0)
ab + hab, ϕa = ϕ(0)a + δϕa. (24)

We decompose the metric perturbations hab in the Regge-
Wheeler gauge [28–31, 35]:

hab =


H0Y

lm H1Y
lm h0S

lm
θ h0S

lm
φ

Sym H2Y
lm h1S

lm
θ h1S

lm
φ

Sym Sym r2KY lm 0
Sym Sym Sym r2 sin2 θKY lm

 ,

(25)
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where Y lm = Y lm (θ, φ) is the ordinary scalar spherical
harmonics. Slm

θ := − csc θ ∂
∂φY

lm and Slm
φ := sin θ ∂

∂θY
lm

are the axial vector harmonics, since under parity trans-
formation (θ, φ) → (π − θ, π + φ) these modes pick a fac-

tor (−1)
l+1

. Meanwhile, we expand the perturbation of
the vector field δϕa as follows [36, 37]:

δϕa =

 0
0

u(4)S
lm
b /λ

+

 u(1)Y
lm/r

u(2)Y
lm/ (rF )

u(3)Y
lm
b /λ

 , (26)

where λ = l(l + 1), b = (θ, φ), Y lm
b := ∂

∂bY
lm are the

polar vector harmonics for the pick a factor (−1)
l
. Note

that, the spherical harmonic function Y lm is part of the
polar sector and all perturbation functions h0,1, H0,1,K
and u(1,2,3,4) are functions of (t, r). Inserting the har-
monic expansion of the metric perturbation (25) and the
vector perturbation (26) into the linearized field equa-
tions (8) and (10), one can obtain all components of the
equations. In fact, there is no reason to consider that the
axial and polar parts will not be automatically separated
[38–42]. However, by separating the angular dependence
[43], a system of fourteen coupled pure radial equations
can be obtained. These equations consist of ten gravita-
tional sector and four Maxwell sector, which are naturally
separated into axial parity and polar parity.

We perform a Fourier decomposition by assuming that
all perturbations have a time dependence ∼ e−iωt. Then,
all ordinary differential equations (ODEs) are listed in
Appendix A. Note that in electromagnetic perturba-
tions, we make the assumption that the perturbation
of the current has a linear relationship with the per-
turbation of the additional vector field, as given by
δJa = − ξ

4πr
∂
∂r (Fδϕ

a). Here, the parameter ξ can either
be 1 or 0, which correspond to the inclusion or exclu-
sion of the interaction term perturbation, respectively.
In the next subsection, we aim to obtain the decoupled
equations for the electromagnetic and gravitational fields,
respectively [44–46].

B. Derivation of the perturbation equations

1. Axial sector

In Appendix A, the Eqs. (A4), (A7), (A8), and (A14)
form a set of coupled systems for axial sector. How-
ever, it is worth noting that Einstein’s equations implies
Maxwell’s equations, and thus only three out of the four
equations listed above are independent. These three in-
dependent equations can be solved for the functions h0,1,
and u(4). We can define the Regge-Wheeler functions as
follows:

ψg =
F

r
h1, ψe = −rξ/2u(4), (27)

and by utilizing Eq. (A8), the perturbation function h0
can be eliminated. Subsequently, through some straight-

forward algebraic manipulation, we arrive at a system of
coupled second-order equations for ψe and ψg , as

d2

dr2∗
ψg +

(
ω2 − V1

)
ψg =

4iωM
√
α(1 + α)F

r3+ξ/2λ
ψe,

d2

dr2∗
ψe +

(
ω2 − V2

)
ψe = − iM

√
αλ

r4−ξ/2ω
D2ψg,

(28)

where r∗ is the tortoise coordinate defined by dr/dr∗ =
F , and

V1 =
2F 2

r2
− F

r2
(2− λ+ rF ′) ,

V2 =
F

4r2
[4λ+ ξ(6 + ξ)F − 2ξrF ′]

− 4F

r4
(ξ − 1)M2α(1 + α),

D2 =ξr3ω2 + (ξ − 1)(2− λ)rF + ξrF 2(1 +
d

dr
).

(29)

Now this system of coupled equations can be solved by
using numerical methods. For the case ξ = 0, it can
further decouple the system. This involves defining a

linear combination of two new functions, Z
(−)
i (i = 1, 2),

such that

Z
(−)
1 =

(σ + 3 + 3α)

2σ
ψe +

√
αλ(λ− 2)

2iωσ
ψg,

Z
(−)
2 =

(σ − 3− 3α)

2σ
ψe −

√
αλ(λ− 2)

2iωσ
ψg,

(30)

with

σ =
√
(1 + α)(9 + α+ 4αλ). (31)

By substituting the aforementioned linear combinations

into the equations for ψe and ψg, and solving for Z
(−)
1

and Z
(−)
2 , we obtain the following expressions:

d2

dr2∗
Z

(−)
i +

[
ω − V

(−)
i

]
Z

(−)
i = 0, (32)

where

V
(−)
i =

F

r4
[
r2λ+M(1 + α)(4Mα− 3r)− (−1)irMσ

]
.

(33)

In the limit α = 0, the effective potentials V
(−)
1 = V1

and V
(−)
2 = V2 reduce to the corresponding potentials for

axial electromagnetic and gravitational perturbations of
S-(A)dS black holes [47, 48], respectively. Therefore, for
the sake of convenience, we will refer to these two modes
as the “electromagnetic” mode and the “gravitational”
mode even in the general case. It should be emphasized
that when α ̸= 0, oscillations involving either of these
modes excite both electromagnetic and gravitational per-
turbations.
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2. Polar sector

In Appendix A, the remaining ten equations consti-
tute a set of coupled systems for the polar sector. The
Bianchi identities reveal that not all equations are inde-
pendent. In fact, only seven equations are truly inde-
pendent and they can be solved for the seven polar func-
tions: H0,1,2,K and u(1,2,3). Note that in this subsection,
it becomes impossible to obtain the master perturbation
equation when we choose ξ = 1. Therefore, we only con-
sider the case ξ = 0. The key point in constructing the
master equation for the gravito-electromagnetic pertur-
bation is to use the perturbation of the field strength Bab

as the dynamical variable, instead of the vector potential
δϕa. Following the approach in [44], we define

δBab := fab = ∂aδϕb − ∂bδϕa. (34)

In the polar sector, we can fix the gauge by requiring
u(3) = 0 based on the Lorentz condition. the remaining
components are related to fab in the following way:

u(1) = rf̃02, (35)

u(2) = rF (r)f̃12, (36)

u′(1) = rf̃01 + f̃02 − iωrf̃02 (37)

where −f̃ab denotes the angle-independent part of fab,
and the homogeneous Maxwell equation

f̃01 = f̃ ′02 + iωf̃12 (38)

is automatically satisfied.
First, we solve Eq. (A9) for H2 and substitute the

result into the remaining equations. Then, by solving
for f̃01 and f̃02 using Eqs. (A12)-(A13) and incorporat-
ing Eq. (38), we can obtain a second-order differential
equation in the following form:

d2

dr2∗
fEM +

(
ω2 − λF

r2

)
fEM =

iω
√
αMF

r2
K, (39)

where

fEM = F f̃12. (40)

To derive the equations for the gravitational sector,
we solve Eqs. (A2), (A3), and (A6) for H ′

0, H
′
1, and K

′.
After that, substituting this solution into Eq. (A5), we
solve the function H0 and eliminate it in the remaining
equations. And define

R =
1

ω
H1, (41)

as a result of this procedure we obtain a system of coupled
equations

K ′ =
(
α0 + α2ω

2
)
K +

(
β0 + β2ω

2
)
R+ S1, (42)

R′ =
(
γ0 + γ2ω

2
)
K +

(
δ0 + δ2ω

2
)
R+ S2, (43)

where α0,2, β0,2, γ0,2, δ0,2 are coefficients that do not de-
pend on ω. The source terms S1 and S2 consist of the
perturbation functions fEM and f ′EM .
Following Zerilli’s approach [29, 44], we assume the

transformation as

K = f(r)K̂ + g(r)R̂, R = h(r)K̂ + k(r)R̂, (44)

and then obtain a Schrödinger-type equation,

d

dr̂
K̂ = R̂+ Ŝ1,

d

dr̂
R̂ =

[
U2 − ω2

]
K̂ + Ŝ2. (45)

here r̂ is determined by dr/dr̂ = n(r), and f, g, h and k
are given by

f(r) =
λ

2r
− 4c1 + rλF ′

4ϖ
, g(r) = 1,

h(r) = i− 4rc2 + r2λF ′

4iFϖ
, k(r) =

r

iF
,

n(r) = F,

(46)

where ϖ, c1 and c2 are functions determined by the back-
ground and can be find in Appendix B. Thus the variable
r̂ is just the variable r∗.
From Eq.(45), a single variable second-order equation

for K̂ can be written as

d2

dr2∗
K̂ +

(
ω2 − U2

)
K̂ =

√
α(1 + α)

iωr2
WfEM . (47)

And the effective potential for gravitational perturba-
tions is

U2 =
F

12r6ϖ2

{
48M5α2(1 + α)3(9r − 2Mα)

− 24M4r2α(1 + α)2[27 + α(33− 3λ+ 4r2Λ)]

+ 24M3r3(1 + α)2[9 + α(31− 8λ+ 6r2Λ)]

+ 36M2r4(1 + α)(3 + 5α)(λ− 2)

− 8M2r6(1 + α)(9 + 7α+ λα)Λ

+3r5(λ− 2)2[6M(1 + α) + rλ]
}
, (48)

and the parameter

W =
2MF

3r2ϖ2

{
4Mr2(1 + α)[9 + rΛ(3r − 4Mα)]

−12M2(1 + α)2(3r −Mα) + 3r3(λ2 − 4)
}
.

(49)

Now we focus on the electromagnetic sector once again.
Using Eqs. (44) and (45) to solveK and substitute it into
the right-hand side of Eq. (39), we obtain:

d2

dr2∗
fEM +

(
ω2 − U1

)
fEM = D̂K̂, (50)

where

D̂ =
iω

√
αMF

r2
[f(r) +

d

dr∗
], (51)
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and the effective potential for electromagnetic perturba-
tions is

U1 =
λF

r2
+

4M2α(1 + α)F 2

r3ϖ
. (52)

Similar to the axial parity case, we end up with a system
of coupled second-order equations for fEM and K̂.

Finally, it is possible to decouple these equations by

introducing the functions Z
(+)
i such that

fEM = B11Z
(+)
2 + B12Z

(+)
1 ,

K̂ = B21Z
(+)
2 + B22Z

(+)
1 ,

(53)

where Bij is either a constant or a function of r. It is not
difficult to verify that we have the following choices

B11

C1
+ σ =

B12

C2
− σ =

1

r
(1 + α) (3r − 4Mα) ,

B21

C1
=

B22

C2
=− 8i

√
α(1 + α)

ω
,

(54)

where C1 and C2 are integration constants that can be
set to unity without loss of generality. After solving for

Z
(+)
1 and Z

(+)
2 by associating Eqs. (47) and (50), the

final equations take the following form

d2

dr2∗
Z

(+)
i +

[
ω2 − V

(+)
i

]
Z

(+)
i = 0, (55)

and the potentials appearing in the polar sector of the
perturbation equations are given by

V
(+)
i =

U1 + U2

2
− (−1)i

2r4σ
{α(1 + α)rϖW

− r3(1 + α)(3r − 4Mα) (U2 − U1)

+4rMα(1 + α)F [2F − rF ′ + 2rf(r)]} .

(56)

Furthermore, when α → 0, the potential V
(+)
1 = U1 and

V
(+)
2 = U2 reduce to the potential for polar electromag-

netic and gravitational perturbations of S-(A)dS, respec-
tively, i.e. the Eqs. (6) and (8) in Ref. [48]. In the
next section, using the matrix method and the WKB ap-
proach, our results show how the parameter α and the
cosmological constant Λ affect the QNM frequencies.

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES

A. Case for ξ = 0

In this subsection, the focus is on the QNM spectrum
of MOG-dS black holes and their isospectrality. Using
the matrix method proposed by Lin et al. [49–53], the
QNMs can be calculated. The gravito-electromagnetic
perturbation equations can be uniformly written as

d2

dr2∗
ψ +

[
ω2 − V (r)

]
ψ = 0, (57)

The equations satisfy two boundary conditions, owing
to the existence of the two horizons. The generic wave
function ψ has the asymptotic behaviors as

ψ ∼

{
e−iωr∗ for r → rh,

eiωr∗ for r → rc.
(58)

To obtain the QNMs with radial interval rh ≤ r ≤ rc,
the tortoise coordinate r∗ can be rewritten as

r∗ =ηm ln (r − rm) + ηh ln (r − rh)

+ ηc ln (rc − r) + ηb ln (r + rm + rh + rc) ,
(59)

where

ηi =
3ri
Λ

(rj1 − ri)
−1

(rj2 − ri)
−1

(rj3 − ri)
−1
, (60)

and i ̸= j1 ̸= j2 ̸= j3. To convert the radial interval into
[0, 1], we introduce a coordinate transformation

x =
r − rh
rc − rh

. (61)

Together with the asymptotic solutions (58), we con-
sider that ψ satisfied the relation as

ψ = (1− x)iωηcx−iωηhR(x). (62)

This implies that R(0) = R0 and R(1) = R1, where R0

and R1 are indeterminate constants. Again, considering
the boundary condition, we further introduce

χ(x) = x(1− x)R(x). (63)

This boundary condition ensures that χ(0) = χ(1) = 0,
and the resulting matrix equation is homogenous. Then,
the perturbation equations for all effective potentials can
be rewritten in the following form

C2(x, ω)χ′′(x) + C1(x, ω)χ′(x) + C0(x, ω)χ(x) = 0. (64)

Numerically, we set M = 1, where Cj(j = 0, 1, 2) is de-
termined by the effective potentials, the modes, and the
black hole horizons rm, rh and rc which are determined
by the black hole parameters α and Λ.
The matrix method is a non-grid-based interpolation

approach. We need to discretize Eq. (64) and introduce
equally spaced grid points into the internal [0, 1]. The
corresponding differential matrices can be constructed by
expanding the function χ(x) around each grid point us-
ing the Taylor series. Thus, the differential Eq. (64) is
therefore rewritten as an algebraic equation, as

(M0 + ωM1)χ(x) = 0, (65)

where M0 and M1 are matrices consisting of the func-
tions Cj and the corresponding differential matrices,
which allows us to easily obtain the QNM frequencies.
For comparison, here we also use the sixth-order WKB

approach to calculate the QNM frequencies, which is
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analogous to the problem of waves scattering near the
peak of the potential barrier V in quantum mechanics
[54]. For general potential V , the formula to get ω in
six-order WKB approach is given by

i
ω2 − V0√
−2V ′′

0

− Λ2 − Λ3 − Λ4 − Λ5 − Λ6 = n+
1

2
, (66)

where V0 = V |r∗=rmax
, V ′′

0 = d2

dr2∗
V |r∗=rmax

, and the spe-

cific form of the terms Λi(i = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) can be found in
[55, 56]. Generally speaking, the accuracy of the matrix
method depends on the number of grid points, while the
accuracy of the WKB approach depends on the order of
the correction terms Λi. We provide numerical results by
these two ways to provide validation for each other.

In the content that follows, we show the results of nu-
merical results of QNM frequencies by using the matrix
method or the WKB approach. In the matrix method,
comparing the results of setting the grid points at 20
or 40, we observe that the percentage error between the
cases is less than 10−5. As a result, we consider that
setting the number of grid points N = 20 would pro-
vide sufficient accuracy. Then, we present data only for
some of the lower modes as the higher modes produce
larger values for the imaginary part of the frequency and
these modes have a faster decay rate compared to the
lower modes. It is expected that low-frequency modes
will be the most significant in astrophysical applications,
which are most relevant to gravitational wave detection
[57]. None of our numerical searches (for 0 < rh < rc,
and l = 1, 2, 3) returned exponentially growing modes.
The calculation data as a reference can be found in the
Appendix C.

1. The electromagnetic modes

The electromagnetic modes exist for l ≥ 1. For speci-
ficity, our focus will be on the axial electromagnetic
modes with azimuthal indices of l = 1 and l = 2. When
Λ = 0, using the asymptotic iteration method (AIM)
[58], Manfredi calculated the QNM frequencies for elec-
tromagnetic perturbations of the MOG black hole [59].
It is shown in Tab. I that the results from the WKB
approach are consistent with those from the AIM.

TABLE I. Contrasting the axial complex electromagnetic fre-
quencies for values of M = 1 and α = 1 in MOG-black holes.

n WKB approach Manfredi

l = 1 0 0.1504-0.04890i 0.1448-0.04805i

l = 2
0 0.2693-0.04941i 0.2651-0.04917i

1 0.2609-0.1504i 0.2565-0.1498i

Now we turn to the asymptotically de Sitter spacetime
withp non-vanishing Λ. When α = 0, the QNMs have

been calculated by Zhidenko [48] and using the matrix
method by Lin et al. [49]. Here we consider the param-
eter α in the range α ∈ (0, 1], since it requires the si-
multaneous existence of both the black holes outer event
horizon and the cosmological horizon in de Sitter space-
time. In Figs. 1-(a) and 1-(b), the QNMs were displayed
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(d). MD=1.

FIG. 1. The axial electromagnetic frequencies in the l =
2, n = 0 mode, where (a) and (b) correspond to the results
when the black hole massM = 1, while (c) and (d) correspond
to the results when the black hole ADM mass MD = 1.

for a scaled mass set M = 1 in order to illustrate the dif-
ference in magnitude with the result of GR. Where take
the axial electromagnetic perturbation of l = 2 and n = 0
as an example, the real and imaginary parts of the elec-
tromagnetic frequency are observed to rapidly decrease
as the increase of parameters α or Λ. However, imposing
the same scaling condition GM = 1 from GR to MOG
theory, we obtain GM = GN(1 + α)M = 1 thus yield-
ing MD = 1. Consequently, we can observe larger val-
ues of QNMs that correspond to lower mass black holes
than predicted by GR. Figs. 1-(c) and 1-(d) show these
results. In Appendix C, one can easily determine from
the data that the electromagnetic and gravitational mode
frequencies display strict isospectrality in the axial and
polar sections. Therefore, we can perform an error anal-
ysis of the isospectral properties to assess the accuracy
of the numerical method. Figs. 2-(e) and 2-(f) show the
percentage error between the different parities under the
WKB approach, while Figs. 2-(g) and 2-(h) correspond
to the matrix method. Here, the percentage error of the
real part, for example, is defined as

∆Re (ω) = 100× Re(ωpo)− Re(ωax)

Re(ωax)
. (67)

And it can be observed that the errors generated by both
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FIG. 2. The percentage error between its corresponding axial
and polar sections in the l = 2, n = 0 electromagnetic mode.
The results of the WKB approach are shown at the (e) and
(f), while the results of the matrix method are displayed at the
(g) and (h). Note, the coordinates y1 = 10−5, y2 = 2× 10−5

and y3 = 5× 10−6.

methods converge as the cosmological constant Λ is in-
creased. Specifically, the error of the matrix method ex-
hibits exponential convergence. Additionally, it is worth
noting that the WKB approach exhibits higher accuracy
when both the MOG parameter α and cosmological con-
stant Λ are small, with values such that α < 0.1 and
Λ < 0.01.

2. The gravitational modes

The gravitational modes exist only for l ≥ 2. During
the merger of black hole, l = 2 mode will provide signifi-
cant contribution. According to the findings of these re-
ported in Refs. [7, 60, 61], the modes under consideration
may play a significant role in the radiation emitted during
the merger of black holes. As predicted by these stud-
ies, it is a generic characteristic that the process in ques-
tion is accompanied by the simultaneous emission of both
electromagnetic and gravitational waves. The ringdown
phase is characterized by a superposition of both elec-
tromagnetic and gravitational QNM frequencies. Figs. 3
shows that, compared with the electromagnetic QNMs,
the gravitational frequencies have a similar trend in re-
sponse to parameter α as the electromagnetic frequency,
however, with a lower magnitude and a smoother decay
rate. In addition, comparison with Figs. 1, as the pa-
rameter α varies, the gravitational frequencies appear to
be less affected than the electromagnetic perturbation.
In Fig. 4, we can observe that the WKB approach in-
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FIG. 3. The axial gravitational frequencies in the l = 2, n = 0
mode, where (i) and (j) correspond to the results when the
black hole mass M = 1, while (k) and (l) correspond to the
results when the black hole ADM mass MD = 1.

troduces an error of 0.1%. Note, the generation of large
errors depends more on the WKB approach, since the
precision of this method is related to the fields being
considered [48]. At the same time, the matrix method
still maintains highly accurate numerical results in grav-
itational modes. Similarly to electromagnetic modes, in
Figs. 4-(o) and 4-(p), the errors decrease with increas-
ing of the cosmological constant Λ, as determined by
the property of Eq. (62) in the matrix method. Conse-
quently, we consider that the matrix method is expected
to yield better accuracy for gravitational frequencies.

It is well-known that the gravitational and the electro-
magnetic perturbations of the Schwarzschild and the RN
black holes exhibit an important property called isospec-
trality, which was first demonstrated by Chandrasekhar
[32]. Despite the fact that the axial and polar sectors
of the perturbations are governed by distinct potentials,
their QNM spectra remain identical [33]. However, this
isospectral property does not apply to modified theories,
such as loop quantum gravity [62], Chern-Simons gravity
[63] and Lovelock gravity [64], or in higher-dimensional
spacetimes [33]. Noteworthy, in the case of AdS space-
times with a negative cosmological constant, isospectral-
ity breaking occurs in the most common S-AdS space-
times. This implies that isospectrality in the MOG-
AdS spacetimes, which is a generalization of the S-AdS
spacetimes, should also be broken due to their particular
boundary conditions. Therefore, the focus of our study is
isospectrality in MOG-dS spacetimes, and based on the
data presented in Appendix C and Figs. 2, 4, we confirm
that isospectrality is indeed present in this scenario.
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FIG. 4. The percentage error between its corresponding axial
and polar sections in the l = 2, n = 0 gravitational mode.
The results of the WKB approach are shown at the (m) and
(n), while the results of the matrix method are displayed at
the (o) and (p). Note, the coordinates y4 = 4 × 10−5 and
y5 = 2× 10−6.

B. Case for ξ = 1

In this subsection, we will explore the influence of the
interaction term on the QNM spectrum; for convenience,
we set Λ = 0. For equations governing QNMs that are
coupled, the matrix method and the WKB approach are
no longer applicable. Instead, we employ the matrix-
valued continued fraction method. Following Leaver’s
foundational research [65], it is a well-established fact
that continued fraction techniques can resolve the eigen-
value problems in GR. Specializing in Schrödinger-like
potentials, this method proves to be particularly effec-
tive when dealing only with (fractions of) terms that are
powers of 1/r. In this method, the eigenfunctions can be
written as series in which the coefficients satisfy finite-
term recurrence relations. Subsequently, the continued
fraction method was generalized to solve coupled system
of equations, such as Eqs.(28); further discussion can be
found in Ref. [66].

The coupled Eqs.(28) can be rewritten into a compact
form

d2

dr2∗
Y + (ω2 −V)Y = 0, (68)

where

Y =

(
ψg

ψe

)
(69)

and V is a 2× 2 matrix, ie.,

V =

(
F (2−λ+rF ′)

r2 − 2F 2

r2
4iωM

√
α(1+α)F

r7/2λ

− iM
√
αλD2

r7/2ω
−F (4λ+7F−2rF ′)

4r2

)
. (70)

In order to reduce the equation to a matrix-valued recur-
rence relation, we use the ansatz

ψg =
rh(rh − rm)−4(1+α)iMω−1

r
e−2iωrheiωr

× (r − rm)1+2(1+α)iMωz
−iωr2m
rh−rm a(1)n zn

(71)

and

ψe =
rh(rh − rm)−4(1+α)iMω−1

√
r

e−2iωrheiωr

× (r − rm)1+2(1+α)iMωz
−iωr2m
rh−rm a(2)n zn,

(72)

where z = (r − rh)/(r − rm) . In this case, we obtain a
6-term matrix-valued recurrence relation for the vectors
an. It can be reduced to a three-term recurrence relation
using a matrix analog of Gaussian elimination [66]. Here,
we verified the results for different values of n, which
showed clear convergence. As mentioned in Sec. IVA,
the electromagnetic modes exist for l ≥ 1. However,
this does not apply to the current situation, as we need
to solve both electromagnetic and gravitational modes
simultaneously, hence l ≥ 2. In the following, we focus
on the modes for l = 2 and l = 3.
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FIG. 5. In the l = 2, n = 0 mode, the figures (p) and (r) rep-
resent electromagnetic frequencies, while (s) and (t) represent
gravitational frequencies.

In MOG theory, the effects of the interaction term on
the gravito-electromagnetic perturbations in black holes
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are depicted in Figs. 5. When α = 0, the electromag-
netric and the gravitational modes will naturally decou-
ple. This results in the interaction term solely influencing
the electromagnetic mode, but leaving the gravitational
mode unaffected. The introduction of the MOG param-
eter α will cause the coupling between these two modes,
and lead to a noticeable deviations. Specifically, when
we considering the interaction term, as the MOG param-
eter increases, the real part of the gravitational mode
decreases at a slower rate, whereas the imaginary part
decreases more rapidly. While for the electromagnetic
modes, as the increase of α, considering the interaction
term will affect the QNM frequencies as shown in Figs.
5. When l = 3, the results is similar to the case l = 2.
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FIG. 6. The percentage deviation introduced by the interac-
tion terms in the l = 2 and l = 3 modes varies with the MOG
parameter.

In Figs. 6, we show the percentage deviation of the
modes l = 2 or l = 3, which is defined as

δ (Mω) =100×
Mω(ξ=1) −Mω(ξ=0)

Mω(ξ=0)
. (73)

Our results show that, for small α, higher value of l re-
sults smaller devation, since the term that dominates the
frequency is determined by the Fλ/r2 term in the po-
tential function. However, when the MOG parameter
α is large enough, the effect of the interaction term be-
comes non-negligible. The reason is that the source term
contains the coefficient λ, which leads to an increasing
deviation as l increases.

V. RINGDOWN WAVEFORMS

To investigate the contribution of all modes of the elec-
tromagnetic and gravitational perturbation of the MOG-
dS black holes, one could perform numerical simulations
to solve the perturbation equations for the black holes.
In a finite time domain, we can consider the numeri-
cal evolution of an initial wave packet governed by the
time-dependent Schrödinger-like equation. Expressing
Eq. (57) as

∂2

∂r2∗
ψ − ∂2

∂t2
ψ − V ψ = 0, (74)

and using the light-cone coordinates u = t− r∗ and v =
t+ r∗ [67], the above equation can be written as

4
∂2ψ(u, v)

∂u∂v
− V (u, v)ψ(u, v) = 0. (75)

The use of light-cone coordinates can simplify the anal-
ysis of gravitational waves, since the equation takes on
a simple form in these coordinates. In particular, the
equation becomes a wave equation in u and v, which can
be solved using standard techniques such as finite differ-
ence method (FDM) [68–72]. We compute the waveform
ψ(u, v) by imposing the following initial conditions for
Eq. (75)

ψ(u, 0) = 0, ψ(0, v) = Exp

(
− (v − vc)

2

2γ2

)
, (76)

where ψ(0, v) is a Gaussian wave packet centered at vc
and having a width of γ. The observer position, located
at r0 = 10rh with Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, is sit-
uated in the outer communication domain and satisfies
the condition rh < r0 < rc. Then, we can numerically
solve the partial differential Eq. (76) to generate the
ringdown waveforms. Note that our goal is to perform
a time evolution and extract the time-domain waveform
ψ(t) at future null infinity.
The ringdown waveforms of the electromagnetic and

gravitational modes at l = 2 and n = 0 are depicted in
Figs. 7 and 8 correspondingly. It can be noted that the
waveforms of the axial and polar parities remain consis-
tent for varied parameters. Upon comparing Fig. 7 and
Fig. 8, it becomes evident that the gravitational mode
demonstrates a slower decay and lower frequency when
contrasted with the electromagnetic mode. As depicted
on the right side of Figs. 7 - 8, it can be observed that
waveforms with larger values of the parameter α exhibit
slower decay and a decrease in frequency. This suggests
that a higher value of α corresponds to smaller imagi-
nary and real parts in the QNM frequencies. These find-
ings align with the conclusions presented in subsection
IVA. Additionally, when the cosmological constant Λ is
larger, the waveform is more sensitive to variations in
the MOG parameter α. For now, we try to fit ψ(t, r)
using a QNM model comprising a finite number of expo-
nentially damped sinusoids. Without loss of generality,
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FIG. 7. The time evolution of the wave function ψ(t) corre-
sponds to the axial (dotted line) and polar (full line) electro-
magnetic perturbations in the l = 2, n = 0 mode.
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FIG. 8. The time evolution of the wave function ψ(t) of the
axial (dotted line) and polar (full line) gravitational pertur-
bation in the l = 2, n = 0 mode.

only considering the fundamental mode for nonrotating
black hole, we drop the indices n and m. Hence, we use
a modified exponentially decaying function as

Q(t) = eωItAl sin(ωR +Bl), t ∈ (t0, tend), (77)

and choose the range of the fit from t0 = 120M to tend =
160M .
Last, we present the fitted results in comparison with

those calculated by the matrix method in Tabs. II and

III, which is electromagnetic and gravitational perturba-
tions, respectively. Considering the inherent errors that
can arise during numerical computations and the limita-
tions imposed by the finite number of parameters in the
fitting process, we have confidence in the accuracy of the
matrix method based on the obtained fitting results.

TABLE II. Contrasting the axial electromagnetic mode for
values of M = 1 and Λ = 0.03.

α Matrix method Fitting

l = 1

0 0.213721-0.079565i 0.213717-0.079568i

0.5 0.128374-0.043767i 0.128209-0.043539i

1.0 0.051311-0.016438i 0.051816-0.014548i

l = 2

0 0.391893-0.081346i 0.391886-0.081368i

0.5 0.231013-0.044289i 0.230873-0.044137i

1.0 0.090893-0.016480i 0.091239-0.014361i

TABLE III. Contrasting the axial gravitational mode for val-
ues of M = 1 and Λ = 0.03.

α Matrix method Fitting

l = 2

0 0.319260-0.077710i 0.319250-0.077717i

0.5 0.174115-0.042734i 0.174023-0.042581i

1.0 0.065427-0.016336i 0.066693-0.013963i

l = 3

0 0.512575-0.079989i 0.512582-0.080048i

0.5 0.280741-0.043420i 0.280594-0.043207i

1.0 0.106234-0.016389i 0.105986-0.013908i

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND EXTENSIONS

MOG is a covariant modification of GR with a mas-
sive vector field ϕµ and two scalar fields G and µ. And
the vector field is assumed to be of the form ϕµ =
(ϕ0(r), 0, 0, 0), which represents the optimal configura-
tion for a static solution [13]. In this work, we obtained
an asymptotic (Anti) de Sitter solution with a cosmolog-
ical constant in the MOG theory. Additionally, we have
computed the QNM frequencies of electromagnetic and
gravitational perturbations for this black hole solution.
Our results show a significant dependence on the dimen-
sionless parameter α, and confirm the isospectrality in
MOG-dS spacetime if the interaction of matter and the
vector field is not considered. We also investigate the
consequence of considering the interaction term in calcu-
lation of the QNM frequencies.
In this paper, we only consider the QNMs of MOG-

dS spacetime. However, for the MOG-AdS spacetime,
since the AdS/CFT correspondence, the QNM frequen-
cies are still worthy to investigate. Another interesting
extension is the metric (22) can be extended to the ro-
tating situation by assuming a corresponding vector field
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ϕµ = (ϕ0, 0, 0, ϕ3). In rotating case, this vector field will
be related to the cosmological constant Λ. Note that in
static spacetime, our ϕµ, Eq.(21), is equivalent to Eq.
(7) in Ref. [13] as a special case. As an extension of this
research, our investigation of the MOG-(A)dS spacetime
to search for Kerr-like solutions, as well as studying the
QNM frequencies and other relevant properties of this
black hole, is expected to shed light on the properties
of the MOG theory and its applicability in astrophysical
scenarios. Furthermore, the spins of the merging black
holes are expected to play a crucial role in interpreting
the aLIGO/Virgo ringdown data accurately. By gaining
a better understanding of the spin dynamics in black hole
mergers [73, 75, 76], we can deepen our understanding of
the fundamental physics of gravity and the behavior of
black holes.
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Appendix A: EXPLICIT PERTURBATION
EQUATIONS

In this appendix, we present all the components of the
perturbed Einstein equations:

2M2α(1 + α)H0 − 2r3F 3H ′
2 − r2F (λ− 2)K

− F 2
[
2M2α(1 + α) + r2(λ+ 2F + 4rF ′)

]
+ r3F (6F + rF ′)K ′ + 2r4F 2K ′′

= 4M
√
α(1 + α)

[
F
(
ru′(1) − u(1)

)
+ iωru(2)

] (A1)

−2iωrF 2H2 − iωr(rF ′ − 2F )K0

+λFH1 + 2iωr2FK ′ = 0,
(A2)

iωr3λK + r3λF ′H1 + r3λF (iωH2 +H ′
1)

= 4M
√
α(1 + α)

(
λu(2) − Fru′(3)

)
,

(A3)

λ(2F + λ− 2)h0 − iωrλF (2h1 + rh′1)

−r2λFh′′0 = −4M
√
α(1 + α)Fu′(4),

(A4)

(
r2λ+ 2M2α(1 + α) + 2r3F ′)H0

− 2r3FH ′
0 − 4iωr3FH1 + 2r2F 2

(
r2Λ− 1

)
H2

+ r2
[
2r2ω2 − (λ− 2)F

]
K + r3F (2F + rF ′)K ′

= 4M
√
α(1 + α)

[
F
(
ru′(1) − u(1)

)
+ iωru(2)

]
,

(A5)

r2λ (2F + rF ′)H0 − 2r3λFH ′
0 − 2iωr3λH1

− r2λF 2 (2F + rF ′)H2 + 2r3λF 2K ′

= −8M
√
α(1 + α)F

(
λu(1) + iωru(3)

) (A6)

2iωrλh0 + λ
[
r2ω2 − (λ− 2)F

]
h1

− iωr2λh′0 = −4iωM
√
α(1 + α)u(4),

(A7)

iωrh0 + rF ′Fh1 + rF 2h′1 = 0, (A8)

H0 − F 2H2 = 0, (A9)

F
(
12M(1 + α)(r −Mα) + 8Λr4 − 3λr2

)
H0

+ 3r4F ′2H0 + 3r3F (2F − rF ′)H ′
0 + 6r4F 2H ′′

0

+ 6iωr3F (2F + rF ′)H1 + 12iωr4F 2H ′
1

+ F 3
(
12M(1 + α)(r −Mα)− 16Λr4 + 3r2λ

)
H2

+ F 2
(
3r4F ′2 − 6r4ω2

)
H2 + 3r3F 3(2F + rF ′)H ′

2

− 6r4ω2FK − 6r3F 2(2F + rF ′)K ′ − 6r4F 3K ′′

= 24M
√
α(1 + α)F [F (ru′(1) − u(1)) + iωru(2)]. (A10)

And here are all the components of the perturbed
Maxwell equations:

iωr2F ′u(2) − iωrF [u(2) − u(3) + ru′(2)]

+ λFu(1) + ξF 2u(1) − rF 2[ξu′(1) + ru′′(1)]

=
M

√
α

2

[
(1− 2ξ)rF ′H0 − 2ξFH0 + F 3rH ′

2

− (1− 2ξ)FrH ′
0 − F 2(2rK ′ − rF ′H2)

]
,

(A11)

(r2ω2/F − ξF + ξrF ′ − λ)u(2) + iωru(1)

− iωr2u′(1) + rF [ξu′(2) + u′(3)] =M
√
α

×
[
ξ(F − rF ′)H1 − ξFrH ′

1

− iωr

2
(H0/F + 2K0 − FH2)

]
,

(A12)

F 2r2u′′(3) + F (ξF + rF ′)ru′(3) + r2ω2u(3) − iωrλu(1)

+ ξF (rF ′F − 2F )u(3) + λF [u(2) − ru′(2)] = 0,

(A13)

F 2r2u′′(4) + F (ξF + rF ′)ru′(4) + r2ω2u(4)

− F (λ+ 2ξF − ξrF ′)u(4) =
M

√
αλF

r
× [(3ξ − 2)h0 − (ξ − 1)rh′0 + iωrh1] .

(A14)
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Appendix B: Explicit coefficients

In this appendix, we present the explicit expressions of
the parameters ϖ, c1, and c2 as

ϖ = 3M(1 + α)− 2M2α(1 + α)

r
+
r

2
(λ− 2) , (B1)

c1 =
Λ

6

[
2M(1 + α)(4Mα− 3r) + r2λ

]
− M(1 + α)

2r4
[
2M2α(1 + α)(4Mα− 11r)

+Mr2(12 + 20α− αλ) + λr3 − 6r3
]
,

(B2)

c2 =
Λ

3

[
2M2α(1 + α) + r2(λ− 1)

]
− (λ− 2)

+
M(1 + α)

r4
[
2M2α(1 + α)(Mα− 4r)

+Mr2(9 + 12α− αλ) + 2λr3 − 8r3
]
.

(B3)

Appendix C: QNM FREQUENCYS TABLES

In this appendix, we will provide some QNMs data for reference.

TABLE IV. Comparison of the n = 0, l = 1 mode electromagnetic QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.237424-0.088396i 0.237424-0.088396i 0.237360-0.088529i 0.237360-0.088529i

0.5 0.169603-0.057991i 0.169606-0.057990i 0.169566-0.058099i 0.169603-0.058050i

1.0 0.126914-0.040831i 0.126915-0.040831i 0.126876-0.040914i 0.126921-0.040856i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.225944-0.084104i 0.225944-0.084104i 0.225891-0.084218i 0.225891-0.084218i

0.5 0.150578-0.051376i 0.150578-0.051376i 0.150554-0.051446i 0.150573-0.051421i

1.0 0.097174-0.031146i 0.097174-0.031146i 0.097164-0.031175i 0.097175-0.031161i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.213721-0.079565i 0.213721-0.079565i 0.213676-0.079661i 0.213676-0.079661i

0.5 0.128374-0.043767i 0.128374-0.043767i 0.128361-0.043808i 0.128369-0.043798i

1.0 0.051311-0.016438i 0.051311-0.016438i 0.051311-0.016444i 0.051311-0.016443i

TABLE V. Comparison of the n = 0, l = 2 mode electromagnetic QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.436871-0.090683i 0.436871-0.090683i 0.436859-0.090689i 0.436859-0.090689i

0.5 0.306868-0.059032i 0.306869-0.059033i 0.306868-0.059037i 0.306868-0.059037i

1.0 0.226347-0.041330i 0.226347-0.041330i 0.226346-0.041332i 0.226346-0.041332i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.415023-0.086144i 0.415023-0.086144i 0.415021-0.086149i 0.415021-0.086149i

0.5 0.271696-0.052168i 0.271696-0.052168i 0.271696-0.052170i 0.271696-0.052170i

1.0 0.172686-0.031405i 0.172686-0.031405i 0.172686-0.031406i 0.172686-0.031406i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.391893-0.081346i 0.391893-0.081346i 0.391892-0.081351i 0.391892-0.081351i

0.5 0.231013-0.044289i 0.231013-0.044289i 0.231013-0.044290i 0.231013-0.044290i

1.0 0.090893-0.016480i 0.090893-0.016480i 0.090893-0.016480i 0.090893-0.016480i
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TABLE VI. Comparison of the n = 1, l = 2 mode electromagnetic QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.418304-0.276619i 0.418304-0.276619i 0.418336-0.276648i 0.418336-0.276648i

0.5 0.297394-0.179206i 0.297398-0.179205i 0.297400-0.179221i 0.297401-0.179220i

1.0 0.221090-0.124987i 0.221089-0.124989i 0.221088-0.124997i 0.221088-0.124996i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.399004-0.262002i 0.399004-0.262002i 0.398998-0.262020i 0.398998-0.262020i

0.5 0.264994-0.157671i 0.264995-0.157671i 0.264995-0.157679i 0.264995-0.157679i

1.0 0.170291-0.094475i 0.170291-0.094475i 0.170291-0.094479i 0.170291-0.094479i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.378322-0.246730i 0.378322-0.246730i 0.378315-0.246737i 0.378315-0.246737i

0.5 0.226858-0.133378i 0.226858-0.133378i 0.226859-0.133384i 0.226859-0.133384i

1.0 0.090546-0.049449i 0.090546-0.049449i 0.090546-0.049449i 0.090546-0.049449i

TABLE VII. Comparison of the n = 0, l = 2 mode gravitational QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.356480-0.085468i 0.356476-0.085488i 0.356446-0.085425i 0.356508-0.085460i

0.5 0.232415-0.055130i 0.232416-0.055131i 0.232406-0.055089i 0.232420-0.055135i

1.0 0.164552-0.038807i 0.164552-0.038807i 0.164557-0.038779i 0.164551-0.038817i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.338390-0.081755i 0.338391-0.081756i 0.338373-0.081694i 0.338414-0.081730i

0.5 0.205305-0.049545i 0.205305-0.049545i 0.205306-0.049513i 0.205308-0.049547i

1.0 0.124959-0.030350i 0.124959-0.030350i 0.124964-0.030339i 0.124959-0.030353i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.319260-0.077710i 0.319261-0.077710i 0.319253-0.077654i 0.319278-0.077689i

0.5 0.174115-0.042734i 0.174115-0.042734i 0.174120-0.042715i 0.174117-0.042735i

1.0 0.065427-0.016336i 0.065427-0.016336i 0.065427-0.016335i 0.065427-0.016336i

TABLE VIII. Comparison of the n = 1, l = 2 mode gravitational QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.333886-0.261280i 0.333178-0.261547i 0.332943-0.261414i 0.333259-0.261778i

0.5 0.219868-0.167799i 0.219824-0.167828i 0.219685-0.167606i 0.219813-0.167962i

1.0 0.157582-0.117468i 0.157584-0.117470i 0.157552-0.117308i 0.157580-0.117575i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.318786-0.249097i 0.318747-0.249178i 0.318534-0.248812i 0.318762-0.249137i

0.5 0.197007-0.149752i 0.197007-0.149753i 0.196953-0.149573i 0.197009-0.149810i

1.0 0.122207-0.091234i 0.122207-0.091234i 0.122209-0.091169i 0.122209-0.091260i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.303029-0.235892i 0.303032-0.235886i 0.302884-0.235548i 0.303040-0.235830i

0.5 0.169344-0.128600i 0.169344-0.128600i 0.169331-0.128489i 0.169346-0.128621i

1.0 0.065074-0.049012i 0.065074-0.049012i 0.065076-0.049009i 0.064886-0.049157i
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TABLE IX. Comparison of the n = 0, l = 3 mode gravitational QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.571997-0.088726i 0.571994-0.088723i 0.571991-0.088720i 0.571991-0.088720i

0.5 0.373753-0.056874i 0.373753-0.056874i 0.373753-0.056874i 0.373753-0.056874i

1.0 0.265549-0.039795i 0.265549-0.039795i 0.265549-0.039795i 0.265549-0.039795i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.543115-0.084496i 0.543115-0.084496i 0.543115-0.084495i 0.543115-0.084496i

0.5 0.330558-0.050710i 0.330558-0.050710i 0.330558-0.050711i 0.330558-0.050711i

1.0 0.202230-0.030753i 0.202230-0.030753i 0.202230-0.030754i 0.202230-0.030754i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.512575-0.079989i 0.512575-0.079989i 0.512576-0.079988i 0.512575-0.079989i

0.5 0.280741-0.043420i 0.280741-0.043420i 0.280741-0.043420i 0.280741-0.043420i

1.0 0.106234-0.016389i 0.106234-0.016389i 0.106234-0.016389i 0.106232-0.016389i

TABLE X. Comparison of the n = 1, l = 3 mode gravitational QNM frequencies calculated by the matrix method and the
WKB approach in the MOG-de Sitter spacetime.

α

Matrix method WKB approach

axial polar axial polar

Λ = 0.01

0 0.557466-0.268766i 0.557476-0.268715i 0.557454-0.268637i 0.557454-0.268639i

0.5 0.365916-0.171794i 0.365915-0.171791i 0.365914-0.171790i 0.365914-0.171792i

1.0 0.261177-0.119917i 0.261177-0.119917i 0.261177-0.119917i 0.261177-0.119918i

Λ = 0.02

0 0.530746-0.255365i 0.530745-0.255364i 0.530743-0.255358i 0.530743-0.255359i

0.5 0.325270-0.152718i 0.325270-0.152718i 0.325271-0.152718i 0.325271-0.152719i

1.0 0.200410-0.092375i 0.200410-0.092375i 0.200410-0.092375i 0.200410-0.092376i

Λ = 0.03

0 0.502255-0.241334i 0.502255-0.241334i 0.502254-0.241330i 0.502254-0.241331i

0.5 0.277603-0.130496i 0.277603-0.130496i 0.277603-0.130496i 0.277603-0.130496i

1.0 0.105988-0.049171i 0.105988-0.049171i 0.105988-0.049171i 0.105965-0.049182i
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