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Abstract

The frozen star model describes a type of black hole mimicker; that

is, a regular, horizonless, ultracompact object that behaves just like a

Schwarzschild black hole from an external-observer’s perspective. In

particular, the frozen star is bald, meaning that it cannot be excited.

To mimic the possible excitations of the frozen star, it needs to be

“defrosted” by allowing deviations from the maximally negative radial

pressure and vanishing tangential pressure of the fluid sourcing the

star. Here, we extend a previous study on non-radial oscillations of

the defrosted star by considering, in addition to the fluid modes, the

even-parity metric perturbations and their coupling to the fluid modes.

At first, general equations are obtained for the perturbations of the

energy density and pressure along with the even-parity perturbations

of the metric for a static, spherically symmetric but otherwise generic

background with an anisotropic fluid. This formal framework is then

applied to the case of a defrosted star. The spectrum of non-radial

oscillations is obtained to leading order in an expansion in terms of

γ, which is the small relative deviation away from maximally negative

radial pressure. We find that the sound velocity of the modes is non-

relativistic, and proportional to γ, while their lifetime is parametrically

long, proportional to 1/γ2. This result was anticipated by previous

discussions on the collapsed polymer model, whose strongly non-classical

interior is argued to provide a microscopic description of the frozen and

defrosted star geometries. Our results will serve as a starting point

for calculating the spectrum of emitted gravitational waves from an

excited frozen star.
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1 Introduction

The “frozen star” is a particular class of black hole (BH) mimickers, by

which we mean regular, horizonless, ultracompact objects that, from the

perspective of an externally situated observer, behave just like the BHs of

general relativity, including their standard semiclassical aspects. The original

discussions on the frozen star model, although not yet called as such, can be

found in [1, 2]. Subsequent treatments that do indeed incorporate the name

frozen star, which was adopted as an homage to early literature [3], can

be found in [4, 5, 6, 7]. Even more recent discussions have allowed for the

incorporation of rotation [8] and provided a formal description of the matter

source in terms of a fluid of electric-flux tubes [9].

One of the signature features of the frozen star model is a radial pressure

that is maximally negative, p ≡ pr = −ρ , ρ being the energy density, and

a vanishing pressure in the tangential directions q ≡ pθ = pφ = 0 . The

former property allows the model to evade the singularity theorems [10, 11]

and Buchdahl-like compactness-of-matter bounds [12, 13, 14, 15, 16], while

still respecting the null-energy condition, whereas the latter is a consequence

of the microscopic description of the star’s interior being effectively two

dimensional [17]. Another important feature is that the frozen star solution

deviates from the Schwarzschild geometry over horizon-sized length scales,

meaning that it is not plagued by conflicts with the conservation of energy

that other ultracompact objects have while slowly evaporating [18, 19].

Yet another prominent feature is that the frozen star metric is nearly null

throughout the interior, as each radial surface is timelike up to an extremely

small, dimensionless parameter ε2. As explained in detail elsewhere [1, 2] and

vindicated in [7], this strange property is just what is needed to account for

an area-law’s worth of entropy without having a formal horizon. As far as we

know, the frozen star may be the only model of its kind that can reproduce

all of the standard properties of a BH — including all of its thermodynamic

2



properties — but with none of the usual pathologies. For an incomplete

list of other models, see [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30]. Further

references can be found in the review articles [31, 32, 33, 34].

It is worthwhile to recall that the frozen star’s microscopic description, what

is known as the collapsed polymer model [35, 17, 36], is provided by a fluid

of highly excited, interacting, long, closed, fundamental strings. In this

sense, the frozen star metric is meant to represent how an external observer

would effectively describe the interior geometry, even though the inside is

lacking a classically geometrical description at a fundamental level. From this

perspective, it would be inaccurate to claim that astrophysical BHs are filled

with some highly anisotropic classical fluid. The importance of the metric is

then not to paint a geometrical portrait but to enable one to perform precise

calculations within the realms of general relativity and quantum field theory

in curved space. Nevertheless, a recent discovery [9] suggests that a particular

arrangement of open strings, or lines of electric flux, that are radially directed

from the center of the star to its outer surface (or vice versa) can act as the

matter source for the frozen star geometry. This description of the interior

also has its origins in string theory [37, 38] but, unlike the polymer model,

is directly endowed with a well-defined metric via Einstein’s equations. It

is also worth mentioning that this radial-string picture is consistent with a

hedgehog-like description of the frozen star interior, as presented in [5] and

originally discussed in [39, 40].

A direct consequence of the frozen star equation of state p + ρ = 0 is

the ultrastability of the model; any perturbations of the interior geometry

or matter densities vanish identically [1, 4]. This feature agrees with the

polymer model, which is completely stable, behaving like a hairless BH, in

the absence of quantum effects or, equivalently, as the closed-string coupling

goes to zero, g2s → 0 . When quantum effects are included, it was shown

that the polymer supports a spectrum of non-radial oscillations whose sound

velocity scales as gs (in c = 1 units) and whose lifetime scales as 1/g2s [41].
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So that, to mimic the quantum effects of the polymer model and study the

spectrum of oscillatory modes of the frozen star, one must allow for deviations

away from its maximally negative radial pressure by, effectively, “defrosting”

the star. For the calculations to make sense, such deviations — which will be

denoted by the dimensionless, non-negative parameter γ — need to be small

enough to be regarded as perturbative, but not so extremely small that γ

dominates over ε2. The consequences of these constraints will be a point of

emphasis in Section 2. What is already clear though is that γ2 plays the

same role as g2s does in the polymer model; as demonstrated explicitly in

Eqs. (2.13) and (2.14), which inform us that radial velocities scale as γ.

The model of a frozen star with a relaxed equation of state has already

been introduced in [6], where we determined the nature of the non-radial

oscillatory modes of the fluid perturbations in the energy density, radial

pressure and tangential pressure: δρ, δp and δq, respectively. In [6], following

[42], we applied the Cowling approximation [43], meaning that the metric

perturbations are ignored completely. This is a reasonable approximation

for BH mimickers, as it becomes more accurate as the object becomes more

compact [44]. Nevertheless, a central goal of the current paper is to relax this

approximation and thus allow for coupling between the fluid and geometric

sectors.

Another objective of the the current paper, which was not pursued in [6], is

to solve for the spectrum of the ringdown modes, as this can only be obtained

by coupling oscillatory modes to the external spacetime; in which case, the

gravitational perturbations can no longer be dismissed. The ringdown modes

are of great interest because these determine the spectrum of gravitational

waves (GWs) that are emitted from an excited star; for example, in the final

phase of a merger event in a binary system. Then, if astrophysical BHs are

indeed described by frozen stars, their emission of GWs could possibly lead

to observable predictions (e.g., [45, 46]). Put differently, the ringdown modes

provide a means for probing the star’s interior.
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In this regard, a word of caution is in order: It is our expectation that a

BH mimicker of the frozen star class would, for all practical purposes, be

indistinguishable from a Schwarzschild BH of the same mass when it is in

its equilibrium state [47]. If this is strictly true, what will be required to

discriminate between our model and the Schwarzschild solution, as well as

between frozen stars and other candidate models, is precise data from BH

mergers that is capable of probing their spectrum of excitations.

As the frozen star and polymer models are suppose to be complementary

descriptions of the same object, an important consistency check would be if

they produced similar spectra for their respective ringdown modes. What

is then pertinent is the aforementioned article [41] (also see [48]) in which

the mode spectrum for the polymer model was evaluated. 1 In the present

article, we show that the two spectra are indeed very similar, given that γ2

is identified as the star’s counterpart to the polymer’s g2s .

Although much of the discussion in the current work revolves around the

particular choice of model being the frozen (or, rather, defrosted) star, the

equations presented below are applicable to any anisotropic stellar model,

given the specification of an equation of state and suitable boundary conditions.

Our generic analysis is supplemented by a detailed appendix, in which our

derivations are shown to differ from previous attempts at this sort of description

[49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54]. In most cases, this can be attributed to the specificity

of the analysis; for instance, [53] considers the particular case of polytropes.

On the other hand, in [54], more general calculations are performed; however,

the authors make a restricting assumption that the perturbations respect the

spherical symmetry of the background. 2

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows: We start by introducing the

1Albeit with some heuristic inputs due to the lack of an interior geometry.
2More specifically, they set the perturbations δsθ and δsφ to be a priori vanishing,

where the vector sµ is the unit normal to the fluid velocity as expressed in the notation
of [54] (we rather use kµ).
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relevant background solutions; those of a spherically symmetric, static but

otherwise generic anisotropic star (Sec. 2.1) and the defrosted star model

(Sec. 2.2). The second section ends with a discussion on the pair of dimensionless,

perturbative parameters, ε2 and γ2, that are needed to describe the defrosted

star geometry (Sec. 2.3). The perturbative analysis is then carried out; first

for the generic background (Sec. 3), with many of the details deferred to

the Appendix. The generic results are then applied to the defrosted star

(Sec. 4), culminating with a derivation of the spectrum for the ringdown

modes (Sec. 4.3). The main part of the paper ends with a discussion (Sec. 5).

2 Background geometry

2.1 A generic anisotropic star

The perturbation equations of an anisotropic star will eventually be derived

in Section 3 and the Appendix. For now, we begin with the background

solution, which is static, spherically symmetric but otherwise generic,

ds2 = −e2Φdt2 + e2Λdr2 + r2dΩ2 , (2.1)

where Φ = Φ(r) and Λ = Λ(r) .

The advertised anisotropy enters through the energy–momentum (EM) tensor

Tµν = ρuµuν + pkµkν + q (gµν + uµuν − kµkν) , (2.2)

where the tangential pressure q is allowed to differ from the radial pressure

p, uµ is the fluid 4-velocity and kµ is a radial unit vector, kµkµ = +1 , that

satisfies uµkµ = 0 .
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We will denote metric perturbations by hµν so that the components of the

metric can be written as

gµν = g(0)µν + hµν , (2.3)

where the g
(0)
µν components are defined in Eq. (2.1).

The unperturbed Einstein equations are (a prime denotes a radial derivative)

(
re−2Λ

)′
= 1− 8πG r2ρ , (2.4)

e−2(Λ+Φ)
(
re2Φ

)′
= 1 + 8πG r2p , (2.5)

dp

dr
= −Φ′ (p+ ρ)− 2

r
(p− q) . (2.6)

Now, supplemented by a mass function,

m (r) = 4π

∫ r

0

ρ (s) s2ds , (2.7)

Eq. (2.4) translates into

e−2Λ = 1− 2Gm (r) /r , (2.8)

while Eq. (2.5) adopts the form

1 + 2r
dΦ

dr
=

1 + 8πr2p

1− 2Gm (r) /r
. (2.9)

Combining the previous equation with Eq. (2.6), one obtains a modified

version of the standard Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff equation,

dp

dr
= −G

(p + ρ) (m (r) + 4πr3p)

r (r − 2Gm (r))
− 2

r
(p− q) . (2.10)
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Ultimately, in order to complete the full perturbative analysis as described

below, an equation of state of the form ρ = ρ (p) , q = q (p) would have to

be specified.

2.2 The defrosted star model

In this case, the relevant metric components are

−gtt = e2Φ = ε2 + γ
( r

R

)a

, (2.11)

grr = e2Λ = ε2 + γ
( r

R

)b

, (2.12)

where all parameters are dimensionless besides R (the radius of the star) and

the original frozen star model is retrieved by setting γ = 0 . Although a and

b are a priori undetermined numbers, it was shown in [6] that self-consistency

requires the specific choices of a = 2 and b = 0 , so that

−gtt = γ
( r

R

)2

, (2.13)

grr = γ , (2.14)

with ε2 now neglected (both here and in what follows) because ε ≪ γ .

Subsequent expressions will also be to linear order in γ because γ ≪ 1 .

This hierarchy of scales is discussed at length in Section 2.3.

It should be noted that the form of the metric is altered near the center of

the star [5] and close to its outer surface [4]. However, the former has no

bearing on the current analysis and similarly for the latter given that the

thin-wall approximation has been implemented, as we choose to do here.

Let us now consider two components of the EM tensor,

8πGr2ρ = 1− γ , (2.15)
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and

8πGr2p = −1 + 3γ , (2.16)

which can be combined into

p = ρ (−1 + 2γ) (2.17)

or

8πGr2(ρ+ p) = 2γ , (2.18)

which makes the intended deviation from ρ + p = 0 quite evident. Also

note that ρ+ p ≥ 0 , as required by causality.

Via the background conservation equation for the EM tensor,

dp

dr
= −∂rΦ (ρ+ p)− (p− q)

r
, (2.19)

one finds that the tangential pressure q is no longer vanishing, as it is in the

frozen star model. Rather,

8πGr2q = γ (2.20)

or

q =
1

2
(ρ+ p) , (2.21)

from which it can be deduced that (also using Eq. (2.17))

∂q

∂p
= −γ . (2.22)

Another useful relation is

∂rΦ =
2

r
. (2.23)
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The radius R of a defrosted star of mass M is larger than its Schwarzschild

size, as can be shown by matching the radial component of the defrosted

star metric to the standard Schwarzschild form at r = R . This leads to,

at linear order in γ, R = 2GM(1 + γ) . That the star’s mass is indeed M

(again at linear order) follows from

R∫

0

dr 4πr2 ρ(r) =
1

2G

R∫

0

dr (1− γ) =
1− γ

2G
R = M , (2.24)

where ρ(r) has been obtained from Eq. (2.15). Since the defrosted star

is meant to be regarded as an excited state of the frozen star [41], the

implication is that the ground state had an initial mass of less than M .

2.3 Interpretation of ε2 and γ2

To gain some insight into the defrosted star model, it is useful to discuss the

interpretation and relative size of the model’s pair of small, dimensionless

parameters ε2 and γ2. Although we cannot be precise on either, our working

assumption is that these two parameters correspond to the two small parameters

of the polymer model: ε2 corresponds to ǫ = lP
R

, the Planck length measured

in Schwarzschild units, and γ2 corresponds to g2s , the closed-string coupling.

It is necessary for the self-consistency of the polymer model that ǫ ≪ g2s .

This would certainly be true for any observable BH given that g2s is not

abnormally small. For example, a solar-mass BH would have ǫ ∼ 10−38

and we expect that g2s . 1
10

, implying that ε2 < 10−38 (typically) and

γ2 . 1
10

.

It should then be emphasized that the defrosted star background must be

viewed as a geometry which enables the frozen star to mimic some quantum

effects of the polymer model by allowing it to be perturbed away from its

bald equilibrium state. Clearly, any star for which |gtt|r=R ∼ 1
10

is not
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sufficiently compact to mimic a BH. The relevant physical quantities are the

perturbations, which we discuss in the following sections, while the deformed

background geometry is just an enabling agent.

It is also of interest to consider differences in the internal tortoise coordinate,

r∗ =
∫

dr√
−gttgrr

, which has important implications for the causal structure

of the interior spacetime. In the case of the frozen star, this is r∗ = r
ε2

.

As for the defrosted star, r∗ =
R
γ
ln r

R
, which differs greatly from the linear

relation of the frozen star model, being more reminiscent of the familiar

relation for the Schwarzschild geometry. In the analysis of Section 4, we find

that redefining the tortoise coordinate as r∗ = R ln r
R

, up to a suitable

integration constant, is a more convenient choice.

3 Metric perturbations

First note that, for the rest of the paper, including the Appendix, we employ

units for which 8πG = 1 . The sole exception is Section 4.3, where Newton’s

constant is briefly restored for clarity.

The metric perturbation hµν can be expanded in terms of tensorial spherical

harmonics of either even or odd parity. The Regge–Wheeler gauge [55] can

be used to simplify these expansions significantly. Our focus here will be on

the even-parity metric perturbations, as these are the ones that can couple

to the scalar density and pressure perturbations [56] and so the most relevant

to an analysis that extends beyond the Cowling approximation. The total

perturbed metric in the Regge–Wheeler gauge is, to first order [56, 57],

g(even)µν =




−e
2Φ

(

1 + H0Yℓme
iωt

)

−iωH1Yℓme
iωt

0 0

−iωH1Yℓme
iωt

e
2Λ

(

1 − H0Yℓme
iωt

)

0 0

0 0 r
2
(

1 − KYℓme
iωt

)

0

0 0 0 r
2
sin

2
θ

(

1 − KYℓme
iωt

)


 .

(3.1)
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It is useful to introduce a fluid displacement vector of the form ξi = δui

ut ,

where i = 1, 2, 3 or i = r, θ, φ . Their Regge–Wheeler counterparts are

presented below in Eq. (3.4).

The four radial functions characterizing the even-parity metric perturbations,

H0, H1, H2, K, and the pair of functions describing the even-parity part of

the displacement vector, W,V , remain to be determined by the linearized

equations of motion. These emerge out of the variation of the Einstein

equations,

δGµν = δTµν , (3.2)

along with the variation of the conservation equations for the EM tensor,

δ
(
∇νT

ν
µ

)
= 0 . (3.3)

As mentioned, the even-parity perturbations of the metric can be found in

Eq. (3.1), whereas the even-parity fluid displacements are expressible as [56,

57]

ξr =
e−ΛW (r)

r2
eiωtYℓm (θ, φ) ,

ξθ = −V (r)

r2
eiωt∂θYℓm (θ, φ) ,

ξφ = − V (r)

r2 sin2 θ
eiωt∂φYℓm (θ, φ) . (3.4)

To relate spacetime and matter perturbations, one makes use of Eqs. (3.2)
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and (3.3) such that

T ν
µ = diag {−ρ, p, q, q} . (3.5)

For instance, Eq. (3.2) leads to a set of four initial-value equations (see

Section A.4 in the Appendix for details),

H ′
0 + r−1e2Λ

[
1− r2ρ+

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2
+

σ

2
r2
]
H0

= rK ′′ + e2Λ
(
3− 5m (r)

8πr
− r2ρ

2

)
K ′ + r−1e2Λ

[
1− ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2
− r2 (ρ+ q)

]
K

− r−1

[
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

]
eΛW + r−1e2Λ (ρ+ q) ℓ (ℓ+ 1)V + r−1 (ρ+ p) eΛW ′ ,

(3.6)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H1 = −2r [H0 + (rΦ′ − 1)K − rK ′] + 2 (ρ+ p) eΛW , (3.7)

ω2H1 = −2eΛ+2Φ (p− q) δ̂kθ − e2Φ (2Φ′H0 +H ′
0 −K ′) , (3.8)

H0 = H2 . (3.9)

Here and in what follows, δ̂kθ denotes δkθ stripped of its angular dependence,

δkθ (r, θ, φ) = δ̂kθ (r) ∂θYℓm (θ, φ) . (3.10)

Similarly for other hatted quantities, although in some cases it would be the

spherical harmonic function that gets stripped off rather than one that is
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differentiated.

Equations (3.8) and (3.9) determine δ̂kθ and H2, respectively, allowing for

their elimination from all the other equations (the latter, rather trivially).

The remaining two initial-value equations could, in principle, be used in a

similar fashion. For instance, Eq. (3.7) could be used to eliminate H1 from

the rest of the equations if supplemented by the relation (see Eq. (A.63))

H ′
1 = −r−1e2Λ

(
1

2
r2 (p− ρ) +

m (r)

4πr

)
H1 + e2Λ (H0 +K − 2 (ρ+ q) V ) .

(3.11)

Similarly, Eq. (3.6) could be used to eliminate any one of K,W, V . In

practice, we will include this pair of initial-value relations in our system

of equations to be solved, leaving us with two extra unknowns.

Meanwhile, the r
r component of Eq. (3.2) gives us the first of three propagation

equations for what could have been the remaining three unknowns (H0 and

the “other two” from the set K,W, V ),

e−2Φω2K − e−2ΛK ′′ − 2r−1

(
e−2Λ − r2 (ρ+ p)

4

)
K ′

−
[
r2 (ρ+ p)− ℓ (ℓ+ 1)− σ

2
r2

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)]
H0

r2
+ r2 (ρ+ q)

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
K

r2

+

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)[
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

]
e−ΛW

r2
−
(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2

−
(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
(ρ+ q) ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

V

r2
− 2ω2e−2(Λ+Φ)H1

r

= 0 . (3.12)
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The variation of the energy-conservation equations, as given by

0 = δ
(
T ν
µ ;ν

)
= ∂tδ (ρ+ q)uµu

t + ∂ν (ρ+ q) uµδu
ν

+ δ (ρ+ q) aµ + (ρ+ q)
(
utδ∇tuµ +∇νuµδu

ν
)

+ ∂rδσkµk
r + ∂νσ (δkµk

rδνr + kµδk
ν)

+ δσ (krδνr∇νkµ + kµ∇νk
ν) + ∂µδq

+ σ (krδ (∇rkµ) + δkµ (∇νk
ν) +∇νkµδk

ν + kµδ (∇νk
ν)) ,

(3.13)

accounts for the remaining two propagation equations (again, see the Appendix

for details).

The first of these corresponds to the choice µ = r ,

0 = δ
(
T ν
r ;ν

)
=

{
∂r + Φ′

(
∂ρ

∂p
+ 1

)
+

2

r

(
1− ∂q

∂p

)}
δp

+ ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p)H1e
iωtYℓm − ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p) r−2eΛWeiωtYℓm

+
1

2
(ρ+ p)H ′

0e
iωtYℓm − σK ′eiωtYℓm − ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
σeΛδ̂kθe

iωtYℓm

=

{
∂r + Φ′

(
∂ρ

∂p
+ 1

)
+

2

r

(
1− ∂q

∂p

)}[
−dp

dρ
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2

− dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V +

dp

dρ

2σ

r3
e−ΛW

−dp

dr
e−ΛW

r2
+

1

2

dp

dρ
σH0 +

dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)K

]

+ ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p)H1 − ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p) r−2eΛW

+
1

2
(ρ+ p)H ′

0 − σK ′ − ℓ (ℓ + 1)σeΛr−2δ̂kθ , (3.14)
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and the second to µ = θ ,

0 = δ
(
T ν
θ ;ν

)
= ∂θδq + (ρ+ q) e−2Φω2V eiωt∂θYℓm +

1

2
(ρ+ p)H0e

iωt∂θYℓm

+ e−Λσ∂rδkθ + e−Λσδkθ

(
2

r
+ Φ′ + ∂r ln σ

)

= −dq

dρ

[
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2
+ (ρ+ q)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

]

+
dq

dρ

(
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

)
e−ΛW

r2
+

dq

dρ
(ρ+ q)K

+ (ρ+ q) e−2Φω2V +
H0

2

[
ρ+ p+ σ

dq

dρ
− e−2Λ

(
2Φ′

(
Λ′ − ∂rσ

σ

)
− 2Φ′′

)]

+
e−2Λ−2Φ

2

{
e2ΦH ′′

0 − e2ΦK ′′ −
(
∂rσ

σ
+ Λ′ + 2Φ′

)
ω2H1 + ω2H ′

1

−
[
Λ′ − 2Φ′ +

∂rσ

σ

]
e2ΦH ′

0 +

(
Λ′ +

∂rσ

σ

)
e2ΦK ′

}

+
e−2Λ−2Φ

2

[
ω2H1 + e2Φ (2Φ′H0 +H ′

0 −K ′)
](2

r
+ Φ′ + ∂r ln σ

)
.

(3.15)

Note that these last two equations have introduced matter fluctuations into

the mix; namely, δρ, δq and δp. Importantly, δρ and δq can be expressed

in terms of δp, as we do in the next four equations below, given that the

equation-of-state relations are known.

It is convenient for our upcoming analysis to rewrite some of the above

equations. Using Eq. (A.53) for δρ along with δρ = (∂ρ/∂p) δp , we obtain
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a revised form for Eq. (3.6),

2r2
∂ρ

∂p
δp = eiωtYℓm

{
(2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1))K +

[
2e−2Λ (2rΛ′ − 1)− ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

]
H0

−2e−2Λr (H ′
0 + (rΛ′ − 3)K ′ − rK ′′)

}
. (3.16)

Also, Eq. (A.65) for δp allows us to reexpress Eq. (3.12) as

2r2δp = eiωtYℓm

{
−
(
2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1) + 2r2e−2Φω2

)
K + 4rω2e−2(Λ+Φ)H1

+2e−2Λ [rH ′
0 − r (1 + rΦ′)K ′] +

[
2e−2Λ (1 + 2rΦ′)− ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

]
H0

}
.

(3.17)

Furthermore, Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15) can be rewritten by using Eq. (3.8) to

eliminate δkθ. Respectively,

{
∂r + Φ′

(
∂ρ

∂p
+ 1

)
+

2

r

(
1− ∂q

∂p

)}
δ̂p = −e−2Φω2H1

[
ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2r2
+ (ρ+ p)

]

+ ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p)
eΛW

r2
− 1

2

[
ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
+ (ρ+ p)

]
H ′

0

+

[
σ +

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2r2

]
K ′ − ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
Φ′H0 (3.18)
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and

∂q

∂p
δ̂p = − (ρ+ q) e−2Φω2V − 1

2
(ρ+ p)H0

− 1

2
ω2

(
Λ′ + Φ′ − 2

r

)
e−2Λ−2ΦH1 +

1

2
ω2e−2Λ−2ΦH ′

1

+ e−2Λ

(
Φ′′H0 + Φ′H ′

0 +
1

2
H ′′

0 − 1

2
K ′′

)

+ e−2Λ

(
Φ′H0 +

1

2
H ′

0 −
1

2
K ′

)(
2

r
+ Φ′ − Λ′

)
. (3.19)

Equations (3.16)–(3.19), along with Eqs. (3.7) and (3.11), as well as the

following expression for δp (see Eq. (A.50)),

δ̂p =
dp

dρ

[
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

]
e−ΛW

r2
− dp

dρ
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2
− dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

+
1

2

dp

dρ
σH0 +

dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)K , (3.20)

form a set of seven equations for the seven variables H0, H1, K, V,W, δp and

the frequency ω. This will be the foundation for the upcoming analysis on

the oscillation modes of the defrosted star.

4 Defrosting a star

We will now proceed to apply the formalism of Section 3 to our defrosted

star model. We calculate the equations and the solutions to leading order in

γ.
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4.1 Perturbation equations for the defrosted star

Let us recall the set of seven equations from the end of Section 3; namely,

Eqs. (3.16-3.19), (3.7), (3.11) and (3.20). Plugging in the expressions for

Λ,Φ and ρ, p, q for the defrosted star model (see Section 2.2), we obtain the

following set of seven respective relations :

−2r2δ̂p = (2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1))K − ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H0 , (4.1a)

−2r2δ̂p = (2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1))K + ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H0 , (4.1b)

∂r

(
r2δ̂p

)
= −γω̃2 ℓ (ℓ + 1)

2r2
H1 −

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2

∂r (r
2H0)

r2
− 1

2
(2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1))K ′ ,

(4.1c)

−r2δ̂p = −ω̃2 V

r2
+H0 +

5

2
rH ′

0 +
1

2
r2H ′′

0

+
1

2
γω̃2∂r (rH1)

r
− 3

2
rK ′ − 1

2
r2K ′′ , (4.1d)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H1 = −2rH0 + 2r2K ′ +
4γ1/2

r2
W , (4.1e)

γ
∂r (rH1)

r
= H0 +K − 2V

r2
, (4.1f)

r2δ̂p = ℓ (ℓ+ 1)
V

r2
+

1

2
H0 −K , (4.1g)
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where

ω̃2 =
R2ω2

γ2
. (4.2)

The combination of Eqs. (4.1a) and (4.1b) inevitably leads to

2ℓ (ℓ + 1)H0 = 0 , (4.3)

which means that, for any ℓ > 0 , H0 = 0 to leading order in γ.

Restricting to ℓ ≥ 2 in Eq. (4.1e) informs us that H1 ∼ O (γ) and,

therefore, the terms containing γH1 are negligible in the rest of the equations.

In light of our new knowledge, Eq. (4.1d) reduces to

−r2δ̂p = −ω̃2 V

r2
− 3

2
rK ′ − 1

2
r2K ′′ , (4.4)

where K and V are directly related through Eq. (4.1f),

V

r2
=

K

2
, (4.5)

and where, by virtue of Eq. (4.1b), K and r2δ̂p are also related through

r2δ̂p =
1

2
(ℓ (ℓ + 1)− 2)K . (4.6)

The previous relation allows us to recast Eq. (4.4) into a simple equation for

K,

r2K ′′ + 3rK ′ +
[
ω̃2 − (ℓ (ℓ+ 1)− 2)

]
K = 0 . (4.7)

We will discuss the solutions of Eq. (4.7) in Section 4.3.
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4.2 Back to the Cowling approximation

One might expect that setting all metric perturbations to zero in Eqs. (3.6-

3.15) would lead to the same results as those obtained under the Cowling

approximation, where the working assumption is that all gravitational perturbations

are negligibly small and so effectively vanishing. However, when H0, H1 and

K vanish, Eq. (3.7) then implies that W vanishes. This dubious result,

along with Eq. (3.6), would further imply that V also vanishes. But, as

firmly established in other works such as [6], this is not what one finds when

the Cowling approximation is correctly applied.

The resolution to this nonsensical result is the observation that the initial-

value and propagation equations, as presented in the previous section, are

describing the back-reaction on the metric perturbations and not their

source. Indeed, it was argued in [58] that the Cowling approximation is

only valid when the self-gravitation of the modes is negligible. This is not

necessarily the case in the current situation, which means that one cannot

connect the current framework to the Cowling approximation simply by

setting H0, H1 and K to zero.

4.3 Spectrum of non-radial oscillations of the defrosted

star

Let us next determine the solutions of Eq. (4.7) by imposing suitable boundary

conditions.

To help facilitate this process, it is useful to introduce a new radial coordinate
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in the star’s interior, r → rin∗ , which will serve as the analogue of the tortoise

coordinate in the Schwarzschild exterior, rout∗ = r + 2MG ln
(
1− 2MG

r

)
. As

per our definition for the interior tortoise coordinate at the end of Section 2.3,

rin∗ = ln r
R
+ Const. , the line element for the defrosted star,

ds2DS = −γ
( r

R

)2

dt2 +
1

γ
dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (4.8)

transforms into

ds2DS =
( r

R

)2
[
−γdt2 +

1

γ

(
drin∗

)2
+ r2dΩ2

]
. (4.9)

This definition for the internal tortoise coordinate is motivated by the expectation

that the modes are non-relativistic as suggested by Eq. (4.2). Additionally,

we require that rin∗ joins rout∗ in a continuous way at r = R ≃ 2MG(1 + γ) ,

where rout∗ ≃ R + 2MG ln γ . This leads to

rin∗ = R ln
( r

R

)
+R (1 + ln γ) . (4.10)

In these coordinates, Eq. (4.7) becomes

∂2
∗K +

2

R
∂∗K +

1

R2

[
ω̃2 − (ℓ (ℓ+ 1)− 2)

]
K = 0 , (4.11)

for which the general solution takes the form

Kin

(
rin∗

)
=

1

r

(
A eikinr

in
∗ +B e−ikinr

in
∗
)

, (4.12)
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where A and B are complex constants and the frequency is given by

ω2
in = γ2

[
k2
in +

1

R2
(ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2)

]
. (4.13)

The boundary conditions that are imposed on Kin determine the coefficients

A and B. First, we impose the standard boundary condition at r → 0 ,

which is the vanishing of the current at the star’s center, which means that

the ingoing and outgoing parts of the solution are equal and opposite, leading

to B = −A and thus

Kin = A
sin (kin r

in
∗ )

r
. (4.14)

At the r = R outer boundary, we impose the standard condition of an

outgoing wave, along with the continuity of the solution and its first-order

derivative across the surface. The external solution then takes on its usual

form of Kout(r
out
∗ ) ∼ 1

r
e−i(ωoutt−koutrout∗

) with kout = ωout . First, comparing

the time dependence of the inner and outgoing solutions, we observe that

ωin = ωout . (4.15)

Next, continuity of the solutions and of their logarithmic r∗-derivative at the

surface leads to the following relation:

cot (kinR (1 + ln γ)) = i
kout
kin

= i
ωout

kin
= i

ωin

kin
, (4.16)

which fixes the allowed values of kin and thus those of ωin. This form of
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relation was anticipated in [41] in the context of the closely related polymer

model.

Equation (4.16) implies that the real part of kin satisfies

Re (kin) = m
π

2R (1 + ln γ)
, m = ±1, 3, 5, . . . , (4.17)

so that the real part of ωin is given by (also see Eq. (4.13))

[Re (ωin)]
2 =

γ2

R2

[
m2π2

4 (1 + ln γ)2
+ ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

]
, m = 1, 3, 5, . . . .

(4.18)

The result is therefore that the sound velocity is non-relativistic and scales

as γ, vsound = Re (ωin) /Re (kin) ∼ γ .

Meanwhile, the imaginary part of the frequency goes as

Im ( ωin) =
1

2R(1 + ln γ)
ln

[
kin
ωin

+ 1
kin
ωin

− 1

]
. (4.19)

It has been assumed throughout the discussion that γ is a small parameter;

hence, we may expand the imaginary part of the frequency in ωin

kin
∼ γ . The

result is

Im ( ωin) =
1

R(1 + ln γ)

(
Re (ωin)

Re (kin)

)2

. (4.20)

The interesting feature here is that the imaginary part is parametrically

smaller than the real part, since the former scales as γ2 while the the latter

scales as γ. We arrive at the conclusion that non-relativistic modes do couple

to waves in the external spacetime and should leak out of the interior at a

slow rate which goes as Im (ω) ∼ γ2 . This is exactly what was found in [41]
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for the polymer model; except that, there, g2s is the perturbative parameter

rather than γ2.

In a similar discussion in [41],
kin
ωin

was denoted by n (the refraction index).

In that discussion, two limiting cases were considered: n & 1 and n ≫ 1 ,

which now translate into
1

γ
& 1 and

1

γ
≫ 1 . Momentarily, to simplify the

notation, the in subscripts will be implied and
kin
ωin

will be denoted by n.

Then, for the former, nearly relativistic case, one finds that

Im (ω) ≃ 1

2R(1 + ln γ)
ln

(
2

n− 1

)
. (4.21)

The logarithm in the imaginary part appears to diverge in the relativistic

limit, n → 1 . However, as discussed in [41], this is just an apparent

problem because the amplitude of these waves scales as A(r = R) ∼ (n −
1)t/2R , which goes rapidly to zero in time as n approaches unity. The

suppression of relativistic fluid modes is actually ubiquitous in the literature

[59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66].

For the latter case of a large index, n ≫ 1 , one can expand the logarithm

in terms of 1
n
, which leads to

Im (ω) =

[
1

R(1 + ln γ) n2
+O

(
1

n4

)]
, (4.22)

which is the result found in Eq. (4.20).

This feature was anticipated not only because of the analysis in [41] but

because of a physical argument in [47]. The gist of the argument is the

following: Because their frequency is parametrically small, these modes are
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viewed by an external observer as having a parametrically long wavelength,

λ ∼ nR , when compared to the size R of the compact object. This reduces

the transmission cross-section through a surface of area R2 by a factor of
R2

λ2
∼ 1

n2
. As the cross-section determines the power loss, it follows that

dE

dt
∼ R2

λ2
∼ 1

n2
, which in turn determines the inverse of the damping-time

scale as
1

τ
∼ 1

n2
. In other words, Im (ω) ∼ 1

n2
.

5 Discussion

We have calculated the spectrum for the even-parity non-radial oscillatory

modes of a defrosted star, which is our name for a suitably deformed — or

excited — version of a BH mimicker whose ground state is described by the

frozen star model. Due to the ultrastability of the frozen star geometry, a

deformation of the background solution is necessary for the star to support

perturbative, oscillatory modes. As the star’s ultrastability is directly linked

to its radial pressure being maximally negative, it is straightforward to

quantify the deformation in terms of the deviation from maximal negative

pressure, as denoted by γ. What we have found is that the mode frequencies

scale with this small strength-of-deformation parameter γ, whereas their

imaginary parts scale as γ2. The lifetime of these modes is thus predicted

to be parametrically long. We expect these characteristics of the oscillation

modes to be reflected in the properties of the spectrum of emitted GWs from

excited frozen stars, which may have important implications when it comes

to the potential observability of these emissions via GW detectors.
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The current analysis follows an earlier one [6] that aimed at similar goals

but did so by applying the Cowling approximation, for which the interior

oscillatory modes are not coupled to the external geometry. This coupling is

a necessary step for the calculation of the production of GWs. Relaxing the

approximation in the case of highly anisotropic stars is a technical challenge

in its own right. It is then our hope that the detailed presentation of the

formalism, which applies to a static, spherically symmetric but otherwise-

generic anisotropic star, will prove to have merit independently of any particular

model.

The main results that we obtained here were forecast by an earlier study

which determined the mode spectrum for our polymer model [41], as well

as by a later article which provided physical arguments in support of those

earlier findings [47]. As the polymer model is supposed to provide a microscopic

description of the frozen star, this should not have been a surprise. On the

other hand, the spectral derivation in the polymer framework seemed at

times to be rather heuristic. The current analysis is thus serving to vindicate

the earlier one, as well as substantiating our contention that the polymer

and frozen star models are really different descriptions of the same class of

objects, and likewise for their excited states.

As most astrophysical BHs are rotating at large fractions of the speed of

light, it will be difficult to make a precise connection with the empirical data

until rotation is formally incorporated into the calculation. Nevertheless,

we expect that the lifetime of the modes will retain its scaling, while the

frequencies will be brought up to the rotation frequency of a BH. Fortunately,

a model that will allow us to verify this expectation for the rotating frozen
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star is already available [8], and its defrosted counterpart should not be too

far behind. It will also be interesting to recast this problem in the formalism

of a recently introduced open-string description of the frozen star geometry

[9], as this framework includes a matter Lagrangian of the Born–Infeld class.
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A Even-parity, linear perturbations

Here, we are working to first order in the perturbations, a point that will

only sometimes be made explicit. The notation O(δn) is to be understood as

indicating the order of a given expression in terms of the relevant perturbative

parameter, e.g., H0, H1, K,W, V, γ, etc.
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A.1 Perturbation to the fluid velocity uµ

The total perturbed metric in the Regge–Wheeler gauge is, to first order,

g(even)µν =




−e
2Φ

(

1 + H0Yℓme
iωt

)

−iωH1Yℓme
iωt

0 0

−iωH1Yℓme
iωt

e
2Λ

(

1 − H0Yℓme
iωt

)

0 0

0 0 r
2
(

1 − KYℓme
iωt

)

0

0 0 0 r
2
sin

2
θ

(

1 − KYℓme
iωt

)


 ,

(A.1)

gµν(even) =




−e
−2Φ

(

1 − H0Yℓme
iωt

)

−iωe
−2(Λ+Φ)

H1Yℓme
iωt

0 0

−iωe
−2(Λ+Φ)

H1Yℓme
iωt

e
−2Λ

(

1 + H0Yℓme
iωt

)

0 0

0 0 r
−2

(

1 + KYℓme
iωt

)

0

0 0 0 r
−2

sin
−2

θ

(

1 + KYℓme
iωt

)


 .

(A.2)

Choosing to work in the rest frame, one has

uµ = utδµt , ut = gtµu
µ = gµtu

tδµt = gttu
t , (A.3)

and thus can obtain all non-vanishing components of the velocity,

ut = gttu
t , (A.4)

ur = grtu
t . (A.5)

Using the normalization of the velocity, one can show that

−1 = uµu
µ = gµνδ

ν
t δ

µ
t

(
ut
)2

, (A.6)

which leads to

ut =

√
1

gtt
=

√
1

e2Φ (1 +H0Yℓmeiωt)
≈ e−Φ

(
1− 1

2
H0e

iωtYℓm

)
, (A.7)
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from which uα = gαtu
t can be used to yield explicit expressions for the

remaining components of the velocity,

ut ≈ −eΦ
(
1 +

1

2
H0e

iωtYℓm

)
, ur ≈ −iωe−ΦH1Yℓme

iωt , uθ,φ = 0 .

(A.8)

By the definition provided in Section 3 for the displacement vector ξi, the

radial and angular variations of the velocity are, to first order,

δur = ut∂tξ
r

= iωr−2e−(Φ+Λ)WeiωtYℓm +O
(
δ2
)
, (A.9)

δuθ = ut∂tξ
θ

= −iωr−2e−ΦV eiωt∂θYℓm +O
(
δ2
)
, (A.10)

δuφ = ut∂tξ
φ

= −iωr−2 sin−2 θe−ΦV eiωt∂φYℓm +O
(
δ2
)
. (A.11)

Lowering the indices on the previous variations, one obtains

δur = δ (uµgµr)

= δuµgµr + uµδgµr

= δurgrr + uthtr

≈ iωr−2e−(Φ−Λ)WeiωtYℓm − iωe−ΦH1Yℓme
iωt , (A.12)
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δuθ = δ (uµgµθ)

= δuθgθθ + uθδgθθ

= −iωr−2e−ΦV eiωtYℓmr
2
(
1−KeiωtYℓm

)

≈ −iωe−ΦV eiωt∂θYℓm , (A.13)

δuφ = δuφgφφ

≈ −iωe−ΦV eiωt∂φYℓm . (A.14)

A.2 Perturbations to the radial vector kµ

Using the normalization condition kµkµ = 1 and that, in the rest frame,

kµ = δµr k
r is a purely radial vector, one finds that

kr =

√
1

grr

=

√
1

e2Λ [1−H0eiωtYℓm]

≈ e−Λ

[
1 +

1

2
H0e

iωtYℓm

]
, (A.15)
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as well as

kr = grrk
r

=
√
e2Λ [1−H0eiωtYℓm]

≈ eΛ
[
1− 1

2
H0e

iωtYℓm

]
, (A.16)

kt = grtk
r

≈ −iωe−ΛH1e
iωtYℓm ∼ O (δ) . (A.17)

In order to obtain δkµ, one can use the normalization and orthogonality

relations to deduce

δ (kµkµ) = 0 , (A.18)

δ (uµkµ) = 0 , (A.19)

from which it follows that

kµδkµ = −δkµkµ , (A.20)

or, more explicitly,

krδkr = −δkrkr − δktkt . (A.21)
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One can now use the knowledge that

δkr = δ (kµgµr)

= δkµgµr + kµδgµr

= δkrgrr + δktgtr + krhrr , (A.22)

in order to rewrite Eq. (A.21) as

δkr (krgrr + kr) + (kr)2 hrr = −δkt (krgtr + kt) . (A.23)

The previous equation can be further rewritten by using kr = krgrr and

kt = gtrk
r to arrive at

2δkrgrr + krhrr = −2δktgtr . (A.24)

From the orthogonality of uµ and kµ, it follows that

0 = δ (uµkµ)

= δuµkµ + uµδkµ

= δutkt + δurkr + utδkt , (A.25)
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which then yields

δkt = −δur

ut
kr

= −kr∂tξ
r

= −∂t

(
e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm

)
eΛ

[
1− 1

2
H0e

iωtYℓm

]

≈ −iω
W

r2
eiωtYℓm . (A.26)

One can also use

δkt = δ
(
gtµkµ

)

= δgtµkµ + gtµδkµ

= −httkt + gttδkt − htrkr + htrδkr (A.27)

and then substitute for δkt, δkr, with their respective expressions from Eqs.

(A.26) and (A.22), to obtain

δkt
(
1− htrhtr

)
= −httkt + gttδkt − htrkr + htrδkrgrr + htrkrhrr . (A.28)

In this way, one now possesses a pair of equations, (A.24) and (A.28), for δkt

and δkr, with solutions

δkr =
1

2
e−ΛH0e

iωtYℓm , (A.29)

and

δkt ≈ iωe−2Φ
[
r−2W − e−ΛH1

]
eiωtYℓm . (A.30)
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From Eq. (A.22) and the above solutions, it now follows that

δkr = −1

2
eΛH0e

iωtYℓm . (A.31)

To derive δkθ,φ, one requires the use of the Einstein equations. In particular,

δG r
φ =

1

2
e−2(Λ+Φ)eiωt∂φYℓm

[
−ω2H1 + e2Φ (−2Φ′H0 −H ′

0 +K ′)
]

= δT r
φ = (p− q) δkφk

r , (A.32)

and

δG r
θ =

1

2
e−2(Λ+Φ)eiωt∂θYℓm

[
−ω2H1 + e2Φ (−2Φ′H0 −H ′

0 +K ′)
]

= δT r
θ = (p− q) δkθk

r , (A.33)

from which it follows that

δ̂kφ = δ̂kθ , (A.34)

where a hat denotes a quantity stripped of its angular dependence (i.e.,

stripped of its spherical harmonic or derivative thereof), so that δkφ (r, θ, φ) =

δ̂kφ (r) ∂φYℓm (θ, φ) and δkθ (r, θ, φ) = δ̂kθ (r) ∂θYℓm (θ, φ) . Let us remind

the reader that, unlike the choice made in [54], δkθ,φ are allowed to be

non-vanishing, which directly affects the resulting Einstein equations (see

Section A.4).
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A.3 Matter perturbations

In the following, the perturbed energy-conservation equation,

δ
(
∇νT

ν
µ

)
= 0 , (A.35)

is used to obtain the variations of matter-related quantities, such as the

energy density δρ and the pressure components δp, δq.

Beginning with the EM tensor as defined in Eq. (2.2), one obtains the zeroth-

order conservation equation,

∇νT
ν
µ = ∇ν ((ρ+ q)uµu

ν) +∇ν ((p− q) kµk
ν) +∇µq = 0 . (A.36)

Its variation, when projected along the direction of the velocity uµ, is then

given by (with σ = p− q)

0 = uµδ
(
∇νT

ν
µ

)

= −uν∇νδρ−∇ν

{[
(ρ+ q) δνµ + σkµk

ν
]
δuµ

}
− (ρ+ q) aµδu

µ − (∇νu
µ) δ (σkµk

ν)

− (ρ+ q) δΓν
ανu

α − uασkµk
νδΓµ

αν +
1

2
hµαu

µuαuν∇ν (ρ+ q) . (A.37)
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In deriving Eq. (A.37), we have used that, for any vector Vµ,

δ (∇νVµ) = δ
(
∂νVµ − Γα

µνVα

)

= ∂νδVµ − δ
(
Γα
µνVα

)

= ∂νδVµ − Γα
µνδVα − δΓα

µνVα

= ∇νδVµ − δΓα
µνVα , (A.38)

and that the velocity satisfies uµ∇νuµ = 0 , as well as both

0 = δ (∇νu
ν) = ∇νδu

ν + δΓν
ανu

α

=⇒ ∇νδu
ν = −δΓν

ανu
α , (A.39)

and

δ (uµuµ) = 0

= δuµuµ + uµδuµ

= δuµuµ + uµδ (gµαu
α)

= δuµuµ + uµhµαu
α + uαδu

α

=⇒ δuµuµ = −1

2
hµαu

µuα .

One is then able to use Eq. (A.37) so as to isolate the derivative of δρ (and
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recall that uµ = utδµt while kµ = krδµr ),

ut∂tδρ = −∇ν

{[
(ρ+ q) δνµ + σkµk

ν
]
δuµ

}
− (ρ+ q) aµδu

µ − (∇νu
µ) δ (σkµk

ν)

− (ρ+ q) δΓν
tνu

t − utσkrk
rδΓr

tr +
1

2
htt

(
ut
)3

∂t (ρ+ q)︸ ︷︷ ︸
= 0

= −∇j

{[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
ut∂tξ

i
}
− ut (ρ+ q) ar∂tξ

r − (∂νu
µ + Γµ

ανu
α) δ (σkµk

ν)

− (ρ+ q)
[
δΓt

tt + δΓr
tr + δΓθ

tθ + δΓφ
tφ

]
ut − σutδΓr

tr

= −∇j

{[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
ut∂tξ

i
}
− ut (ρ+ q) ar∂tξ

r

− δσkt︸︷︷︸
∼O(δ2)

∂ru
tkr − δσkt︸︷︷︸

∼O(δ2)

Γt
tru

tkr − δσΓr
tr︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼O(δ2)

utkrk
r − σkrδkt∂ru

t

− σkrut
[
Γt
trδkt + Γr

trδkr + Γθ
trδkθ + Γφ

trδkφ

]
− σ∂νu

tktδk
ν

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∼O(δ2)

− σut


Γt

tνktδk
ν

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∼O(δ2)

+ Γr
tνkrδk

ν




− (ρ+ q)
[
δΓt

tt + δΓr
tr + δΓθ

tθδΓ
φ
tφ

]
ut − σutkr


ktδΓ

t
tr︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼O(δ2)

+ krδΓ
r
tr


 ,

(A.40)

where it was also used that ρ and q are stationary background quantities.

Discarding all higher-order expressions and dividing by ut, one then has

∂tδρ = − 1

ut
∇j

{[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
ut∂tξ

i
}
− (ρ+ q) ar∂tξ

r

− σ


krΓt

trδkt + krΓr
trδkr + krΓθ

trδkθ + krΓφ
trδkφ︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼O(δ2)

+ δktk
r∂r

(
ln ut

)
+ Γr

tνkrδk
ν + δΓr

tr




− (ρ+ q)
[
δΓt

tt + δΓr
tr + δΓθ

tθ + δΓφ
tφ

]
. (A.41)
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Let us next rewrite the previous equation whereby all spacetime perturbations

are expressed explicitly in terms of the Regge–Wheeler gauge (cf, Eqs. (3.1)

and (3.4)) such that

∂tδρ = − 1

ut
∇j

{[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
ut∂tξ

i
}
− (ρ+ q) ar∂tξ

r

− σ


kr


Γr

ttδk
t + Γr

trδk
r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∼O(δ2)

+ Γr
tθδk

θ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∼O(δ2)


+ δΓr

tr + krδkt
[
∂r

(
ln ut

)
+ Γt

tr

]



− (ρ+ q)
[
δΓt

tt + δΓr
tr + δΓθ

tθ + δΓφ
tφ

]

= −iω

ut
∇j

{[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
utξi

}
− (ρ+ q) ar∂tξ

r

− iωσΦ′r−2e−ΛWeiωtYℓm︸ ︷︷ ︸
= σar∂tξr

+ σ
1

2
iωH0e

iωtYℓm + iω (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm ,

(A.42)

where we have used that

ar = ut
(
∂tur − Γt

rtut − Γr
rtur

)

= Φ′ +O (δ) , (A.43)

as well as both of

aθ = ut
(
∂tuθ − Γt

θtut − Γr
θtur

)

= ut

(
1

2
H0ut +

1

2
iωe−2ΛH1ur

)
∂θYℓm

= −1

2
H0e

iωt∂θYℓm +O
(
δ2
)
, (A.44)
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and

aφ = ut
(
∂tuφ − Γt

φtut − Γr
φtur

)

= ut

(
1

2
H0ut +

1

2
iωe−2ΛH1ur

)
∂φYℓm

= −1

2
H0e

iωt∂φYℓm +O
(
δ2
)
. (A.45)

Integrating Eq. (A.42) and thus ∂tρ over time, one obtains that, to leading

order,

δρ = − 1√−g
∂j

{√
−g

[
(ρ+ q) δji + σkik

j
]
ξi
}

−
{[

(ρ+ q) δji + σkik
j
]
ξi
}
∇j

(
ln ut

)
− (ρ+ p) arξ

r

+
1

2
σH0e

iωtYℓm + (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm , (A.46)
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or, more explicitly (but again to leading order),

δρ =

[
−
(
Λ′ + Φ′ +

2

r

)
(ρ+ p)− ∂r (ρ+ p)

]
e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm − (ρ+ p) ∂r

(
e−ΛW

r2

)
eiωtYℓm

+ (ρ+ q)
V

r2
eiωt

{
1

sin θ
∂θ (sin θ∂θYℓm) +

1

sin2 θ
∂2
φYℓm

}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
= −ℓ(ℓ+1)Yℓm

−




−Φ′ (ρ+ p)

e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm + (ρ+ q) ξθ∇θ

(
ln ut

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼O(δ2)





− (ρ+ p) Φ′ e
−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm

+
1

2
σH0e

iωtYℓm + (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm

=

{
− (ρ+ p)

[
e−ΛW ′

r2
+

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

]
− dρ

dr
e−ΛW

r2
+

2σ

r3
e−ΛW + σ

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

}
eiωtYℓm

+
1

2
σH0e

iωtYℓm + (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm , (A.47)

where the zeroth-order energy-conservation equation,

dp

dr
= −Φ′ (p+ ρ)− 2

r
σ , (A.48)

has been applied.

One may now obtain δp from δρ by using the relation between the Eulerian
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and Lagrangian variations of the radial pressure (δp and ∆p, respectively),

δp = ∆p− ξr∂rp

=
dp

dρ
∆ρ− ξr∂rp

=
dp

dρ
(δρ+ ξr∂rρ)− ξr∂rp

=
dp

dρ
δρ . (A.49)

Therefore, the variation of the radial pressure is, to leading order,

δp =
dp

dρ

{
− (ρ+ p)

[
e−ΛW ′

r2
+

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

]
+

2σ

r3
e−ΛW + σ

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

}
eiωtYℓm

− dp

dr
e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm +

dp

dρ

[
1

2
σH0e

iωtYℓm + (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm

]
. (A.50)

By the same token, δq = (∂q/∂p) δp , so that

δq =
dq

dρ

{
− (ρ+ p)

[
e−ΛW ′

r2
+

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

]
+

2σ

r3
e−ΛW + σ

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

}
eiωtYℓm

− dq

dr
e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm +

dq

dρ

[
1

2
σH0e

iωtYℓm + (ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm

]
. (A.51)

A.4 The perturbed Einstein equations

Let us recall our convention that 8πG = 1 .

We begin here with the identity δGθ
θ − δGφ

φ = δT θ
θ − δT φ

φ = 0 , which is,

quite simply,

H0 −H2 = 0 . (A.52)
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This relationship will be used to eliminate H2 from all subsequent equations.

Let us next consider δGt
t = δT t

t = −δρ , which yields

−δρ = − 1

2r2
eiωtYℓm {2K − ℓ (ℓ+ 1) (H0 +K)

+2e−2Λ [H0 (2rΛ
′ − 1)− r (H ′

0 + (rΛ′ − 3)K ′ − rK ′′)]
}

. (A.53)

When the above is combined with Eq. (A.47), one finds that

0 = H ′
0 + r−1e2Λ

[
1− r2ρ+

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2
+

σ

2
r2
]
H0

− e2Λ
(
3− 5m (r)

8πr
− r2ρ

2

)
K ′ − rK ′′ + r−1e2Λ

[
ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

2
− 1 + r2 (ρ+ q)

]
K

+ r−1

[
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

]
eΛW − r−1e2Λ (ρ+ q) ℓ (ℓ+ 1)V − r−1 (ρ+ p) eΛW ′ .

(A.54)

The third equation of interest is δGr
t = δT r

t , for which the relevant tensors,

δGr
t = −iω

e−2Λ

2r2
{ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H1 + 2r [H0 + (rΦ′ − 1)K − rK ′]} eiωtYℓm ,

(A.55)

and

δT r
t = (ρ+ q) utδu

r + (p− q) δktk
r

= − (ρ+ p) r−2e−Λ∂tWYℓm

= −iω (ρ+ p) r−2e−ΛWeiωtYℓm , (A.56)
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can be combined into

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)H1 = −2r [H0 + (rΦ′ − 1)K − rK ′] + 2 (ρ+ p) eΛW . (A.57)

The last such initial-value equation to consider is δGr
θ = δT r

θ , where

δGr
θ = −e−2(Λ+Φ)

2
eiωt∂θYℓm

[
ω2H1 + e2Φ (2Φ′H0 +H ′

0 −K ′)
]
, (A.58)

and

δT r
θ = (p− q) δkθk

r . (A.59)

Continuing with the other non-vanishing members of the Einstein equations,

we can use δGt
φ = δT t

φ to relate

δT t
φ = (ρ+ q) δuφu

t , (A.60)

with

Gt
φ = −iω

2
e−2(Λ+Φ)eiωt∂φYℓm

[
H1 (Λ

′ − Φ′) + e2Λ (H0 +K)−H ′
1

]

= (ρ+ q) δuφu
t

= −iω (ρ+ q) e−2ΦV eiωt∂φYℓm , (A.61)
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as well as apply

Λ′ − Φ′ = r−1e2Λ
(
1

2
r2 (ρ− p) + e−2Λ − 1

)

= −r−1e2Λ
(
1

2
r2 (p− ρ) +

m(r)

4πr

)
, (A.62)

so as to obtain

H ′
1 = −r−1e2Λ

(
1

2
r2 (p− ρ) +

m (r)

4πr

)
H1 + e2Λ (H0 +K − 2 (ρ+ q) V ) .

(A.63)

The equation δGr
r = δT r

r plus the result

δT r
r = δp+ (ρ+ q) urδu

r − (p− q)
(
δktkt

)

= δp+O
(
δ2
)
, (A.64)

amounts to

δp = δG r
r =

e−2(Λ+Φ)

8r2
eiωtYℓm

{
4rω2H1 − e2Λ

(
2r2ω2 + e2Φ (2− ℓ (ℓ+ 1))

)
K

+2e2Φ [rH ′
0 − r (1 + rΦ′)K ′] +

[
−e2(Λ+Φ)ℓ (ℓ+ 1) + 2e2Φ (1 + 2rΦ′)

]
H0

}
.

(A.65)

Substituting for δp via Eq. (A.50) and for H ′
0 via Eq. (A.54), we then end
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up with

e−2Φω2K − e−2ΛK ′′ − 2r−1

(
e−2Λ − r2 (ρ+ p)

4

)
K ′

−
[
r2 (ρ+ p)− ℓ (ℓ+ 1)− σ

2
r2

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)]
H0

r2
+ r2 (ρ+ q)

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
K

r2

+

(
1 +

dp

dρ

)[
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

]
e−ΛW

r2
−
(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2

−
(
1 +

dp

dρ

)
(ρ+ q) ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

V

r2
− 2ω2e−2(Λ+Φ)H1

r

= 0 . (A.66)

Let us now pivot to the variation of the energy-conservation equation,

0 = δ
(
T ν
µ ;ν

)
= ∂ν (δρ+ δq)uµu

ν + (δρ+ δq) aµ

+ ∂ν (ρ+ q) δ (uµu
ν) + (ρ+ q) δ (∇νuµu

ν)

+ ∂νδσkµk
ν + ∂νσδkµk

ν + ∂νσkµδk
ν

+ δσ∇νkµk
ν + σδ (∇νkµ) k

ν + σ∇νkµδk
ν

+ δσkµ∇νk
ν + σδkµ∇νk

ν + σkµδ (∇νk
ν)

+ ∂µδq . (A.67)
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Choosing the free index to be r, we then have

0 = δ
(
T ν
r ;ν

)
= ∂ν (δρ+ δq)uru

ν + (δρ+ δq) ar + ∂ν (ρ+ q) δ (uru
ν)

+ (ρ+ q) δ (∇νuru
ν) + ∂νδσkrk

ν + ∂νσδkrk
ν + ∂νσkrδk

ν

+ δσ∇νkrk
ν + σδ (∇νkr) k

ν + σ∇νkrδk
ν

+ δσkr∇νk
ν + σδkr∇νk

ν + σkrδ (∇νk
ν) + ∂rδq

= ut

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
ur∂t (δρ+ δq) + (δρ+ δq) ar

+ δuru
t

= 0︷ ︸︸ ︷
∂t (ρ+ q) + ∂r (ρ+ q)

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
urδu

r

+ (ρ+ q)
(
utδ (∇tur) + δuν∇νur

)
+ krk

r∂rδσ

+ δ (krk
r) ∂rσ + kr (∇rkr) δσ + σδ (∇rkr) k

r + σ∇νkrδk
ν

+ δσkr∇νk
ν + σδkr∇νk

ν + σkrδ (∇νk
ν) + ∂rδq

= (δρ+ δq) ar + (ρ+ q) ut


∂tδur − δΓt

trut −
∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
trδur −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γθ
trδuθ −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γφ
trδuφ




+ (ρ+ q)




∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δur∂rur −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δurΓt

rrut +

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δuθ∂θur −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δuθΓt

rθut +

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δuφ∂φur −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δuφΓt

rφut




+ ∂rδp+ kr (∂rkr − Γr
rrkr) δσ + σ (∂rδkr − δΓr

rrkr − Γα
rrδkα) k

r

+ σ




∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
∂tkrδk

t − kr

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
rtδk

t + (∂rkr − Γr
rrkr) δk

r




+ σ




∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δkθ∂θkr − krΓ

r
rθδk

θ +

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
δkφ∂φkr − krΓ

r
rφδk

φ




+ (δσkr + σδkr)∇νk
ν + σkr (∂νδk

ν + δΓν
rνk

r + Γν
ανδk

α) ,

(A.68)
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or, more explicitly,

0 = δ
(
T ν
r ;ν

)
= (δρ+ δq) ar + (ρ+ q) ut

[
∂tδur − δΓt

trut

]
+ ∂rδp

+ kr (∂rkr − Γr
rrkr) δσ + σ (∂rδkr − δΓr

rrkr − Γα
rrδkα) k

r

+ σ (∂rkr − Γr
rrkr) δk

r + (δσkr + σδkr)∇νk
ν

+ σkr (∂νδk
ν + δΓν

rνk
r + Γν

ανδk
α)

=

{
∂r + Φ′

(
∂ρ

∂p
+ 1

)
+

2

r

(
1− ∂q

∂p

)}
δp

+ ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p)H1e
iωtYℓm − ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p) r−2eΛWeiωtYℓm

+
1

2
(ρ+ p)H ′

0e
iωtYℓm − σK ′eiωtYℓm

+ σeΛδ̂kθ




= −ℓ(ℓ+1)Yℓm︷ ︸︸ ︷
1

sin θ
∂θ (sin θ∂θYℓm) + sin−2 θ∂2

φYℓm




=

{
∂r + Φ′

(
∂ρ

∂p
+ 1

)
+

2

r

(
1− ∂q

∂p

)}[
−dp

dρ
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2
eiωtYℓm

− dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V eiωtYℓm +

dp

dρ

2σ

r3
e−ΛWeiωtYℓm

−dp

dr
e−ΛW

r2
eiωtYℓm +

1

2

dp

dρ
σH0e

iωtYℓm +
dp

dρ
(ρ+ q)KeiωtYℓm

]

+ ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p)H1e
iωtYℓm − ω2e−2Φ (ρ+ p) r−2eΛWeiωtYℓm

+
1

2
(ρ+ p)H ′

0e
iωtYℓm − σK ′eiωtYℓm

+ σeΛδ̂kθ




= −ℓ(ℓ+1)Yℓm︷ ︸︸ ︷
1

sin θ
∂θ (sin θ∂θYℓm) + sin−2 θ∂2

φYℓm


 , (A.69)

where the last step has incorporated the definition of δkθ from Eq. (A.58).
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If the free index is instead θ, then

0 = δ
(
T ν
θ ;ν

)
= uν∂ν (δρ+ δq) uθ +

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
(δρ+ δq) aθ

+ ∂ν (ρ+ q) δ (uθu
ν) + (ρ+ q) δ (∇νuθu

ν)

+ ∂νδσkθk
ν + ∂νσδkθk

ν + ∂νσkθδk
ν

+ δσ∇νkθk
ν + σδ (∇νkθ) k

ν + σ∇νkθδk
ν

+ δσkθ∇νk
ν + σδkθ∇νk

ν + σkθδ (∇νk
ν) + ∂θδq

=

= 0︷ ︸︸ ︷
ut∂t (ρ+ q)δuθ + (ρ+ q)

(
δ (∇tuθ)u

t +∇νuθδu
ν
)

+ ∂rσδkθk
r + δσ∇rkθk

r + σδ (∇rkθ) k
r + σ∇νkθδk

ν

+ σδkθ∇νk
ν + ∂θδq

= (ρ+ q) ut


∂tδuθ −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
θtδur −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γθ
θtδuθ −

= 0︷︸︸︷
Γφ
θt δuφ − δΓt

θtut




+ (ρ+ q)


−ut

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γt
θrδu

r − ut

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γt
θθδu

θ −
= 0︷︸︸︷
Γt
θφ utδu

φ


+ ∂rσδkθk

r −
∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
θrδσ

+ σ


∂rδkθ − δΓr

θrkr −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γt
θrδkt −

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
θrδkr − Γθ

θrδkθ −
= 0︷︸︸︷
Γφ
θr δkφ


 kr

+ σ


−kr

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
θtδk

t − kr

∼O(δ2)︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γr
θrδk

r − Γr
θθkrδk

θ −
= 0︷︸︸︷
Γr
θφ krδk

φ




+ σδkθ [∂rk
r + Γν

rνk
r] + ∂θδq , (A.70)
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which can be somewhat simplified to

0 = δ
(
T ν
θ ;ν

)
= ∂θδq + (ρ+ q) e−2Φω2V eiωt∂θYℓm +

1

2
(ρ+ p)H0e

iωt∂θYℓm

+ e−Λσ∂rδkθ + e−Λσδkθ

(
2

r
+ Φ′ + ∂r ln σ

)

= −dq

dρ

[
(ρ+ p)

e−ΛW ′

r2
+ (ρ+ q)

ℓ (ℓ+ 1)

r2
V

]

+
dq

dρ

(
2σ

r
− dρ

dr

)
e−ΛW

r2
+

1

2

dq

dρ
σH0 +

dq

dρ
(ρ+ q)K

+ (ρ+ q) e−2Φω2V +
1

2
(ρ+ p)H0

+
e−2Λ−2Φ

2

{
e2ΦH ′′

0 − e2ΦK ′′ −
(
∂rσ

σ
+ Λ′ + 2Φ′

)
ω2H1 + ω2H ′

1

− e2ΦH0

[
2Φ′

(
Λ′ − ∂rσ

σ

)
− 2Φ′′

]

−
[
Λ′ − 2Φ′ +

∂rσ

σ

]
e2ΦH ′

0 +

(
Λ′ +

∂rσ

σ

)
e2ΦK ′

}

+
e−2Λ−2Φ

2

[
ω2H1 + e2Φ (2Φ′H0 +H ′

0 −K ′)
](2

r
+ Φ′ + ∂r ln σ

)
,

(A.71)

where the term involving H ′
1 has been eliminated by using Eq. (3.11).
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