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General relativity, though the most successful theory of gravity, has been continuously modified to
resolve its incompatibility with quantum mechanics and explain the origin of dark energy or dark
matter. One way to test these modified gravity theories is to study the gravitational waves emitted
during the ringdown of binary mergers, which consist of quasinormal modes. In several modified
gravity theories, the even- and odd-parity gravitational perturbations of non-rotating and slowly
rotating black holes have different quasinormal mode frequencies, breaking the isospectrality of general
relativity. For black holes with arbitrary spin in modified gravity, there were no avenues to compute
quasinormal modes except numerical relativity, until recent extensions of the Teukolsky formalism. In
this work, we describe how to use the modified Teukolsky formalism to study isospectrality breaking
in modified gravity. We first introduce how definite-parity modes are defined through combinations
of Weyl scalars in general relativity, and then, we extend this definition to modified gravity. We then
use the eigenvalue perturbation method to show how the degeneracy in quasinormal mode frequencies
of different parity is broken in modified gravity. To demonstrate our analysis, we also apply it to
some specific modified gravity theories. Our work lays the foundation for studying isospectrality
breaking of quasinormal modes in modified gravity for black holes with arbitrary spin.

I. INTRODUCTION

The development of current and next-generation gravi-
tational wave (GW) detectors allows us for the first time
to study the extreme gravitational events that emit these
waves and use them to test theories of gravity. General
relativity (GR), as one of the most successful gravity the-
ories, has been widely tested [1], but its incompatibility
with quantum mechanics motivated the development of
new theories of quantum gravity, such as string theory
[2–5] and loop quantum gravity [6–9]. Furthermore, to
resolve observational anomalies, such as the asymmetry
of matter and antimatter abundance in our universe [10],
one can also modify the theory of gravity. Among these
modified gravity theories, parity-violating ones have at-
tracted great attention. One major subset of these can
be understood as effective field theory (EFT) extensions
of GR in Lorentzian geometry, such as dynamical Chern-
Simons (dCS) gravity [11, 12], parity-violating ghost-free
scalar-tensor gravity [13–15], certain versions of Horava-
Lifshitz gravity [16, 17], and parity-violating corrections
in higher-derivative gravity without extra fields [18–21].
Another subset is built instead on non-Riemannian geom-
etry [22], such as parity-violating symmetric teleparallel
gravity [23].
For most of these parity-breaking theories, the action

itself is invariant under parity transformation, such as
in dCS gravity. Parity is broken instead in these the-
ories when astrophysical systems have a preferred axis
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of symmetry [24–26] or cosmologically, when additional
degrees of freedom acquire a non-zero vacuum expectation
value [27–29]. In the former case, axisymmetric geome-
tries, such as those describing spinning black hole (BH)
spacetimes, are modified. For example, unlike in GR,
the odd-parity multiple moments (odd mass multipole
moments and even current multipoles) of rotating BHs
can be nonzero in some of these parity-breaking theo-
ries, so the equatorial symmetry of Kerr in GR is broken
[20, 30–34], which may be detectable via, for example,
extreme mass-ratio inspirals (EMRIs) [33].

Gravitational perturbations of these stationary geome-
tries are also affected. Years ago, it was observed that the
amplitude of left-circular or right-circular polarized GWs
propagating in these parity-breaking theories decreases or
increases with propagation, resulting in amplitude birefrin-
gence [15, 22, 35–37]. These left-circular and right-circular
polarized modes can also propagate with different veloci-
ties, causing velocity birefringence [14, 15, 36, 38]. Both
amplitude and velocity birefringences can be detected, in
principle, with LIGO [35, 39, 40]. These birefringence
effects might also leave imprints at a larger scale, for ex-
ample, generating chiral primordial GWs, which directly
affect the cosmic wave background radiation [41–46], or
circularly-polarized stochastic GW background, which
can be detected by GW detectors [47–49].

Besides propagation effects, gravitational perturbations
of BHs in modified gravity can also have parity asymme-
try during generation. One important feature of GWs
emitted during the ringdown phase of binary BH merg-
ers in GR, or quasinormal modes (QNMs), is that the
modes with the same quantum number, but different
parity, have the same frequency [50, 51], a result known
as isospectrality. However, in parity-violating theories,
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isospectrality is generally broken, similar to the breaking
of degeneracies in quantum mechanical perturbation the-
ory. For example, in dCS gravity, it has been found that
only odd-parity modes are modified for non-rotating BHs
[24, 52, 53]. For spinning BHs, both parities are modi-
fied but in different ways [25, 54]. Similar isospectrality
breaking of QNMs has been observed in parity-violating
corrections of higher-derivative gravity [55–58] and, more
interestingly, in certain parity-preserving theories, such as
parity-preserving corrections of higher-derivative gravity
[55–59] and EdGB theory[60–64]. Such parity asymmetry
in the generation of GWs may cause observable effects,
depending on whether there is enough signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) to resolve the shifts to the ringdown frequencies
(both real and imaginary parts) of the resultant modes
[65].

In this work, we focus on the isospectrality breaking
of QNMs in these EFT extensions of GR. The study of
QNMs has been an important topic in GR and modified
gravity because their spectrum allows us to retrieve infor-
mation on the exterior geometry of BHs and the dynamics
of modified gravity theories, which is the idea of BH spec-
troscopy [66–68]. For these beyond GR (bGR) theories,
extra non-metric fields (scalar, vector, or tensor) leave
imprints on the QNMs. To study QNMs, one major ap-
proach is BH perturbation theory, where the gravitational
perturbations of an isolated stationary BH are computed,
given that the merger of binary BHs always settles down
to a stationary geometry in GR. For non-rotating BHs,
thanks to spherical symmetry, QNMs can be directly
computed from metric perturbations in both GR [69–73]
and modified gravity [24, 52, 53, 55, 59–62, 74]. In this
case, metric perturbations are separated into two pieces,
one with even and one with odd parity. For each par-
ity piece, one can find a single gauge-invariant function
that characterizes all degrees of freedom, i.e., the Zerilli-
Moncrief (ZM) function for even-parity perturbations and
the Regge-Wheeler (RW) function for odd-parity ones,
the governing equations of which are decoupled and sep-
arable. Since each of the metric perturbation functions
has a definite parity, one can easily study isospectrality
breaking in this approach.

For rotating BHs, due to the lack of spherical symmetry,
it is hard to decouple all the metric fields and find only two
functions to represent all the metric components. For this
reason, Teukolsky developed another approach for rotat-
ing BHs in GR [75–77] within the framework of Newman
and Penrose (NP) [78] and using spinor calculus. In the
Teukolsky formalism, instead of solving for metric pertur-
bations directly, curvature perturbations, characterized
by the Weyl scalars Ψ0 and Ψ4, are solved for first, from
which the metric can then be reconstructed [50, 79–88].
Both non-rotating and rotating BHs in GR can be math-
ematically classified as Petrov type D spacetimes [50, 89],
the leading-order gravitational perturbations of which
are fully described by decoupled and separable Teukol-
sky equations. However, in the Teukolsky formalism, the
modes are not naturally separated into definite parity. To

study parity, one then needs to first find combinations
of solutions to the Teukolsky equations that generate
definite-parity metric perturbations. This work was first
done in [80], using metric reconstruction to map definite-
parity metric perturbations to Teukolsky functions, and
expressed in a simpler form in [90].

In modified gravity, perturbations of spinning BHs
were previously studied using metric perturbations in the
slow-rotation expansion [25, 54, 56, 63, 64, 91] and us-
ing numerical relativity for an arbitrary spin but with
secularly-growing errors [92, 93]. However, most of the
remnant BHs of binary BH mergers are rapidly rotating
(at least 65% of their maximum), as predicted theoreti-
cally [94] and confirmed observationally [95]. One can,
in principle, extend the approach using metric perturba-
tions in the slow-rotating expansion to higher orders in
spin, but to produce reliable results for these fast-spinning
BHs, one usually needs to go beyond fifth order in the
slow-rotation expansion [96]. Extensions to such a high
order will involve complicated couplings between different
l modes, so this approach might not be practically feasi-
ble. Although in EdGB, Ref. [64] recently found that by
resuming the O(χ2), slow-rotation expansion of QNMs
using Padé approximants [97–99], one might find accurate
results for dimensionless spin up to χ = a/M ∼ 0.7, it
is still worth developing a formalism without explicit re-
liance on a small spin expansion. An alternative approach,
combining metric perturbations with spectral decomposi-
tion techniques, was recently developed for Schwarzschild
BHs [100] and Kerr BHs (valid up to χ ∼ 0.95) [101].
However, it is worth noting that, although promising,
such spectral decomposition techniques have only been
demonstrated for BHs in GR as of yet.

Recently, Refs. [102, 103] showed that one can extend
the Teukolsky formalism in GR to modified gravity for any
deformed BHs that do not significantly deviate from their
counterparts in GR so that they can be treated through
an EFT approach. In this modified Teukolsky formalism,
the Weyl scalars Ψ0 and Ψ4 are decoupled from other
degrees of freedom of curvature perturbations, just like
in GR. Their equations are also separable because the
homogeneous part of the modified Teukolsky equation
is of the same form as in GR, and the source terms can
be separated by projection to spin-weighted spheroidal
harmonics [102, 103]. Later, Refs. [57, 58] applied the
approach of [102, 103] to higher-derivative gravity up to
O(χ14). The authors successfully separated the equations
into radial and angular parts and computed the QNM
frequencies valid up to χ ∼ 0.7. Their results also match
well with previous calculations using metric perturbations
in [56, 91].

Nonetheless, to study isospectrality breaking, one needs
to first find out what the definite-parity modes are in these
modified Teukolsky equations and derive their equations.
In this work, we show that one can extend the definition
in [90] to the modified Teukolsky equations in [102, 103].
Furthermore, we derive the equations that govern these
definite-parity modes and prescribe how to evaluate the
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shifts of QNMs using the eigenvalue perturbation (EVP)
method of [103–105]. For simplicity, in this work, we
only focus on spacetimes that are Petrov type D even in
modified gravity, but our results can be easily extended
to non-Petrov-type-D spacetimes, where the modified
Teukolsky formalism of [102, 103] still applies. We also
assume that background spacetimes are parity invariant,
which is true for non-rotating and slowly-rotating BHs in
dCS [106, 107] and EdGB gravity [60, 108, 109], so we can
focus on the parity properties of dynamical perturbations.
In the remainder of this paper, we present in more

detail our formalism for studying isospectrality breaking of
QNMs in modified gravity using the Teukolsky formalism.
In Sec. II, we give a quick review of the modified Teukolsky
formalism developed by [102, 103]. In Sec. III, we review
the construction of definite-parity modes of Teukolsky
equations in GR found by [90]. In Sec. IV, we show that
the same definition of definite-parity modes in GR can
be extended to Petrov type D spacetimes in modified
gravity. For non-Petrov-type-D spacetimes, we discuss
how one might extend our construction and leave details
to future work. In Sec. V, we follow the discussion in
[103] to derive the shifts of QNM frequencies using the
EVP method of [103–105] and show how the degeneracy
in QNM frequencies of even- and odd-parity modes is
generally broken in modified gravity. We then derive the
condition for the modified Teukolsky equation to have
definite-parity solutions and present the shifts of their
QNM frequencies. In Sec. VI, we apply our formalism to
two specific bGR theories: dCS and EdGB gravity, and we
show that our definite-parity equations agree qualitatively
with the equations found by metric perturbations in [24,
25, 52–54, 60–64]. Finally, in Sec. VII, we discuss future
avenues of this work and conclude.

II. MODIFIED TEUKOLSKY EQUATIONS

In this section, we review the modified Teukolsky for-
malism in bGR theories developed in [102, 103]. Here, we
focus on the equation of Ψ0, and the equation of Ψ4 can
be found following the same procedure or via the GHP
transformation [110].

A. bGR theories and expansion scheme

As shown in [102], for any modified gravity theory that
admits an EFT description and allows perturbation the-
ory, the gravitational perturbations of any non-Ricci-flat,
Petrov type I BH can be studied via the curvature pertur-
bation formalism. For this large subset of modified gravity
theories, its Lagrangian can be schematically written as,

L = LGR + ℓpLbGR + Lmatter + Lfield , (1)

where LGR is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, and Lmatter

is the Lagrangian of matter. In this work, we focus on vac-
uum backgrounds, so Lmatter = 0. Lfield is the Lagrangian

of extra non-metric fields, including both kinetic and po-
tential terms. The Lagrangian LbGR describes additional
corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, which may
contain non-minimal couplings to the extra non-metric
fields. The quantity ℓ with dimensions of length character-
izes the strength of the GR correction, with p introduced
to ensure that the dimension of ℓpLbGR are correct.

Based on whether there are additional non-metric fields,
we can divide the subset of modified gravity theories that
our modified Teukolsky formalism applies to into the
following two classes:

• Lfield ̸= 0 =⇒ Class A ,

• Lfield = 0 =⇒ Class B .

Some examples of class A bGR theories are dCS gravity
[11, 12], EdGB gravity [108, 111, 112], Horndeski theory
[113], scalar-tensor theories [114], f(R) gravity [115, 116],
Einstein-Aether theory [117], and bi-gravity [118]. There
are also certain EFT extensions of GR that do not contain
extra non-metric fields, so they can be classified as class
B bGR theories, such as higher-derivative gravity [18–21].

To study gravitational perturbations in modified gravity
in the formalism of [102], we need at least two expansion
parameters. In this work, we follow the conventions in
[102] and use ζ to denote the strength of bGR corrections
and ϵ the size of GW perturbations, a parameter that also
appears in the GR case. Both ζ and ϵ are dimensionless,
so ζ is usually some power of the ratio of the scale ℓ to
the BH mass. We also assume that the leading correction
to the metric field due to modified gravity is at least of
O(ζ), so the correction to other non-metric fields enters
at lower and non-integer order of ζ [102]. Reference [102]
additionally showed that if the background tetrad is care-
fully chosen, the bGR correction to all NP quantities
also enters at O(ζ). Then, all the NP quantities can be
expanded in the following way:

Ψi = Ψ
(0)
i + ϵΨ

(1)
i

= Ψ
(0,0)
i + ζΨ

(1,0)
i + ϵΨ

(0,1)
i + ζϵΨ

(1,1)
i , (2)

where we have taken Weyl scalars as an example. In this
work, we will hide the expansion in ζ from certain equa-
tions to minimize notational clutter, so the superscript
will only stand for an expansion in ϵ, as shown in the first
line of Eq. (2).

B. Modified Teukolsky equation

Using the expansion scheme in Eq. (2), one can then
derive the modified Teukolsky equation. For convenience,
let us first define the following operators in terms of the
NP spin coefficients and tetrad derivatives (see e.g. [78,
119]):

D[a,b,c,d] = D + aε+ bε̄+ cρ+ dρ̄ , (3a)

∆[a,b,c,d] = ∆+ aµ+ bµ̄+ cγ + dγ̄ , (3b)
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δ[a,b,c,d] = δ + aᾱ+ bβ + cπ̄ + dτ , (3c)

δ̄[a,b,c,d] = δ̄ + aα+ bβ̄ + cπ + dτ̄ , (3d)

where the overhead bar denotes complex conjugation. The
equations we start from are two Ricci identities and one
Bianchi identity, namely

F1Ψ0 − J1Ψ1 − 3κΨ2 = S1 , (4a)

F2Ψ0 − J2Ψ1 − 3σΨ2 = S2 , (4b)

E2σ − E1κ−Ψ0 = 0 , (4c)

where the operators F1,2, J1,2, and E1,2 are defined via

F1 ≡ δ̄[−4,0,1,0] , F2 ≡ ∆[1,0,−4,0] ,

J1 ≡ D[−2,0,−4,0] , J2 ≡ δ[0,−2,0,−4] ,

E1 ≡ δ[−1,−3,1,−1] , E2 ≡ D[−3,1,−1,−1] ,

(5)

and the source terms S1,2 are

S1 ≡ δ[−2,−2,1,0]Φ00 −D[−2,0,0,−2]Φ01

+ 2σΦ10 − 2κΦ11 − κ̄Φ02 ,
(6a)

S2 ≡ δ[0,−2,2,0]Φ01 −D[−2,2,0,−1]Φ02

− λ̄Φ00 + 2σΦ11 − 2κΦ12 .
(6b)

To derive the modified Teukolsky equation, Ref. [102]
made some convenient gauge choices for both the back-
ground spacetime and the dynamical perturbations, fol-
lowing Chandrasekhar [50]. Since we care about BH
spacetimes that are modifications of Petrov type D space-
times in GR, one can use the Kinnersley tetrad to set

Ψ
(0,0)
0,1,3,4 = 0 . (7)

For dynamical perturbations, Ref. [102] showed that one
can rotate the O(ζ1, ϵ1) part of the tetrad, such that

Ψ
(0,1)
1,3 = Ψ

(1,1)
1,3 = 0 . (8)

In this gauge, one can then easily decouple Ψ
(1,1)
0 from

other NP quantities and derive a single decoupled equation

for Ψ
(1,1)
0 , namely [102]

HGR

0 Ψ
(1,1)
0 = S(1,1)

geo + S(1,1) , (9)

where HGR
0 is the Teukolsky operator in GR, and the

source terms S(1,1)
geo and S(1,1) are given by

S(1,1)
geo = S(1,1)

0,D + S(1,1)
0,non-D

+ S(1,1)
1,non-D

,

S(1,1)
0,D = −H(1,0)

0 Ψ
(0,1)
0 ,

S(1,1)
0,non-D

= −H(0,1)
0 Ψ

(1,0)
0 ,

S(1,1)
1,non-D

= H
(0,1)
1 Ψ

(1,0)
1 , (10)

and

S(1,1) = E(0,0)
2 S

(1,1)
2 + E(0,1)

2 S
(1,0)
2 − E(0,0)

1 S
(1,1)
1

− E(0,1)
1 S

(1,0)
1 . (11)

The operators H0,1 and E1,2 are defined via

H0 = E2F2 − E1F1 − 3Ψ2 , H1 = E2J2 − E1J1 ,

E1 = E1 −
1

Ψ2
δΨ2 , E2 = E2 −

1

Ψ2
DΨ2 .

(12)

The equation for Ψ
(1,1)
4 can be found in [102]. In Eq. (10),

the source term Sgeo comes from the homogeneous part of
the Bianchi identities and Ricci identities in Eq. (4), so it
is generated by modifications to the background spacetime
and does not involve terms from the effective stress tensor.
Within Sgeo, the terms Si,non-D only appear in non-Petrov-
type-D spacetimes, while Si,D also appears in Petrov type
D spacetimes. On the other hand, the source term S
comes from the effective stress-energy tensor, so it depends
on the details of the modified gravity theory and may
contain extra non-metric fields.
Inspecting Eqs. (9)–(11), one notices that every NP

quantity in S(1,1)
geo has lower order than O(ζ1, ϵ1), and the

only terms at O(ζ1, ϵ1) are Ψ
(1,1)
0 and S(1,1). In [102],

it was additionally shown that for class B bGR theo-
ries, S(1,1) ∼ h(1,0)h(0,1), while for class A bGR theories,
S(1,1) ∼ ϑ(1,0)h(0,1) + ϑ(1,1)g(0,0), where ϑ represents ex-
tra (scalar, vector or tensor fields) non-metric fields. For

both cases, there are no factors of h
(1,1)
µν , so we have fully

decoupled Ψ
(1,1)
0 from all metric fields. For class A bGR

theories, we also have ϑ(1,1), but as shown in [102, 103],
these extra non-metric fields can be solved for first by fol-
lowing the order-reduction scheme in [120]. The key idea
is that for these non-minimal coupling class A bGR theo-
ries, the bGR corrections always drive non-metric fields
first before driving GW perturbations [102, 103]. Thus,
when writing down ϑ(1,1), we actually have absorbed the
coupling constant into ϑ, while it enters at a lower order.
For details of decoupling non-metric fields from Ψ0, one
can refer to [103].

Besides using the gauge freedom of both the background
spacetime and the dynamical perturbations, one can also
derive the modified Teukolsky equation without making
any explicit gauge choices, as done in the original deriva-
tion of the Teukolsky equation in GR [75] and in modified
gravity in [103]. Reference [103] showed that instead of us-
ing the NP language from the beginning, one could follow
the idea in [121] and work with the Einstein equations di-
rectly to then project to a modified Teukolsky equation at
the end. In spite of the many differen approaches to derive
the modified Teukolsky equation, the final master equa-
tion shares many similarities. One major feature is that
the master equation always contains terms at O(ζ0, ϵ1),
which requires metric reconstruction of GW perturba-
tions in GR, as one can observe in Eqs. (10) and (11). In
the next section, we will introduce one of these metric
reconstruction procedures. For the terms at O(ζ0, ϵ0)
and O(ζ1, ϵ0), one can directly compute them using the
background metric. To transform the modified Teukolsky
equation in Eq. (9) to the one for definite-parity modes,
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the next step is to understand what definite-parity modes
of the Teukolsky equation are in both GR and modified
gravity.

III. MODES WITH DEFINITE PARITY IN GR

In this section, we review definite-parity solutions to the
Teukolsky equation in GR, following [90]. Our focus is on
bGR, beyond-Kerr BH spacetimes, whereas we show below
that isospectrality can be broken by dynamical effects.
Since this is our primary goal, we further assume that, like
in the Kerr solution, the stationary spacetime is invariant
under the parity transformation. This assumption holds
for known BH solutions in modified gravity theories, such
as in dCS gravity [106, 122] and EdGB gravity[60, 108,
109], and seems physically reasonable for a stationary BH.
To make this more concrete, we first define what we mean
by a parity transformation.
Let the spacetime be a manifold M, with an open

set U ⊂ M inside it that contains Boyer-Lindquist-like
coordinates, i.e., the metric g on M has the functional
form of a modified Kerr metric on U in these coordinates.
Define the parity operator P̂ as an operator that acts
on functions in these Boyer-Lindquist coordinates. The
action of the operator is the following:

P̂ [f(t, r, θ, ϕ)] = f(t, r, π − θ, ϕ+ π) . (13)

Then for metric perturbations [69, 70, 90], the modes with
even and odd parity are defined to be

P̂ hE,O
µν = ±(−1)lhE,O

µν , (14)

where l is the angular momentum number after decom-
posing metric perturbations into spheroidal harmonics.1

To define parity for solutions to the Teukolsky equation,
we then need to know the relation between metric pertur-
bations and curvature perturbations.

A. Metric reconstruction in GR

To find curvature perturbations from metric pertur-
bations, we can directly compute Weyl scalars from the
perturbed metric. In contrast, reconstructing metric per-
turbations from Weyl scalars is a more complicated pro-
cess. Fortunately, this procedure was developed for Kerr
BHs or, more generally, Petrov type D spacetimes in
GR either via an intermediate Hertz potential [79–87]
or by solving the Bianchi identities, Ricci identities, and
commutation relations [50, 88]. In this work, we follow
the approach using the Hertz potential, the so-called
Chrzanowski-Cohen-Kegeles (CCK) procedure [86], and

1 We have followed the definition of definite-parity modes in Sec. IC2
of [90].

the conventions in [86, 87] due to more explicit algebraic
relations between Weyl scalars and metric perturbations.
In this section, we only provide a brief introduction, and
more details can be found in Appendix B. Furthermore,
since in this section we review metric reconstruction in
GR, our expressions hold only to O(ζ0, ϵ1).

As discussed in [86, 87], the Hertz potential Ψ
(0,1)
H gen-

erates metric perturbations h
(0,1)
µν that solve the linearized

Einstein equations in GR. For simplicity, we will drop the

superscripts of h
(0,1)
µν and Ψ

(0,1)
H for the rest of this sec-

tion. In the outgoing radiation gauge (ORG) [87], where
nµhµν = 0 and h ≡ gµνhµν = 0. The perturbed metric
hµν is related to ΨH via

hµν = − ρ−4
[
nµnν δ̄[−3,−1,5,0]δ̄[−4,0,1,0]

+m̄µm̄ν∆[5,0,−3,1]∆[1,0,−4,0]

−n(µm̄ν)

(
δ̄[−3,1,5,1]∆[1,0,−4,0]

+∆[5,−1,−3,−1]δ̄[−4,0,1,0]

)]
ΨH + c.c .

(15)

In the ingoing radiation gauge (IRG) [86], where lµhµν = 0
and h = 0, we have instead that

hµν =
[
lµlν δ̄[1,3,0,−1]δ̄[0,4,0,3]

+ m̄µm̄νD[−1,3,0,−1]D[0,4,0,3]

− l(µm̄ν)

(
D[1,3,1,−1]δ̄[0,4,0,3]

+δ̄[−1,3,−1,−1]D[0,4,0,3]

)]
Ψ̄H + c.c .

(16)

Notice that, since we have chosen the opposite signature
from [86, 87], our hµν has a different sign.
Using Eqs. (15) and (16), one can derive the relation

between Weyl scalars and ΨH. For example, for perturba-
tions of Kerr in ORG [87],

Ψ4 = − 1

32
ρ4∆2D†4∆2Ψ̄H , (17a)

Ψ0 = −1

8

[
L4Ψ̄H + 12M∂tΨH

]
, (17b)

while in IRG

Ψ0 = −1

2
D4Ψ̄H , (18a)

Ψ4 = −1

8
ρ4

[
L†4Ψ̄H − 12M∂tΨH

]
, (18b)

where

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 , ρ = − 1

1− ia cos θ
,

D = lµ∂µ =
r2 + a2

∆
∂t + ∂r +

a

∆
∂ϕ ,

D† = −r
2 + a2

∆
∂t + ∂r −

a

∆
∂ϕ ,

Ls = −ia sin θ∂t − [∂θ − s cot θ + i csc θ∂ϕ] ,

L†
s = ia sin θ∂t − [∂θ − s cot θ − i csc θ∂ϕ] ,

(19)



6

and L4 = L1L0L−1L−2, L†4 = L†
1L

†
0L

†
−1L

†
−2. Here, we

have also dropped the superscript (0, 1) of Ψ0,4 for simplic-
ity. All the Weyl scalars in this subsection are assumed
to be at O(ζ0, ϵ1).

In this work, we focus on the modified Teukolsky equa-
tion for Ψ0, so it is convenient to work with IRG, where
ΨH can be reconstructed from Ψ0 by inverting Eq. (18a)
using the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities [77, 123, 124],
e.g.,

Ψ̄H = −2C−1∆2
(
D†)4 [∆2Ψ0

]
. (20)

Here, C is a real constant [50, 83],2

C = λ2(λ+ 2)2 − 8ω2λ
[
α2(5λ+ 6)− 12a2

]
+ 144ω4α4 + 144ω2M2 ,

(21)

where ω is the QNM frequency associated with a specific
(l,m, ω) mode of Ψ0, λ is the separation constant used by
Chandrasekhar [50], and α2 ≡ a2 − am/ω. The relation
between ΨH and other Weyl scalars in IRG can be found
in Appendix B. For the Schwarzschild background, these
relations greatly simplify. Since we use the relation be-
tween Ψ2 and ΨH in the Schwarzschild limit frequently in
Sec. VI, we present it here for convenience,

Ψ2 = −1

2
D2(δ̄ + 2β)(δ̄ + 4β)Ψ̄H . (22)

B. Definition of even- and odd-parity modes

With the relation in Eq. (16), we can now define the
modes with definite parity in GR. For convenience, let
us define an operator P̂ ≡ ĈP̂ , where P̂ is the parity
transformation, and Ĉ is the complex conjugation,

P̂f = ĈP̂ f = Ĉf(π − θ, ϕ+ π) = f̄(π − θ, ϕ+ π) . (23)

In [125], the same P̂ operator was also constructed and
used for studying scalar and vector QNMs and their
isospectrality in EFT extensions of GR. With the defi-
nition above and P̂ 2 = Ĉ2 = Î, where Î is the identity
operator, one can easily show that

P̂2 = Î , ĈP̂ = P̂ , P̂ P̂ = Ĉ , (24)

because P̂ , Ĉ, and P̂ commute with each other. Using
Eq. (24), we will replace P̂ with Ĉ and P̂ in most places.

When P̂ acts on another operator X̂, we have

P̂[X̂] = P̂X̂P̂, (25)

and similarly for Ĉ. Other useful properties of P̂ , Ĉ, and
P̂ are listed in Appendix A.

2 C is the squared modulus of the Teukolsky-Starobinsky constant
|C |2 in [50] and the constant p in [83].

As discussed in [90], at O(ζ0, ϵ0) in the Kinnersley
tetrad of Kerr,

P̂ {D,∆} = {D,∆} , P̂
{
δ, δ̄

}
= −

{
δ, δ̄

}
,

P̂ {ρ, µ, γ} = {ρ, µ, γ} , P̂ {α, β, π, τ} = −{α, β, π, τ} ,
(26)

and other spin coefficients are zero. For convenience, let
us rewrite Eqs. (15) and (16) as

hµν = OµνΨ̄H + ŌµνΨH , (27)

where Oµν denotes the operator converting Ψ̄H to hµν .
Using Eq. (26), one can show that

P̂Oµν = Oµν . (28)

Thus,

P̂hµν = OµνP̂Ψ̄H + ŌµνP̂ΨH . (29)

For even- and odd-parity metric perturbations, P̂hE,O
µν =

±(−1)lhE,O
µν . Comparing Eq. (29) to Eq. (27), we find

that the Hertz potentials ΨE,O
H generated from hE,O

µν must
transform as

P̂ΨE,O
H = ±(−1)lΨE,O

H . (30)

Since the operators converting Ψ̄H to Ψ0,4 in Eqs. (17a)

and (18a) are invariant under P̂ , the even- and odd-parity
modes of Ψ0,4 must transform in the same way as Eq. (30).
We can then define the definite-parity modes ΨE,O

lmω of
Ψ0,4 to be

ΨE,O
lmω := Ψlmω ± (−1)lP̂Ψlmω (31)

because then we have that

P̂ΨE,O
lmω = P̂Ψlmω ± (−1)lΨlmω

= ± (−1)l
[
Ψlmω ± (−1)lP̂Ψlmω

]
= ± (−1)lΨE,O

lmω ,

(32)

where Ψlmω is a single (l,m, ω) mode solving the Teukol-
sky equation of either Ψ0 or Ψ4. For simplicity, let us
define

ΨE,O := Ψ± (−1)lP̂Ψ , Ψ := Ψlmω , (33)

where we have dropped the mode label lmω for all the
fields in Eq. (31). Henceforth, we always assume that Ψ
is a single (l,m, ω) mode. Using Eq. (33), we can also

express Ψ and P̂Ψ in terms of ΨE,O,

Ψ =
1

2
(ΨE +ΨO) , P̂Ψ =

(−1)l

2
(ΨE −ΨO) , (34)

which provides the inverse map from definite-parity modes
back to the full solutions to the Teukolsky equation.
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C. Relation between definite-parity modes and
solutions to the Teukolsky equation

To generate metric perturbations with definite parity,
besides the transformation property in Eq. (30), we also
need ΨE,O to solve the Teukolsky equation; otherwise, the
metric perturbations generated will not solve the Einstein
equations. The modes in Eq. (31) are not necessarily

solutions to the modified Teukolsky equation since P̂Ψ is
not guaranteed to be a solution except in some special
cases.

For Kerr, one can show that Eq. (31) are solutions to the
Teukolsky equation by using the transformation properties
of Teukolsky functions under P̂ and Ĉ. According to [90],
the radial Teukolsky functions sRlmω(r) and the angular
Teukolsky functions sSlmω(θ) for Kerr in GR satisfy

sR̄lmω = (−1)msRl−m−ω̄ ,

sSlmω(π − θ) = (−1)m+l
−sSlmω(θ) ,

sS̄lmω(θ) = (−1)m+s
−sSl−m−ω̄(θ) .

(35)

Thus, by applying the above relations for s = ±2, we can
rewrite P̂Ψ as

P̂Ψ = Ψ̄lmω(π − θ, ϕ+ π)

= ±2R̄lmωe
−i(m(ϕ+π)−ω̄t)

±2S̄lmω(π − θ)

= (−1)l±2Rl−m−ω̄e
−i(mϕ−ω̄t)

±2Sl−m−ω̄ ,

(36)

where in the third line we have used the relations in
Eq. (35). Thus, for Kerr, we also have

ΨE,O
lmω = Ψlmω ±Ψl−m−ω̄ , (37)

which is the definition used in [90].
In general, the modes in Eq. (37) do not necessarily

satisfy the transformation rule in Eq. (30) as one can
explicitly check. For Kerr, due to the relations in Eq. (35),

we can transform Ψl−m−ω̄ to P̂Ψlmω, so Eq. (37) becomes
modes of definite parity. Generally, we need to define
the even and odd modes for Ψlmω and Ψl−mω̄ separately

using Eq. (33). For Kerr, since P̂Ψlmω = (−1)lΨl−mω̄, the
even and odd modes for Ψlmω and Ψl−mω̄ are degenerate,
ΨE,O

lmω = ±ΨE,O
l−mω̄.

Another feature of the definition in Eq. (33) is that
the modes with definite parity are linear combinations of
modes with frequency ω and the (negative of its) conju-
gate −ω̄. One may wonder whether we can define modes
with definite parity without mixing modes with different
frequencies. The answer is no. For a generic Hertz poten-
tial, we can always decompose it into modes with different
frequencies, e.g., Ψ =

∑
ω Aω(r, θ, ϕ)e

−iωt. Since modes
with definite parity need to transform as in Eq. (30), we
must have∑
ω

Aω(r, θ, ϕ)e
−iωt = ±(−1)l

∑
ω

Āω(r, π− θ, ϕ+π)eiω̄t ,

(38)

so A−ω̄(r, θ, ϕ) = ±(−1)lĀω(r, π − θ, ϕ + π). Thus, any
mode with frequency ω must be accompanied by a mode
with frequency −ω̄. This additionally shows that any
solution of the Teukolsky equation in GR has the decom-
position in Eq. (33) if it is a definite-parity mode.
To summarize, the definition in Eq. (31) is a more

fundamental definition than the one in Eq. (37) since it
does not rely on the specific properties of the solutions to
the Teukolsky equation in Kerr. As such, we use Eqs. (31)
and (33) for the rest of the work. The major goal of
this work is to study the correction to the definite-parity
Teukolsky solutions in GR defined in Eq. (33). In many
cases, we do not expect that the modified Teukolsky
equation admits solutions with definite parity for generic
systems that generate GWs. We also do not expect the
modes defined in Eq. (33) to generate metric perturbations
with definite parity in modified gravity. Nonetheless, in
the next section, we show that the definition in Eqs. (31)
and (33) still work for Petrov type D spacetimes that are
perturbations of Kerr in modified gravity.

IV. MODES WITH DEFINITE PARITY IN
MODIFIED GRAVITY

In the previous section, we have shown that the Teukol-
sky functions defined in Eq. (33) generate metric pertur-
bations with definite parity in GR using metric recon-
struction. However, for general modified gravity theories,
the procedure to reconstruct metric perturbations from
the modified Teukolsky functions is not known. On the
other hand, one may also wonder whether the definition
in Eq. (33) still works for modified gravity. Although
one can find bGR corrections to the GR, definite-parity
QNMs without knowing whether the corrected modes
have definite parity, it is still important to understand
what definite-parity QNMs are in modified gravity. Along
with the results of Sec. V, one can then directly check
whether a modified gravity theory admits modes with
definite parity as solutions to the modified Teukolsky
equations. In this section, we show that the definition
in Eq. (33) also works for Petrov type D spacetimes in
modified gravity.
Since metric reconstruction in modified gravity is gen-

erally unknown, we first start from metric perturbations
with definite parity and then compute the parity transfor-
mation of the Weyl scalars generated from these metric
perturbations. In our derivation, we make certain gauge
choices such that all the NP quantities have simple trans-
formation properties under P̂. In Sec. IVC, we further
show that although our derivation is not manifestly gauge-
invariant, the parity properties of Weyl scalars Ψ0,4 are
gauge-invariant. In this work, we only aim to define
definite-parity modes for Petrov type D spacetimes in
modified gravity. More specifically, we consider Petrov
type D BHs that are modifications of Kerr. For non-
Petrov-type-D spacetimes in modified gravity, there are
additional complexities, so we discuss a potential strategy
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and leave further investigations for future work.

A. P̂-transformation of stationary NP quantities

In this section, we compute the parity transformation
of NP quantities at O(ϵ0). For Kerr BHs in GR, we can
use the Kinnersley tetrad such that at O(ζ0, ϵ0),

P̂D(0,0) = D(0,0) , P̂∆(0,0) = ∆(0,0) ,

P̂δ(0,0) = −δ(0,0) , P̂ δ̄(0,0) = −δ̄(0,0) .
(39)

For tetrads corrected at O(ζ1, ϵ0), we can follow [102] to
choose

δe(1,0)aµ = −1

2
e(0,0)aν h ν(1,0)

µ , (40)

such that all the orthogonality conditions of NP tetrads
are satisfied. Recall that we assume the BH spacetime in-

variant under parity, so P̂h(1,0)µν = P̂ h
(1,0)
µν = h

(1,0)
µν , where

we have used that h
(1,0)
µν is real. Then, using Eq. (39), we

find

P̂D(1,0) = D(1,0) , P̂∆(1,0) = ∆(1,0) ,

P̂δ(1,0) = −δ(1,0) , P̂ δ̄(1,0) = −δ̄(1,0) .
(41)

Since the background tetrad in GR and modified gravity
have the same transformation properties under P̂, we
do not distinguish them below by suppressing the index
orders in ζ so that the superscripts give the order in the
expansion of ϵ only.
With Eqs. (39) and (41), one can then compute the

P̂-transformation of any spin coefficient or Ricci rotation
coefficient using the definition,

γcab = eaµ;νe
µ
c e

ν
b . (42)

From Eqs. (39), (41), and (42), we know that the spin
coefficients with even number of mµ, m̄µ, and their cor-
responding directional derivatives are invariant under P̂,
while the ones with odd numbers of mµ, m̄µ, and their
corresponding directional derivatives pick up a minus sign
under P̂. For example, κ = γ131 only contains one mµ,
so P̂κ(0) = −κ(0). Although κ(0) vanishes in Petrov type
D spacetimes, we still list its parity transformation prop-
erty since it only depends on the transformation rules in
Eqs. (39) and (41). Similarly, we find

P̂
{
σ(0), λ(0), ε(0), ρ(0), µ(0), γ(0)

}
=

{
σ(0), λ(0), ε(0), ρ(0), µ(0), γ(0)

}
,

P̂
{
κ(0), ν(0), α(0), β(0), τ (0), π(0)

}
= −

{
κ(0), ν(0), α(0), β(0), τ (0), π(0)

}
,

(43)

which are consistent with the results in [90] for GR.

B. P̂-transformation of dynamical NP quantities

At O(ϵ1), the tetrad can be expressed in terms of the
tetrad at O(ϵ0). As found in [88, 126], one can use the
tetrad freedom to choose

D(1) = − 1

2
h
(1)
ll ∆(0) ,

∆(1) = − 1

2
h(1)nnD

(0) − h
(1)
ln ∆(0) ,

δ(1) = − h(1)nmD
(0) − h

(1)
lm∆(0) +

1

2
h
(1)
mm̄δ

(0) +
1

2
h(1)mmδ̄

(0) .

(44)
Since this tetrad choice is possible at both O(ζ0, ϵ1) and
O(ζ1, ϵ1), we also suppress the expansion in ζ here for

simplicity. Taking h
(1)
µν to be the metric perturbations

with definite parity of Eq. (14), we find that the dynamical

tetrad transforms under P̂ as

P̂D(1) = ±(−1)lD(1) , P̂∆(1) = ±(−1)l∆(1) ,

P̂δ(1) = ∓(−1)lδ(1) , P̂ δ̄(1) = ∓(−1)lδ̄(1) ,
(45)

where the factor ± of D(1) and ∆(1) depends on the

parity of h
(1)
µν generating these tetrad perturbations, e.g.,

+ for even parity and − for odd parity, and similarly for
the factor ∓ of δ(1) and δ̄(1). The eigenvalues of P̂ in
Eq. (45) have contributions from both the background
tetrad [Eqs. (39) and (41)] and the perturbed metric

h
(1)
µν [±(−1)l for even and odd parity, respectively]. For

example, since P̂h(1)ll = ±(−1)lh
(1)
ll for even- or odd-parity

h
(1)
µν , respectively, and P̂∆(0) = ∆(0), we find P̂D(1) =

±(−1)lD(1). In total, D(1) and ∆(1) preserve the parity

of h
(1)
µν , while δ(1) and δ̄(1) flip its parity.

To find the P̂-transformation of the spin coefficients at
O(ϵ1), one can first express the spin coefficients in terms
of metric perturbations. This can be done by linearizing
the commutation relation, e.g. following [50]. We have
listed the results in Appendix B, which are consistent
with the results in [88]. Then, using Eqs. (39), (41), (43),
and (45), one can find that

P̂
{
σ(1), λ(1), ε(1), ρ(1), µ(1), γ(1)

}
= ±(−1)l

{
σ(1), λ(1), ε(1), ρ(1), µ(1), γ(1)

}
,

P̂
{
κ(1), ν(1), α(1), β(1), τ (1), π(1)

}
= ∓(−1)l

{
κ(1), ν(1), α(1), β(1), τ (1), π(1)

}
,

(46)

which have very similar transformation properties as the
spin coefficients at O(ϵ0) in Eq. (43) up to the overall

factor ±(−1)l of h
(1)
µν under P̂.

With this in hand, let us now study the transformation
properties of the Weyl scalars. Using the Ricci identity,
one has that

Ψ0 = D[−3,1,−1,−1]σ − δ[−1,−3,1,−1]κ . (47)
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Using Eqs. (39), (41), (43), (45), and (46), we then find
that

P̂Ψ
(1)
0 = ±(−1)lΨ

(1)
0 , (48)

which includes both O(ζ0, ϵ1) and O(ζ1, ϵ1) contributions
and is consistent with Eq. (30). The same, of course, is

also true for Ψ
(1)
4 . In Sec. III C, we have shown that for any

mode to have the transformation properties of Eq. (48),
the mode has to have the decomposition of Eq. (33). This
confirms that the modes defined in Eq. (33) are definite-
parity Teukolsky solutions for Petrov type D spacetimes
in modified gravity. Reference [57] has found the same
definite-parity modes of Ψ0,4 via metric reconstruction,
but they only intended to construct these definite-parity
modes in GR for evaluating QNM shifts. Nonetheless,
our work extends the definition in GR to Petrov type D
spacetimes in modified gravity.

C. Gauge invariance

In the analysis above, we have chosen a specific tetrad
in Eqs. (39), (41), and (45), so one may wonder whether
our definition in Eq. (33) still works if we choose a differ-
ent tetrad. Moreover, besides the freedom of rotating the
tetrad, one can also perform local coordinate transforma-
tions, which one may worry also affect our analysis. In
this section, we show that, although the proof above se-
lected a specific tetrad, its argument about definite-parity
modes is both tetrad- and coordinate-invariant.
Generally, for perturbations at O(ζ1, ϵ1), one should

consider both coordinate and tetrad transformations at
O(ζ1, ϵ0), O(ζ0, ϵ1), and O(ζ1, ϵ1). For simplicity, let us
focus on Ψ0, and an analogous argument can be made
for Ψ4. For a general combination of type I, II, and type
III rotations with rotation parameters a, b, A, and ϑ,
where a and b are complex functions, and A and ϑ are
real functions, the Weyl scalar Ψ0 transforms as [50],

Ψ0 → A−2e2iϑΨ0 +4bΨ1 +6b2Ψ2 +4b3Ψ3 + b4Ψ4 , (49)

where we have kept all orders of the rotation parameters.
For tetrad rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ1), Eq. (49) reduces to

Ψ
(1,1)
0 → Ψ

(1,1)
0 − 2[δA(1,1) − iϑ(1,1)]Ψ

(0,0)
0 +4b(1,1)Ψ

(0,0)
1 ,
(50)

where we have define δA = A− 1. Since we are interested
in background spacetimes that are modifications of Petrov

type D spacetimes in GR, Ψ
(0,0)
0 = Ψ

(0,0)
1 = 0, so Ψ

(1,1)
0

is invariant under tetrad rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ1), which is
consistent with the result in [102]. Similarly, for tetrad
rotations at O(ζ0, ϵ1),

Ψ
(1,1)
0 → Ψ

(1,1)
0 − 2[δA(0,1) − iϑ(0,1)]Ψ

(1,0)
0 +4b(0,1)Ψ

(1,0)
1 .
(51)

For Petrov type D spacetimes in modified gravity, Ψ
(1,0)
0 =

Ψ
(1,0)
1 = 0, so Ψ

(1,1)
0 is also invariant under tetrad rota-

tions at O(ζ0, ϵ1).

However, for Petrov type I spacetimes, since Ψ
(1,0)
0,1 are

nonzero, Ψ
(1,1)
0 is not invariant under tetrad rotations at

O(ζ0, ϵ1). Then to justify our arguments in Secs. IVA and
IVB, we need to first construct a tetrad- and coordinate-

invariant dynamical curvature perturbation from Ψ
(1,1)
0 .

Although such a quantity has not been found in modified
gravity yet, there have been similar efforts for second-
order GW perturbations in GR. Reference [126] found

that Ψ
(0,2)
0,4 are also not invariant under tetrad rotations

and coordinate transformations at O(ζ0, ϵ1). Solutions

to this issue include adding correction terms to Ψ
(0,2)
0,4

to construct a tetrad- and coordinate-invariant quantity
[126] or studying GW perturbations in an asymptotically
flat representation of Kerr [127]. As shown in [102], our
modified Teukolsky formalism can be directly mapped
to the second-order Teukolsky formalism in GR in [126],
so this issue in modified gravity can probably be solved
using similar techniques. We leave the construction of
a tetrad- and coordinate-invariant dynamical curvature
perturbation and the definition of definite-parity modes
in Petrov type I spacetimes in modified gravity to our
future work.

Besides tetrad rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ1) and O(ζ0, ϵ1), we
can also rotate the tetrad at O(ζ1, ϵ0). In this case,

Ψ
(1,1)
0 → Ψ

(1,1)
0 − 2[δA(1,0) − iϑ(1,0)]Ψ

(0,1)
0 +4b(1,0)Ψ

(0,1)
1 .
(52)

Since Ψ
(0,1)
0,1 are GW perturbations in GR, which are

nonzero in general, Ψ
(1,1)
0 is not invariant under tetrad

rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ0). However, this behavior is very
similar to tetrad rotations at O(ζ0, ϵ0) in GR, which also

shift Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 and correspond to large Lorentz transforma-

tions of the background spacetime. In contrast, gauge
transformations enter at the same order as GW perturba-
tions, or O(ϵ1) in our notation. For Kerr BHs in GR, the
Teukolsky equation is decoupled and separable in Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates and in the Kinnersley tetrad, where
definite-parity modes can also be easily defined. However,
we do not expect the same situation in other coordinates
and tetrads in general. Similarly, there are convenient
coordinates and tetrads in modified gravity, where parity
can be easily studied, such as the tetrad in Eq. (41), which
transforms in the same way as the Kinnersley tetrad under
P̂. We can always perform tetrad rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ0),
such that the modes defined in Eq. (33) are not even of
definite-parity, but this only indicates that we are in some
frame where some degrees of freedom of these originally

definite-parity modes of Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 are shifted to other Weyl

scalars such that parity cannot be easily defined for Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 .

Thus, it is not an issue that our discussion of parity is
not invariant under tetrad rotations at O(ζ1, ϵ0), and we
can stick to the background tetrad in Eqs. (39) and (41).
Finally, we can also perform coordinate transforma-

tions at O(ζ1, ϵ1) and O(ζ0, ϵ1). For the same reasons as
discussed above, we do not care about coordinate trans-
formations at O(ζ0, ϵ0) and O(ζ1, ϵ0). Under coordinate
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transformations xµ → xµ + ϵξµ(0,1) + ζϵξµ(1,1), Ψ
(1,1)
0

transforms as [126],

Ψ
(1,1)
0 → Ψ

(1,1)
0 + ξµ(0,1)∂µΨ

(1,0)
0 + ξµ(1,1)∂µΨ

(0,0)
0 . (53)

For Petrov type D spacetimes in modified gravity, Ψ
(0,0)
0 =

Ψ
(1,0)
0 = 0 , so Ψ

(1,1)
0 is also coordinate-invariant. Thus,

our arguments in Secs. IVA and IVB to find the transfor-
mation rule in Eq. (48) are both tetrad- and coordinate-
invariant. For Petrov type I spacetimes, although one can

set Ψ
(1,0)
0 ̸= 0 by rotating the background tetrad [50], we

may have to work with the tetrad where Ψ
(1,0)
0 = 0 to

preserve our perturbation scheme in Sec. IIA, as argued
in [102]. Thus, we leave the construction of a tetrad- and
coordinate-invariant dynamical curvature perturbation to
our future work.

V. ISOSPECTRALITY BREAKING IN
MODIFIED GRAVITY

In Secs. III and IV, we have found the QNMs of Weyl
scalars that generate definite-parity metric perturbations
of Petrov type D spacetimes in GR and modified gravity.
In this section, we compute the shift of QNM frequencies
of these definite-parity modes using the modified Teukol-
sky equation found in [102, 103]. We first need to extract
the source terms having overlaps with the QNMs in GR,
which shift the QNM frequencies.

As shown in Sec. III A, metric reconstruction mixes the
modes with frequency ω and−ω̄, so we need to disentangle
the source terms with frequency ω from the terms with
frequency −ω̄ within the modified Teukolsky equation.
After finding the equations with definite-frequency source
terms, we then apply the EVP approach of [103–105] to
compute the shifts in QNMs. In the rest of this section, we
show that the solutions form a two-dimensional subspace,
the eigenvectors of which are two linear combinations
of (l,m) and (l,−m) modes determined by the source
terms. The frequencies of these two linear combinations
are generally different, so the degeneracy of each (l,m, ω)
mode in GR is broken, like in quantum mechanics, as
observed, for example, in dCS gravity [24, 25, 52–54],
EdGB gravity [60–64], and higher-derivative gravity [56–
58]. Nonetheless, in the special case that the source

terms are invariant under the P̂-transformation, these
eigenvectors become even- and odd-parity modes. One
can thus see this section as a non-trivial extension of
Sec. IVC in [103].

A. Identification of the source terms that shift
QNM frequencies

In this subsection, we extract the source terms within
the modified Teukolsky equations having overlaps with
the QNMs in GR. In other words, we are interested in

the terms of Eqs. (10) and (11) that are driven by h
(0,1)
µν

or Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 .

In Sec. II, we have discussed that there are two types
of source terms. First, the source term S(1,1)

geo [Eq. (10)]
comes from the correction to the homogeneous part of the
Bianchi and Ricci identities, so it is purely geometrical and
only depends on corrections to the background geometry.

The terms in S(1,1)
geo take the form of either H

(0,1)
i Ψ

(1,0)
i

or H
(1,0)
i Ψ

(0,1)
i , where Hi are operators that involve only

the metric. Both H
(0,1)
i and Ψ

(0,1)
i are driven by h

(0,1)
µν

and can be reconstructed from the Hertz potential Ψ
(0,1)
H .

The next set of source terms is encoded in S(1,1)

[Eq. (11)], which comes from the effective stress-energy
tensor and depends on the details of the modified gravity
theory. As discussed in Sec. II, this type of source term
contains two classes. For bGR theories of class B, there

are no extra non-metric fields, so S(1,1) is driven by h
(0,1)
µν

directly as shown in detail in [102]. For bGR theories
of class A, there are extra non-metric fields, so we need
to be more careful. Using the order-reduction scheme in
[120], one can argue that all these non-metric fields are
driven first by the metric fields in GR [102]. Thus, for
these dynamical extra fields to shift the QNM frequencies,

they must be driven by h
(0,1)
µν . Nonetheless, the homoge-

neous part of these extra non-metric fields can oscillate
at other frequencies, for example, as observed with the
scalar perturbations in dCS gravity [25, 92, 93].

Incorporating only the source terms driven by h
(0,1)
µν ,

we can then write the modified Teukolsky equation in
Eqs. (9)–(11) as

HΨ(1,1) = Sµνh(0,1)µν , (54)

where H = HGR
0 and Ψ(1,1) = Ψ

(1,1)
0 for Ψ0. The equa-

tion that Ψ
(1,1)
4 satisfies is of the same form, but with

the replacements HGR
0 → HGR

4 and Ψ
(1,1)
0 → Ψ

(1,1)
4 . In

Sec. III A, we have shown how to reconstruct h
(0,1)
µν from

the Hertz potential Ψ
(0,1)
H , i.e.,

h(0,1)µν =
(
Oµν + Ōµν Ĉ

)
Ψ̄

(0,1)
H . (55)

Here, we have pulled out the complex conjugation opera-

tor Ĉ acting on Ψ̄
(0,1)
H in Eq. (27) since it transforms any

mode with frequency ω to −ω̄. Furthermore, if one recon-

structs Ψ̄
(0,1)
H from Ψ

(0,1)
0 in IRG or Ψ

(0,1)
4 in ORG, the

operators acting on Ψ̄
(0,1)
H do not mix modes with different

frequencies [i.e., Eq. (20)], as shown in [83]. Thus, we can
absorb these operators into Oµν and Ōµν , so Eq. (54) can
be further written as

HΨ(1,1) = Sµν
(
Oµν + Ōµν Ĉ

)
Ψ(0,1) . (56)

In principle, one can also have additional operators Ĉ
within Sµν , but since h

(0,1)
µν is real, we do not need to pull

them out. In the rest of this section, we take Eq. (56) as
our modified Teukolsky equation.
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B. Degeneracy breaking

In Eq. (56), we notice that the modes with frequency ω

and −ω̄ are mixed due to the operator Ĉ acting on Ψ(0,1).
Thus, to solve Eq. (56), one generally needs to consider
the linear combinations

Ψ(0,1)
η = Ψ(0,1) + ηΨ

(0,1)

P̂
,

Ψ(1,1)
η = Ψ(1,1) + ηΨ

(1,1)

P̂
.

(57)

Here, Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
and Ψ

(1,1)

P̂
are the modes with GR QNM

frequency that is the negative complex conjugate of the
frequency of Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1) so that we can solve Eq. (56)
consistently. The constant η is some complex number,
though it is not completely defined at this moment since

one can in principle absorb it into the definition of Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
and Ψ

(1,1)

P̂
. In Eq. (62), we will fix the relative normal-

ization between Ψ(0,1) and Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
, so η will become well

defined.

In Eq. (57), the modes Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1) refer to a
specific (l,m, ω) mode of O(ζ0, ϵ1) and O(ζ1, ϵ1) pertur-
bations of Ψ0,4, respectively, i.e.,

Ψ(0,1) = ψ
(0,1)
lm (r, θ) exp

[
−i

(
ω
(0)
lm + ζω

(1)
lm

)
t+ imϕ

]
,

Ψ(1,1) = ψ
(1,1)
lm (r, θ) exp

[
−i

(
ω
(0)
lm + ζω

(1)
lm

)
t+ imϕ

]
,

(58)
where we have suppressed indices corresponding to the
spin weight s and the overtone number n in these modes
for simplicity. Notice that, in Eq. (58), we have perturbed
the frequencies of both the GR QNM Ψ(0,1) and the bGR

QNM Ψ(1,1), following the EVP method in [103–105].
Moreover, the QNM frequency shifts of Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1)

are the same; otherwise, the two sides of Eq. (56) cannot
balance. This approach is the same, in essence, as the
Poincaré-Lindstedt method of solving secular perturbation
problems, introducing shifts of the QNM frequency to
cancel off secularly growing terms due to the GR QNMs
resonantly driving the modified Teukolsky equation. The
shift in the QNM frequency plays a similar role to the slow
timescale of multiple-scale analysis [128], which has been
applied to spin-precessing systems and post-Newtonian
dynamics in GR [129–131].

Similarly, the modes Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
and Ψ

(1,1)

P̂
correspond to

the (l,−m,−ω̄(0)
lm ) mode of Ψ(0,1) and its perturbations,

respectively, i.e.,

Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
= ψ

(0,1)

P̂ l−m
(r, θ) exp

[
−i

(
−ω̄(0)

lm + ζω
(1)
l−m

)
t− imϕ

]
,

Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
= ψ

(1,1)

P̂ l−m
(r, θ) exp

[
−i

(
−ω̄(0)

lm + ζω
(1)
l−m

)
t− imϕ

]
,

(59)

where we have used that in GR, for any ω
(0)
lm , there exists

a ω
(0)
l−m such that ω

(0)
l−m = −ω̄(0)

lm . The modes Ψ(1,1) and

Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
can be directly mapped to the modes ψ

±(2)
s in [103].

In Eq. (57), we have distinguished the mode Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
and

Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
from P̂Ψ(0,1) and P̂Ψ(1,1), the P̂-transformation

of Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1), since we do not know the relation

between ω
(1)
l−m and −ω̄(1)

lm at this stage of the calculation

in modified gravity. In the case that Ψ
(0,1)
P = P̂Ψ(0,1)

and Ψ
(1,1)
P = P̂Ψ(1,1), the modes Ψ

(0,1)
η + ζΨ

(1,1)
η with

η = ±1 have definite parity in Petrov type D spacetimes
in modified gravity, as we have shown in Sec. IV.
Inserting the ansatz in Eq. (57) into Eq. (56), we find

H
(
Ψ(1,1) + ηΨ

(1,1)

P̂

)
= Sµν

[(
OµνΨ

(0,1) + η̄Ōµν ĈΨ(0,1)

P̂

)
A
+
(
Ōµν ĈΨ(0,1) + ηOµνΨ

(0,1)

P̂

)
B

]
, (60)

where the first and last term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (60) come from acting Oµν in Eq. (56) on Ψ(0,1) and

Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
, respectively. The second and third term come from

acting Ōµν Ĉ in Eq. (56) on Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
and Ψ(0,1), respectively.

We have grouped the first two terms on the right-hand
side together (i.e., group A) since they have the same

GR QNM frequency ω
(0)
ℓm. Similarly, the last two terms

in group B have the same GR QNM frequency −ω̄(0)
ℓm. In

addition, we also need to match the bGR phase within
group A or group B. Since the bGR QNM frequency

of the first and second term in the group A is ω
(1)
ℓm and

−ω̄(1)
l−m, respectively, we have to impose

ω
(1)
l−m = −ω̄(1)

lm . (61)

The same constraint can also be obtained by requiring
the terms in group B to have the same bGR phase. After

imposing Eq. (61), the phase of HΨ(1,1) and HΨ
(1,1,)

P̂
also match the phase of group A and B, respectively,
so Eq. (60) is completely balanced and solvable. The

frequency of Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
is now the complex conjugate of the

frequency of Ψ(0,1). Since Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
is a (l,−m) mode of the

solution to the Teukolsky equation in GR, and P̂Ψ
(0,1)
lmω =

(−1)lΨl−m−ω̄ [i.e., Eq. (36)], we can conveniently choose

Ψ
(0,1)

P̂
= P̂Ψ(0,1) (62)

such that Eq. (60) becomes
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H
(
Ψ(1,1) + ηΨ

(1,1)

P̂

)
= Sµν

[(
Oµν + η̄Ōµν ĈP̂

)
Ψ(0,1) +

(
Ōµν ĈP̂ + ηOµν

)
P̂Ψ(0,1)

]
, (63)

where we have pulled out a factor of P̂ in the second and
third term using P̂2 = 1. Notice, the operator ĈP̂ = P̂
does not change the frequency of the mode it acts on.

Separating the equation into two parts for Ψ(1,1) and

Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
, we find

HΨ(1,1) = Sµν
(
Oµν + η̄Ōµν ĈP̂

)
Ψ(0,1) , (64a)

ηHΨ
(1,1)

P̂
= Sµν

(
ηOµν + Ōµν ĈP̂

)
P̂Ψ(0,1) . (64b)

Acting P̂ on Eq. (64), we also find

H
(
P̂Ψ(1,1)

)
= (P̂Sµν)

(
Oµν + ηŌµν ĈP̂

)
P̂Ψ(0,1) ,

(65a)

η̄H
(
P̂Ψ

(1,1)

P̂

)
= (P̂Sµν)

(
η̄Oµν + Ōµν ĈP̂

)
Ψ(0,1) ,

(65b)

where we have used that

P̂H = H , P̂Oµν = Oµν . (66)

One can notice that Eq. (64) is redundant with respect

to Eq. (65), since the latter is just a P̂-transformation
of the former, both of which have to be satisfied simul-
taneously. Therefore, one can either solve the pair of
Eqs. (64a) and (65b) or the pair of Eqs. (64b) and (65a).
Let us focus on the first pair and apply the EVP method
in [103–105] to remove the wave functions at O(ζ1, ϵ1).
References [103–105] have defined an inner product

⟨H̃ψ(r, θ)|φ(r, θ)⟩ = ⟨ψ(r, θ)|H̃φ(r, θ)⟩ , (67)

that makes the Teukolsky operator H in GR self-adjoint,
where H̃ is the harmonic decomposition of H into modes
e−iωt+imϕ. The functions ψ(r, θ) and φ(r, θ) are the (r, θ)
parts of any modes satisfying the QNM boundary con-

ditions, such as ψ
(0,1)
lm (r, θ) and ψ

(1,1)
lm (r, θ) in Eq. (58).

Expanding ωℓm about ζ on the left-hand side of Eqs. (64a)
and (65b) and taking the inner product [i.e., Eq. (67)] of
these two equations with Ψ(0,1), we find

1

⟨∂ωH̃⟩lm

(
⟨SµνOµν⟩lm ⟨SµνŌµν ĈP̂⟩lm

⟨(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂⟩lm ⟨(P̂Sµν)Oµν⟩lm

)(
1
η̄

)
= ω

(1)
lm

(
1
η̄

)
, (68)

where we have defined the shorthand notation

⟨O⟩lm = ⟨ψ(0,1)
lm |Õψ(0,1)

lm ⟩ , (69)

where Õ is the harmonic decomposition of the operator

O into modes e−iωt+imϕ. In Eq. (68), to remove ψ
(1,1)
lm ,

we have used that ψ
(0,1)
lm solves the Teukolsky equation in

GR, i.e., H̃ψ
(0,1)
lm = 0, such that ⟨ψ(0,1)

lm |H̃ψ(1,1)
lm ⟩ = 0.

Equation (68) is a standard eigenvalue problem in de-
generate perturbation theory. One can either calculate
the eigenvalues of Eq. (68) first or follow [103] to solve
for η̄ first. Multiplying the first equation in Eq. (68) by η̄
and equating the left-hand side of it to the left-hand side
of the second equation, we find a quadratic equation in η̄,

η̄2
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

+ η̄
〈[

Sµν − (P̂Sµν)
]
Oµν

〉
lm

−
〈
(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

= 0 . (70)

Since Eq. (70) is quadratic, η̄ has two solutions η̄1 and η̄2
that can be computed in terms of these inner products.

For each solution to η̄, one finds a correction ω
(1)
lm to the

frequency of the mode (l,m, ω
(0)
lm ) in GR,

ω
(1)
i,lm =

〈
Sµν

(
Oµν + η̄iŌµν ĈP̂

)〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃⟩lm
, i ∈ {1, 2} . (71)

One can take the difference of ω
(1)
1,lm and ω

(1)
2,lm to char-

acterize the degree of isospectrality breaking, i.e.,

δω
(1)
lm = ω

(1)
1,lm−ω(1)

2,lm = (η̄1 − η̄2)

〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃⟩lm
. (72)

For isospectrality to be preserved beyond GR [i.e., δω
(1)
lm =
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0], there are two general possibilities:
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

=

0 or η̄1 = η̄2 ̸= 0. For the first possibility, Eq. (70)

becomes linear. In addition,
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

and〈
(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

have to vanish simultaneously for

the following reason. If η̄ = 0, this condition is satisfied
automatically from Eq. (70). If η̄ ̸= 0, for any (l,m),
Eq. (70) needs to be satisfied for (l,m) and (l,−m) to-
gether, since we jointly solve for these two modes. More
specifically, one can set Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1) to be the (l,−m)
mode in Eq. (57), repeat the same argument above, and re-
place ⟨· · · ⟩lm in Eq. (70) with ⟨· · · ⟩l−m in the end. Due to

P̂Ψ
(0,1)
lm = (−1)lΨ

(0,1)
l−m [Eq. (36)] and Eq. (62), the (l,−m)

mode of Ψ
(0,1)
η in Eq. (57) only differs from the (l,m) mode

by an overall constant, so ω
(1)
lm = ω

(1)
l−m, and any constraint

on isospectrality must be redundant for (l,±m). Thus, we

must simultaneously have
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
l±m

= 0. Further-

more, one can derive an equation for η using Eqs. (64b)

and (65a) instead, which results in a P̂-transformation of

Eqs. (70), leading to
〈
(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂

〉
l∓m

= 0, where we

use again P̂Ψ
(0,1)
lm = (−1)lΨ

(0,1)
l−m . In this case, the matrix

in Eq. (68) becomes diagonal, so its eigenvectors are (1, 0)
and (0, 1). The first eigenvector can be directly found
from Eq. (70). The second eigenvector is not directly cap-
tured by Eq. (70), since we have fixed the normalization
of Ψ(0,1) and Ψ(1,1) to be unity in Eq. (57). Nonetheless,
Eqs. (68) and (70) need to be satisfied for (l,−m), the
solution to which corresponds to the second eigenvector.
This indicates that the (l,m) and (l,−m) modes decouple
in Eq. (63).

For
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

= 0, there are several sub-cases.

First, Sµν annihilates Ōµν , indicating that the source

terms do not contain any complex conjugation Ĉ acting
on the GR QNMs according to Eq. (56). This condition
usually cannot happen since most operators in the source
terms S(1,1) and S(1,1)

geo [i.e., Eqs. (4), (5), and (12)] contain
both the NP quantities and their complex conjugates.
Furthermore, as we will see in Sec. VI and Appendix D,
the Ricci tensor in the NP basis in many bGR theories also
contains both types of terms. At O(ζ0, ϵ1), this mixing of
NP quantities and their complex conjugates results in a

mixing of terms proportional to Ψ
(0,1)
0 and Ψ̄

(0,1)
0 , where

Sµν cannot annihilate Ōµν , as one can observe in the
reconstructed quantities in Sec. III A and Appendix B.
One exception is when the source terms in Eq. (56)

only contain S(1,1)
geo , and the bGR background space-

time is Petrov type D, so S(1,1)
geo takes the form S(1,1)

geo =

−H(1,0)
0 Ψ

(0,1)
0 [Eq. (10)]. In this case, no metric recon-

struction is needed, and no complex conjugation Ĉ acts
on Ψ0, so isospectrality is preserved for this correction,
as we will discuss in more detail in Sec. VI.
Second, SµνŌµν annihilates the mode ψ

(0,1)
lm or

ĈP̂ψ(0,1)
lm . This can happen, for example, when SµνŌµν is

proportional to the Teukolsky operator (or with additional

operators acting on it). Third, the mode SµνŌµν ĈP̂ψ(0,1)
lm

and the mode ψ
(0,1)
lm are orthogonal, so their inner product

vanishes. For example, if SµνŌµν ĈP̂ shifts the l of ψ
(0,1)
lm ,

the two modes are orthogonal due to the orthogonality of
spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics.
For the second possibility that η̄1 = η̄2 ̸= 0, we get a

constraint on Sµν using Eq. (70), i.e,

〈[
Sµν − (P̂Sµν)

]
Oµν

〉2

lm
+ 4

〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

〈
(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

= 0 ,
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

̸= 0 . (73)

Since
〈
SµνŌµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

and
〈
(P̂Sµν)Ōµν ĈP̂

〉
lm

have to

vanish simultaneously, the last term in Eq. (73) never
vanishes. This indicates that even when the source term
is preserved under parity, i.e., P̂Sµν = Sµν , isospectrality
can still break, as we will discuss in more detail in Sec. VC.
Therefore, the only way to have Eq. (73) satisfied is for the
second term to cancel with the first term. Since Oµν and
Ōµν are fixed by the metric reconstruction procedures,
we can only tweak Sµν . However, it is almost impossible
to construct such a Sµν consistently for all (l,m), since
Sµν is symmetric with only 10 components. Moreover,
when η̄1 = η̄2 ̸= 0, the matrix in Eq. (68) becomes rank
one, which indicates that the full solution to Eq. (64)
may also contain modes that are not harmonic in time,
similar to the critically damping case of a simple harmonic
oscillator.

Except for these special cases, the isospectrality of

even- and odd-parity modes in the QNM frequencies at
each (l,m) is broken by modified gravity corrections. For
instance, in Sec. VI, we will see that neither η̄1 = η̄2 nor
Sµν annihilates Ōµν (after summing up the contribution

from both S(1,1) and S(1,1)
geo ) in all the examples.

A similar analysis specifically for higher-derivative grav-
ity was done by [56] using metric perturbations, and by
[57, 58] using the modified Teukolsky equation. Here, by
following [103], we provide a more general equation of
QNM frequency shifts [e.g., Eq. (71)], valid for a broad
class of modified gravity theories. Our results are consis-
tent with [103], but simplified using the parity properties
of H and Oµν . This allows for a systematic study of
the relation between modified gravity corrections and the
structure of isospectrality breaking.
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C. Solutions with definite parity

One may also want to know when the modified Teukol-
sky equation still admits definite-parity solutions, i.e.,
solutions for which P̂ΨE,O = ±(−1)lΨE,O [i.e., Eq. (30)].
For this reason, let us consider the special case that

η = ±(−1)l and Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
= P̂Ψ(1,1), which corresponds

to even- and odd-parity modes for Petrov type D space-
times in modified gravity, as shown in Sec. IV. Inserting
η = ±(−1)l into Eq. (64a), we find the definite-parity
modified Teukolsky equations to be

HΨ
(1,1)
E,O = Sµν

(
Oµν ± (−1)lŌµν ĈP̂

)
Ψ(0,1) . (74)

The solutions to Eq. (74) can then be obtained from
Eq. (71), i.e.,

ω
E,O(1)
lm =

〈
Sµν

(
Oµν ± (−1)lŌµν ĈP̂

)〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃⟩lm
. (75)

On the other hand, Eqs. (64a) and (65b) need to be
satisfied simultaneously, and we have only used Eq. (64a)
to get Eq. (75). From Eq. (65b), we similarly find

ω
E,O(1)
lm =

〈
P̂Sµν

(
Oµν ± (−1)lŌµν ĈP̂

)〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃⟩lm
. (76)

Comparing Eqs. (76) to (75), we find a constraint on Sµν ,
i.e.,

P̂Sµν = Sµν , (77)

which implies that the source term Sµν needs to transform
in the same way as the Teukolsky operator H in GR
under P̂. On the other hand, if one assumes P̂Sµν =

Sµν , one finds that η = ±1 using Eq. (70) and Ψ
(1,1)

P̂
=

P̂Ψ(1,1) using Eqs. (64a) and (65b). Thus, for Petrov
type D spacetimes in modified gravity, the solutions to
the modified Teukolsky equation generate definite-parity
perturbations if and only if P̂Sµν = Sµν .
The constraint in Eq. (77) is closely related to how

one diagonalizes the correction to the Hamiltonian for de-
generate systems in quantum mechanics. For degenerate
perturbation theory in quantum mechanics, the modes
that naturally diagonalize the perturbed Hamiltonian are
the eigenvectors of a certain Hermitian operator that
commutes with both the original Hamiltonian and the
perturbation to the Hamiltonian. In our case, the opera-
tor P̂ commutes with both the Teukolsky equation in GR
and the modified Teukolsky equation, since according to
Eqs. (66) and (77),

[P̂, H]f = (P̂H)(P̂f)−H(P̂f) = 0 , (78a)

[P̂,Sµν ]f = (P̂Sµν)(P̂f)− Sµν(P̂f) = 0 . (78b)

Thus, the even- and odd-parity modes naturally “diagonal-
ize” the modified Teukolsky equation when P̂Sµν = Sµν .

In more general cases, when P̂ does not commute with
the source terms, one must diagonalize manually as in
Sec. VB. In the next section, we apply the analysis de-
veloped in this section to two specific modified gravity
theories: dCS and EdGB gravity.

VI. APPLICATION

In this section, we apply the formalism above to specific
corrections to the Teukolsky equation for two relatively
simple examples. In particular, we consider two widely
studied modified gravity theories: dCS and EdGB gravity.
We will not present the details of these two theories here,
since one can find them in [11, 12, 24, 25, 52–54, 106, 107]
for dCS and in [60–64, 108, 132, 133] for EdGB gravity.
We choose to follow the convention of the action in [106]
for dCS and [63] for EdGB theory. As discussed in Secs. II
and V, modifications to the Teukolsky equation generally
originate from two different places:

1. The modification to the background geometry, e.g.,
S(1,1)

geo .

2. The effective stress-energy tensor specific to each
modified gravity theory, e.g., S(1,1).

For all these examples of modified gravity theories, we
discuss the leading contribution to both types of source
terms. In this work, we also choose to focus on the Petrov
type D backgrounds and leave the generalization to the
non-Petrov-type D case for future work. This implies
we must focus only on slowly rotating BHs in dCS and
EdGB gravity to linear order in rotation. Thus, we must
carry out an additional expansion in the dimensionless
spin χ = a/M , such that all the quantities are expanded
as

Ψ = Ψ(0,0,0)+ζΨ(1,0,0)+χΨ(0,1,0)+ ϵΨ(0,0,1)+ · · · . (79)

For simplicity, we also focus on the equation that governs
the evolution of Ψ0, while the equation for Ψ4 can be
easily obtained by a GHP transformation [102].

A. dCS gravity

In this theory, there is no correction to the background
geometry for non-rotating BHs, since the Pontryagin den-
sity vanishes for spherically-symmetric spacetimes [106].
In this case, the leading order correction to the back-
ground geometry enters at O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ0) with

ζ = ζdCS ≡ α2
dCS

κgM4
, κg ≡ 1

16πG
, (80)

where αdCS is the coupling constant of dCS gravity, and
we have chosen the coupling constant of the pseudoscalar
field action β = 1. For simplicity, we will drop the
subscript labeling the modified gravity theory. Then, the
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leading-order contribution to S(1,1)
geo enters at O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ1).

Since slowly rotating BHs at O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ0) in dCS gravity
are of Petrov type D [106], S(1,1,1)

geo only depends on the

correction to the Teukolsky operator H
(1,1,0)
0 . On the

other hand, since the pseudoscalar field ϑ is driven by
the GW perturbations, there is a nonzero effective stress
tensor at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1) [24, 52, 53]. Thus, the leading
contribution to S(1,1) is S(1,0,1).

1. Correction due to S(1,1)
geo in dCS

Expanding the Teukolsky equation in GR to O(χ1), we
first find

H
(0,0)
0 = H

(0,0,0)
0 + χH

(0,1,0)
0 + · · · ,

H
(0,0,0)
0 =

1

r − rs

[
−6(r − rs) + 4r(r − 3M)∂t + r3∂2t

]
− 6(r −M)∂r − r(r − rs)∂

2
r − cot θ∂θ − ∂2θ

+ csc θ2
(
4− 4i cos θ∂ϕ − ∂2ϕ

)
,

H
(0,1,0)
0 = 8Mr2

{
1

r(r − rs)
[(r −M)∂ϕ +Mr∂t∂ϕ]

−i cos θ∂t} ,
(81)

where rs = 2M is the Schwarzschild radius, H
(0,0,0)
0

is the Teukolsky operator on the Schwarzschild back-

ground in GR, and H
(0,1,0)
0 is the leading slow-rotation

correction to H
(0,0,0)
0 . We have also restored the full

coordinate dependence of these operators here. Under

the P̂ transformation, we find that P̂H(0,0,0)
0 = H

(0,0,0)
0 ,

so the Teukolsky equation on the Schwarzschild back-
ground in GR admits definite-parity solutions. In addi-

tion, P̂H(0,1,0)
0 = H

(0,1,0)
0 , which is expected since the

Kerr background admits GW perturbations of definite
parity. There is also no isospectrality breaking due to

S(0,1,1)
geo = H

(0,1,0)
0 Ψ

(0,0,1)
0 , since there is no mixing of

modes with frequency ω and −ω̄.
Next, let us compute H

(1,1,0)
0 . In this work, we only

sketch the key steps, and more details can be found in
[134], where the complete modified Teukolsky equation
(before separation into definite-parity parts) is found up

to O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ1). To compute H
(1,1,0)
0 , one needs to first

find a corrected tetrad that satisfies all the orthogonality
conditions at O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ0). The background spacetime at
O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ0) was found in [106], where all the components

of h
(1,1,0)
µν vanish except

h
(1,1,0)
tϕ =

5M5

8r4

(
1 +

12M

7r
+

27M2

10r2

)
sin2 θ . (82)

One can explicitly check that P̂h(1,1,0)µν = h
(1,1,0)
µν in dCS

gravity, consistent with our assumption. Since the back-
ground is still Petrov type D [106], by tetrad rotations,

one can find a frame where Ψ
(1,1,0)
i = 0 for i = {0, 1, 3, 4}.

Notice that in this frame, one does not necessarily have
κ(1,1,0) = σ(1,1,0) = λ(1,1,0) = ν(1,1,0) = 0, as implied by
the Goldberg-Sachs theorem [50], since we are in a non-
Ricci-flat spacetime [134]. One can now use this modified

tetrad and Eq. (12) to compute H
(1,1,0)
0 ,

H
(1,1,0)
0,dCS

=
M4

448r9(r − rs)

(
C1(r)∂ϕ − 4r2C2(r)∂ϕ∂t

)
− iM4

16r9
cos θ

(
C3(r) +

r2D4(r)

2
∂t

)
iM4

32r8

[
(r − rs)C4(r) cos θ∂r −

C5(r)

2r
sin θ∂θ

]
,

(83)
where Ci(r) are functions of r found in [134] and listed
in Appendix C for convenience. We can check that

P̂H(1,1,0)
0,dCS

= H
(1,1,0)
0,dCS

, so the modified Teukolsky equa-

tion up to O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ1) admits definite-parity solutions
if we ignore the source term S(1,1,1) associated with ϑ.
Similar to the O(ζ0, χ1, ϵ1) correction, since there is no
mixing of modes with different frequencies, S(1,1,1)

geo pre-
serves isospectrality.

2. Correction due to S(1,1) in dCS

In this subsection, we compute the correction due to
S(1,1). As discussed above, the leading contribution to
S(1,1) is S(1,0,1) in dCS gravity. In these previous works
[24, 52, 53], they found that only the odd-parity modes
are modified for non-rotating BHs in dCS gravity. We
now verify this result using our formalism based on the
Teukolsky framework.

As found in [106], the trace-reverse Einstein equations
takes the form

Rµν = −
(

1

κg

)1/2

M2

[
(∇σϑ) ϵσδα(µ∇αRν)

δ

+
(
∇σ∇δϑ

) ∗Rδ(µν)σ

]
+

1

2κgζ
(∇µϑ) (∇νϑ) .

(84)
To be consistent with [102, 134], we have absorbed an
additional factor of ζ1/2 into the expansion of ϑ, so its
expansion also follows Eq. (2). In other words, we have
multiplied the first and second terms in Eq. (84) by ζ−1/2

while the third term by ζ−1. The equation of motion of
ϑ at O(ζ1, ϵ1) is then [102]

□(0,0)ϑ(1,1) = −π−1/2M2 [R ∗R]
(0,1) −□(0,1)ϑ(1,0) . (85)

In this work, we are interested in modified BH space-
times that are vacuum in GR, so Rµν = 0 at O(ζ0). As
argued in [102], all the metric fields in Rµν have to enter
at O(ζ0) in Eq. (84), so the first term in this equation
vanishes. In addition, since there is no correction to the
background metric at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ0), ϑ(1,0,0) = 0 [106]. At
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O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1), the last term in Eq. (84) is proportional to(
∇µϑ

(1,0,1)
) (

∇νϑ
(1,0,0)

)
, but ϑ(1,0,0) = 0, so this term

vanishes. In the end, only the second term in Eq. (84)
contributes at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1). Since only ϑ(1,0,1) is nonzero,
the term ∗Rδ(µν)σ coupled to it has to be stationary, so
we do not need metric reconstruction here. Now the only
term that can mix modes with different frequencies, and
thus break isospectrality, is ϑ(1,0,1), so we need to focus
on Eq. (85).
Since ϑ(1,0,0) = 0, the last term in Eq. (85) vanishes,

and only the first term in Eq. (85) is important. Project-
ing this term into the NP basis, one can find that

R ∗R = 8i(3Ψ2
2 − 4Ψ1Ψ3 +Ψ0Ψ4 − c.c.) , (86)

which is made up of quadratic terms in Weyl scalars.
Since we are interested in O(ϵ1) corrections, one of the
Weyl scalars in each pair has to be stationary. For Petrov
type D spacetimes, all the Weyl scalars vanish except Ψ2,
so

[R ∗R](0,1) = 48i
(
Ψ

(0,0)
2 Ψ

(0,1)
2 − Ψ̄

(0,0)
2 Ψ̄

(0,1)
2

)
. (87)

In Schwarzschild, Ψ
(0,0,0)
2 = −M/r3 is real, so

[R ∗R](0,0,1) = − 48iM

r3

(
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2 − Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
2

)
=

96M

r3
I
[
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2

]
, (88)

where I[f ] refers to the imaginary part of f .
One can now naturally ask whether we can remove

[R ∗R](0,0,1) via a tetrad rotation or a coordinate trans-
formation at O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ1). The answer is no. First,
one can explicitly check that all the tetrad rotations

at O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ1) leave Ψ
(0,0,1)
2 unchanged since Ψ

(0,0,0)
1 =

Ψ
(0,0,0)
3 = 0. Second, under the coordinate transforma-

tion xµ → xµ + ξµ, where ξ is at O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ1), Ψ
(0,0,1)
2

transforms as [126]

Ψ
(0,0,1)
2 → Ψ

(0,0,1)
2 + ξµ(0,0,1)∂µΨ

(0,0,0)
2 , (89)

which implies that

I
[
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2

]
→ I

[
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2

]
+ξµ(0,0,1)∂µI

[
Ψ

(0,0,0)
2

]
. (90)

Since Ψ
(0,0,0)
2 is real, I

[
Ψ

(0,0,0)
2

]
= 0, so [R ∗R](0,0,1) is in-

variant under both tetrad and coordinate transformations
at O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ1).
More generally, for an arbitrary χ, the source term

in Eq. (85) is still tetrad- and coordinate-invariant. The

tetrad invariance is easy to confirm since Ψ
(0,1)
2 is invariant

under tetrad rotations at O(ζ0, ϵ1) if the background
spacetime is Petrov type D at O(ζ0, ϵ0). Furthermore,
□(0,1) is tetrad-invariant. On the other hand, unlike at

O(χ0), Ψ
(0,0)
2 is complex, so the coordinate invariance

needs to be shown in another way. For convenience, let us

denote the source term in Eq. (85) as S(1,1)
ϑ . Then under

the coordinate transformation xµ → xµ + ξµ at O(ζ0, ϵ1),
we find

S(1,1)
ϑ → S(1,1)

ϑ + ξµ(0,1)∂µS(0,0)
ϑ , (91)

but notice that

S(0,0)
ϑ = −π−1/2M2[R ∗R](0,0) −□(0,0)ϑ(1,0) = 0 (92)

due to the same equation of Eq. (85) at O(ζ1, ϵ0), i.e.,

□(0,0)ϑ(1,0) = −π−1/2M2 [R ∗R]
(0,0)

. (93)

Thus, S(1,1)
ϑ is both tetrad- and coordinate-invariant.

By pure order counting, one can write the source term
S in Eq. (11) as

S(1,0,1)
dCS = FdCS

(
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2 − Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
2

)
, (94)

where FdCS is some complicated operator converting the
source term driving ϑ in Eq. (85) to the source term in
Eq. (11). The operator FdCS contains three parts:

1. The inversion of □ in Eq. (85) to solve for ϑ.

2. The NP quantities and derivatives acting on ϑ in
Eq. (84).

3. The tetrad acting on Rµν to convert it to NP Ricci
scalars and the operators in Sec. II to convert NP
Ricci scalars to SdCS.

Despite being a complicated operator, FdCS only contains
stationary terms, so it will not mix modes with different
frequencies. Thus, to study isospectrality-breaking prop-
erties without computing QNM shifts, we do not need to
know the exact form of FdCS.
To show that only the odd-parity modes are modified,

we essentially need to show that Eq. (71) vanishes for
η = (−1)l but not for η = (−1)(l+1). Then, we need

to use metric reconstruction to rewrite Ψ
(0,0,1)
2 in terms

of Ψ
(0,0,1)
0 or the Hertz potential, e.g., Eq. (22). For

simplicity, we can absorb the operator −D2/2 into FdCS

since D is a real operator. We then rewrite Eq. (94) as

SdCS = FdCS

(
O − ŌĈ

)
Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
H , O = (δ̄ + 2β)(δ̄ + 4β) .

(95)
Comparing Eq. (95) to Eq. (56), one can extract that

SµνOµν = FdCSO , SµνŌµν = −FdCSŌ , (96)

so Eq. (71) becomes

ω
dCS(1)
lm =

〈
FdCS

(
O ∓ (−1)lŌĈP̂

)
D
〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃0⟩lm
, (97)

where D denotes the operator converting Ψ
(0,0,1)
0 to

Ψ̄
(0,0,1)
H in Eq. (20).
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With this expression at hand, we can now show

that ODΨ̄
(0,0,1)
0 = (−1)lŌĈP̂DΨ̄

(0,0,1)
0 or OΨ̄

(0,0,1)
H =

(−1)lŌP̂ Ψ̄(0,0,1)
H , and thus, only the odd modes are modi-

fied. Using Eqs. (26) and (95), one can find that

P̂O = O , (98)

so Ō = P̂O. Then, it is equivalent to show that

P̂
(
OΨ̄

(0,0,1)
H

)
= (−1)lOΨ̄

(0,0,1)
H . In other words,

OΨ̄
(0,0,1)
H transforms in the same way as Ylm(θ, ϕ) un-

der the standard parity transformation P̂ . The easiest
way to show this is to recognize that(

δ̄ + 2sβ
)
f = − 1√

2r
ð̄f ,

ð̄f = − (∂θ − i csc θ∂ϕ + s cot θ) f , (99)

where f has spin weight s, and ð̄ is the operator lowering
spin weight by 1 [135], e.g.,

ð̄ sYlm = −[(l + s)(l − s+ 1)]1/2 s−1Ylm . (100)

From Eq. (20), one can notice that Ψ̄H has the same spin

weight as Ψ0 in IRG, e.g., Ψ̄
(0,0,1)
H ∝ 2Ylm(θ, ϕ). Then,

OΨ̄
(0,0,1)
H =

1

2r2
ð̄2Ψ̄(0,0,1)

H ∝ Ylm(θ, ϕ) , (101)

so OΨ̄
(0,0,1)
H transforms like Ylm(θ, ϕ) under parity trans-

formations, i.e., P̂
(
OΨ̄

(0,0,1)
H

)
= (−1)lOΨ̄

(0,0,1)
H .

To check whether the modified Teukolsky equation
has definite-parity solutions, we need to check whether
P̂Sµν(1,0,1) = Sµν(1,0,1). Since P̂Oµν = Oµν and P̂O =
O, using Eq. (96), one can alternatively check whether

P̂FdCS = FdCS. In this case, one has to know the exact
expression of SdCS. Generally, this is a non-trivial cal-
culation, but for non-rotating BHs in dCS gravity, since
only ϑ is dynamical in SdCS, one can easily evaluate SdCS

in terms of ϑ and the background metric without doing
metric reconstruction. In Appendix D1, we show how

to evaluate S(1,0,1)
dCS in dCS gravity in detail and provide

the result of FdCS in Eq. (D7). One can now easily verify

that P̂FdCS = FdCS, so the modified Teukolsky equation
at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1) in dCS gravity still admits definite-parity
solutions.
In this subsection, we have so far shown successfully

that only the odd modes are modified for non-rotating
BHs in dCS gravity using the NP language developed
in this work, which is consistent with [24, 52, 53]. One
can also carry out the same calculation at O(ζ1, χ1, ϵ0)
and compare to the results using metric perturbations
in [25, 54]. In Sec. VIA1, we have found the correction

due to S(1,1,1)
geo . The correction due to S(1,1,1)

dCS is much
more complicated, and can be found in [134]. In [136],
we will apply the formalism developed in this work and
the expression found in [134] to compute the correction

to QNMs directly and compare to [25, 54]. Another inter-
esting avenue for future work is to find a direct mapping
between the modified RW (ZM) equations in [24, 25, 52–
54] and the odd (even) modified Teukolsky equations in
this work, as we discuss in Sec. VII.

B. EdGB gravity

The structure of the metric shifts to the EdGB BH
solution is qualitatively different from that of the dCS
case. In EdGB, we follow [137] to define the expansion
parameter ζ to be

ζ = ζEdGB ≡ α2
EdGB

M4
, (102)

where αEdGB is the coupling constant of EdGB gravity
in [63], and we have chosen the coupling constant of the
scalar field action β = 1.3 One finds that the shifts in the
background metric at O(ζ) actually contain a component
that is independent of spin. In other words, EdGB gravity
perturbs the non-rotating BH solution. Since non-rotating
BHs in EdGB gravity are Petrov Type D [137], the leading
correction to S(1,1)

geo is S(1,0,1)
geo , completely determined by

H
(1,0,0)
0 . Similarly, the leading contribution to S(1,1) is

S(1,0,1).

1. Correction due to S(1,1)
geo in EdGB

The corrections due to S(1,1)
geo are made of several parts

as noted in Eq. (10). However, note that at the leading

order (ζ1, χ0, ϵ0) in EdGB, we know that Ψ
(1,0)
0,1,3,4 = 0.

Hence, the only contribution to S(1,1)
geo comes from S(1,1)

0,D =

H
(1,0)
0 Ψ

(0,1)
0 . By following similar procedures to what we

presented in Sec. VIA1 for dCS, and using the metric
from [137],

h
(1,0,0)
tt = − 1

(64π)2
M3

3r3

[
1 +

26M

r
+

66M2

5r2

+
96M3

5r3
− 80M4

r4

]
,

h(1,0,0)rr = − 1

(64π)2
M2

(r − 2M)2

[
1 +

M

r
+

52M2

3r2
+

2M3

r3

+
16M4

5r4
− 368M5

3r5

]
,

(103)

3 Note that we choose to follow the convention of the EdGB action
in [63], whereas the expressions in Eq. (103) are taken from [137].
In this case, the coupling constant αEdGB in [137] is 1

64π
of the

one in [63]. We adjust the expressions in Eqs. (103) and (C2) to
account for the change in convention.
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where he other components of h
(1,0,0)
µν vanish, we find

H
(1,0,0)
0,EdGB

= D1(r)+D2(r)∂t+D3(r)∂r+D4(r)∂
2
t+D5(r)∂

2
r .

(104)
Note that the factor of 1/(64π)2 comes from the use of
the conventions of αEdGB in [63]. The full form of the
radial functions Di(r) can be found in Appendix C. One

can also easily check that P̂h(1,0,0)µν = h
(1,0,0)
µν for EdGB,

consistent with our assumption. Since H
(1,0,0)
0,EdGB

does not

depend on the θ or ϕ coordinates, we can use Eq. (A8) to
easily show that

P̂H(1,0,0)
0,EdGB

= H
(1,0,0)
0,EdGB

. (105)

In this case, the modified Teukolsky equation still admits
definite-parity solutions up to O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1) if we ignore
the source terms driven by the nonminimally coupled
scalar field φ. Furthermore, in EdGB, S(1,0,1)

geo does not
break isospectrality because it does not mix the modes
with frequencies ω and −ω̄.

2. Correction due to S(1,1) in EdGB

In this subsection, we compute S(1,0,1) in EdGB gravity,
where the calculation is similar to the dCS case. First,
the trace-reversed Einstein equations in EdGB gravity
take the form [63, 133],

Rµν = −κ1/2g M2

(
Kµν − 1

2
gµνK

)
+

1

2ζ
(∇µφ)(∇νφ) ,

Kµν =
1

8
(gµρgνσ + gµσgνρ) ϵ

δσγα∇β

(∗Rρβ
γαe

φ∇δφ
)
,

K = gµνKµν , (106)

with the equation of the scalar field φ at O(ζ1, ϵ1) being
[102]

□(0,0)φ(1,1) = −π− 1
2M2G(0,1) −□(0,1)φ(1,0) , (107)

where the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G is defined to be

G = RµνρσRµνρσ − 4RµνRµν +R2 . (108)

Similar to the dCS case, we have absorbed a factor of ζ
into the expansion of φ by multiplying the first term of
Rµν in Eq. (106) by ζ−1/2 and the second term by ζ−1.

Unlike in dCS gravity, since φ(1,0,0) ̸= 0 for non-rotating
BHs in EdGB, we need metric reconstruction to evaluate

h
(0,0,1)
µν coupled to φ(1,0,0) for O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1) corrections.

For simplicity, in this work, we only consider the terms
in Eq. (106) driven by φ(1,0,1) or its derivatives. The

evaluation of the terms proportional to h
(0,0,1)
µν or its

derivatives in Eq. (106) is more complicated, while a
similar calculation in dCS gravity has been done in [134].
Under this simplification, all the metric fields in Eq. (106)
can be evaluated at the Schwarzschild background, and

we can focus on Eq. (107). To evaluate the source terms
in Eq. (107), we need to compute □ and G in the NP basis.
AtO(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1), since φ(1,0,0) ̸= 0, unlike the pseudoscalar
field in dCS, both terms in Eq. (107) will contribute.
For the term G(0,1), we find in the NP basis,

G = 8(3Ψ2
2 − 4Ψ1Ψ3 +Ψ0Ψ4 + c.c.) . (109)

We can notice that, in the dCS case, R ∗R is proportional
to the imaginary part of 3Ψ2

2 − 4Ψ1Ψ3 + Ψ0Ψ4, while
G is proportional to the real part of the same quantity.
Expanding Eq. (109) to O(ζ0, ϵ1), we find

G(0,1) = 48
(
Ψ

(0,0)
2 Ψ

(0,1)
2 + Ψ̄

(0,0)
2 Ψ̄

(0,1)
2

)
, (110)

which in Schwarzschild becomes

G(0,0,1) = − 48M

r3

(
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2 + Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
2

)
= − 96M

r3
R

[
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2

]
, (111)

where R[f ] refers to the real part of f . Following the
same reasoning as in Sec. VIA 2, one can argue that the
part of S(1,0,1) generated by G(0,0,1) takes the form

FEdGB

(
Ψ

(0,0,1)
2 + Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
2

)
, (112)

where FEdGB contains pieces similar to FdCS but with
the effective Ricci tensor given by Eq. (106). If one only
considers the shift of QNM frequencies due to this term,

then ω
(1)
lm is given by Eq. (97), with FdCS replaced by

FEdGB and the sign ∓ between the terms proportional to
O and OĈP̂ replaced by ±, so the QNMs of odd-parity
modes are not modified by these terms.
For the contribution from □(0,0,1)φ(1,0,0), we have

shown in detail how to reconstruct □(0,0,1) in [134], so
here we just present the results we found,

□(0,0,1)φ(1,0,0) = − 1

2r3
(r∂2r+2∂r)Φ(r)ð̄2

(
Ψ

(0,0,1)
H + Ψ̄

(0,0,1)
H

)
,

(113)
where we have used that φ(0,0,1) = Φ(r) is a pure radial
function in EdGB gravity. Similar to the case of dCS grav-
ity, the source term in Eq. (107) is tetrad- and coordinate-
invariant, following the same argument in Sec. VIA 2.
In total, following the same procedures in Sec. VIA 2,

we find

ω
EdGB(1)
lm =

〈
FEdGB

(
O′ ± (−1)lŌ′ĈP̂

)
D
〉
lm

⟨∂ωH̃0⟩lm
, (114)

where

O′Ψ̄
(0,0,1)
H

=

[
1

2r

(
r∂2r + 2∂r

)
Φ(r)− 12π−1/2

(
M

r

)3

D2

]
1

r2
ð̄2Ψ̄(0,0,1)

H

∝ Ylm(θ, ϕ) , (115)
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and the last term of Eq. (115) comes from the O operator
defined in Eq. (95). Unlike in Sec. VIA2, we have not
absorbed the factor of −D2/2 in O into the definition of
FEdGB. Following the same argument in Sec. VIA 2, one
can easily see that for this type of contribution, only the
QNM frequencies of even parity are shifted. This result
is consistent with [60–62] since what we have essentially
shown is that the scalar field φ is only driven by even-
parity gravitational perturbations at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1). In Ap-
pendix D 2, we further show that the modified Teukolsky
equation driven by this contribution still admits solutions
of definite parity by showing that P̂FEdGB = FEdGB.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this work, we developed a framework to study the
isospectrality breaking of QNMs in modified gravity using
the modified Teukolsky formalism developed in [102, 103].
To analyze isospectrality breaking using the Teukolsky for-
malism, one has to first know how definite-parity modes
are defined in terms of Weyl scalars Ψ0,4. In GR, we

followed [90] to construct definite-parity modes of Ψ
(0,1)
0,4

by using the relation between metric perturbations and
the Hertz potential. We found that at each (l,m), the
Weyl scalars generating definite-parity metric perturba-
tions are linear combinations of the mode (l,m, ω) and its

P̂-transformation, where P̂ is the parity transformation,
but with an additional complex conjugation. Due to the
transformation properties of Teukolsky functions under
P̂, these modes are equal to the sum (difference) of the
modes (l,m, ω) and (l,−m,−ω̄) for even (odd) parity,
consistent with the definition in [90].

In modified gravity, we showed that the same definition
in GR still applies for Petrov type D spacetimes. Since
the relation between metric perturbations and the Hertz
potential is not known in modified gravity in general, we
instead started from definite-parity metric perturbations

and derived the parity properties of Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 directly. The

entire procedure is closely related to reconstructing NP
quantities from metric perturbations. Using tetrad rota-
tions, we first found some convenient gauges where the
transformation property of both the background and the
dynamical tetrad is simple under P̂. The transforma-
tion property of spin coefficients was then determined
from commutation relations. Using Ricci identities, we

finally obtained the P̂-transformation of Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 generated

by definite-parity metric perturbations, which is the same
as in GR.

After defining definite-parity modes of Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 and Ψ

(1,1)
0,4 ,

we then proceeded to derive the equations that govern
them from the modified Teukolsky equation. Since the
source terms that shift QNM frequencies are those having
overlaps with QNMs in GR, we first extracted these source
terms. To evaluate the latter, one needs to perform metric
reconstruction, which mixes the modes with frequency ω
and −ω̄. Thus, the solutions to the modified Teukolsky

equation are also linear combinations of these two modes
in general. Using the EVP method developed in [103–105],
we then found that the solutions form a two-dimensional
subspace, so the degeneracy in QNM frequencies of even-
and odd-parity modes is broken in modified gravity in
general, consistent with the finding in [103].

In the special case that the solutions become even-
and odd-parity modes, the source terms of the modified
Teukolsky equation are constrained to transform in the
same way as the Teukolsky operator in GR under P̂.
This constraint is closely related to how one solves the
degenerate perturbation problem in quantum mechanics.
We showed that the invariance of the source operator Sµν

and the Teukolsky operator H under P̂ implies that they
commute with P̂. Similarly, in quantum mechanics, one
can diagonalize the perturbed Hamiltonian by using the
eigenstates of a Hermitian operator commuting with both
the original and the perturbed Hamiltonian.

To demonstrate our framework, we then applied this
analysis of isospectrality breaking to two specific cases:
dCS and EdGB gravity. For simplicity, we only consid-
ered the leading correction to the homogeneous part of
the equation and the leading contribution from the effec-
tive stress-energy tensor. In dCS gravity, we found that
the correction to the homogeneous part does not break
isospectrality. For the correction from the effective stress-
energy tensor, we showed that only the odd modes are
shifted for non-rotating BHs using our modified Teukolsky
formalism, consistent with the results found using metric
perturbations in [24, 52, 53]. For EdGB gravity, we simi-
larly found no isospectrality breaking in the homogeneous
part. For the correction due to the stress-energy tensor,
we only focused on the terms driven by the dynamical
scalar field. In this case, only the even modes are affected,
consistent with the result in [60–62].

There are several future avenues of research that our
work enables. First, one can study potential observational
signatures of isospectrality breaking in QNM frequen-
cies, the most direct of which would be the branching
of the QNM spectrum. One can investigate the extrac-
tion of these branching QNMs from real observational
data using well tested ringdown analysis frameworks like
ringdown [138] and PyRing [139]. Additionally, an anal-
ysis of how the SNR affects this extraction (similar to
resolvability arguments in [140]) can aid an understanding
of when this effect may be significant. Furthermore, these
definite-parity modes of Ψ0,4 are also related to other de-
compositions of gravitational perturbations, such as mass
or current quadrupoles, left- or right-circularly polarized
modes, and plus or cross polarizations. By studying these
relations, one can translate the isospectrality breaking of
QNM frequencies to observational effects in other modes
or polarizations. For example, different QNM frequencies
of even- and odd-parity modes might lead to different
frequencies of plus and cross polarizations. In fact, some
parity violating theories even feature different propaga-
tion speeds for different polarizations — parameterized
theory-agnostic tests for such theories were laid out, for
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example, in [35] and more recently in [40], and connected
to specific parity violating theories in [40].

Second, when determining the P̂-transformation of

Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 , we have made some convenient gauge choices.

The choice of certain gauges is fine for Petrov type D

spacetimes since Ψ
(1,1)
0,4 are both tetrad- and coordinate-

invariant up to O(ζ1, ϵ1), which is not the case for Petrov
type I spacetimes. The same issue was also encountered
in the study of the second-order Teukolsky equation in

GR [88, 126], where various authors found that Ψ
(0,2)
0,4 is

also not invariant under gauge transformations at O(ϵ1).

By either adding quantities at O(ϵ1) to Ψ
(0,2)
0,4 [126], or by

choosing some asymptotically flat coordinate system [88],
one is able to construct gauge-invariant curvature pertur-
bations at O(ϵ2). Due to the connection of our modified
Teukolsky formalism to the second-order Teukolsky for-
malism in GR [102], we can then apply a similar procedure
to construct gauge-invariant quantities at O(ζ1, ϵ1) and
extend our definition of definite-parity modes to Petrov
type I spacetimes in future work.

Third, in our examples in dCS and EdGB gravity, we
have found the shifts of the QNM frequencies in terms
of abstract NP quantities. One can then take the equa-
tions here to compute the numerical values of the QNM
frequencies directly and compare them to previous results
using metric perturbations in [24, 25, 52–54, 60–64]. A
subset of the authors has already derived the coordinate-
based modified Teukolsky equation for slowly-rotating
BHs in dCS gravity [134] and is currently computing the
QNM shifts from it [136]. Furthermore, in our examples
above, we assumed that the (pseudo)scalar field equa-
tion could be inverted, and the EVP method could be
applied to these terms. In previous literature, the EVP
method has only been shown to be valid for source terms

that are directly driven by Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 [103–105]. It will be

worth studying whether the inner product in the EVP
method is still well-behaved when integrating the Green’s

function of the (pseudo)scalar field along with Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 over

the contour defined in [103–105]. In the case without
extra non-metric fields, such as higher-derivative gravity,
Refs. [57, 58] have used this modified Teukolsky formalism
to compute QNM shifts and found good agreement with
their previous results using metric perturbations in [56].

Besides comparing QNM frequencies, another way of
comparing our results to the approach using metric per-
turbations is to directly map our definite-parity modified
Teukolsky equations [i.e., Eq. (74)] to the modified ZM
and RW equations directly. For non-rotating BHs in GR,
this map was found by Chandrasekhar [50, 141]. Due
to isospectrality, one can also find a map between RW
and ZM equations [50], which was recently extended to
slowly-rotating BHs at O(χ1) by [56]. For Kerr, there has
not been a map found between the Teukolsky equation
and the RW/ZM equations, since the latter is not known
for BHs with arbitrary spin. Some Chandrasekhar-like
transformations have been developed, for example, to con-

vert the long-range potential of the Teukolsky equation to
a short-range potential [142]. All these transformations
are special cases of generalized Darboux transformations
[143], which have been widely used in the study of super-
symmetry [144]. One future avenue is then extending the
Chandrasekhar transformation to our modified Teukolsky
equation in the slow-rotation expansion and comparing it
to the modified ZM and RW equations found in [24, 25, 52–
54, 56, 60–64, 91].

Our framework provides a novel approach to studying
isospectrality breaking in modified gravity. This work is
an intermediate but imperative step in using the modified
Teukolsky equations to compute the shifts of QNM fre-
quencies. For BHs with arbitrary spin, our framework is
also the only viable analytical approach to study isospec-
trality breaking since QNMs can only be computed from
the (modified) Teukolsky equation, and no (modified)
ZM/RW equations are known in this case. Recent works
have used spectral methods to investigate quasinormal
modes (QNMs) within the context of Schwarzschild [100]
and Kerr [101] BHs in GR. It is conceivable that these
methodologies may be extensible to explore the QNMs of
rotating BHs within modified theories of gravity. With
this work, we look forward to developing a deeper un-
derstanding of these isospectrality-breaking theories of
gravity using BH spectroscopy.
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Appendix A: Properties of operators P̂ , Ĉ, P̂

In this appendix, we provide some useful relations for
the operators P̂ , Ĉ, and P̂ defined in Sec. III. Let α, β ∈ C,
f, g ∈ Λ0(U), and Î be the identity operator. Then P̂
defined in Eq. (13) satisfies

P̂ 2 = Î , (A1a)

P̂ [αf + βg] = αP̂ [f ] + βP̂ [g] , (A1b)

P̂ [f · g · h · · · ] = P̂ [f ] · P̂ [g] · P̂ [h] · · · . (A1c)

The parity operator P̂ commutes with all the derivatives:

[P̂ , ∂t] = [P̂ , ∂r] = [P̂ , ∂ϕ] = 0 (A2)
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except the θ derivative, with which it anti-commutes:

{P̂ , ∂θ} = 0 . (A3)

For the complex conjugate operator Ĉ, we have

Ĉ2 = Î , (A4a)

Ĉ[αf + βg] = ᾱĈ[f ] + β̄Ĉ[g] , (A4b)

Ĉ[f · g · h · · · ] = Ĉ[f ] · Ĉ[g] · Ĉ[h] · · · . (A4c)

Since the coordinates are all real, the complex conjugate
operator Ĉ commutes with all the derivatives:

[Ĉ, ∂t] = [Ĉ, ∂r] = [Ĉ, ∂ϕ] = [Ĉ, ∂θ] = 0 . (A5)

In addition, P̂ and Ĉ commute with each other.
In Eq. (23), we have combined P̂ and Ĉ to define another

operator P̂, where

P̂ = ĈP̂ . (A6)

Using Eqs. (A1)–(A5), we find

P̂2 = Î , (A7a)

P̂[αf + βg] = ᾱP̂[f ] + β̄P̂[g] , (A7b)

P̂[f · g · h · · · ] = P̂[f ] · P̂[g] · P̂[h] · · · . (A7c)

and

[P̂, ∂t] = [P̂, ∂r] = [P̂, ∂ϕ] = 0 , {P̂, ∂θ} = 0 . (A8)

Appendix B: Reconstruction of NP quantities

In this appendix, we provide some additional equations
of reconstructed NP quantities following [88, 126]. Let us
first assume a general reconstructed metric hµν without
going to the specific IRG or ORG. In [134], we have only
considered the case that the background spacetime is
Petrov type D, so the results here are more general. Then
to reconstruct NP quantities, the first step is to recon-
struct the tetrad. We can first express the reconstructed
tetrad in terms of the background tetrad

eµ(1)a = Aa
b(1)e

µ(0)
b . (B1)

As shown in [88, 126], one can always use the six degrees

of freedom of tetrad rotations to set some of the A
b(1)
a

coefficients to 0. Then expanding hµν in terms of e
a(1)
µ

and e
a(0)
µ using the completeness relation

gµν = −2l(µnν) + 2m(µm̄ν) (B2)

and its expansion

hµν = −2
[
l
(1)
(µ n

(0)
ν) − l

(0)
(µ n

(1)
ν) +m

(1)
(µ m̄

(0)
ν) +m

(0)
(µ m̄

(1)
ν)

]
,

(B3)

one can find that [88, 126],

lµ(1) =
1

2
hlln

µ , (B4a)

nµ(1) =
1

2
hnnl

µ + hlnnµ , (B4b)

mµ(1) = hnml
µ + hlmn

µ − 1

2
hmm̄m

µ − 1

2
hmmm̄

µ ,

(B4c)

where we have dropped the superscripts of e
µ(0)
a and

h
(1)
ab for simplicity. Notice that the perturbed tetrad in

Eq. (B4) has an opposite sign from the one in [88, 126]
since we used an opposite signature, as one can see in
Eqs. (B2) and (B3).

To find the spin coefficients, we follow the idea in [50] to
expand the commutation relation defining Ricci rotation
coefficients

[eµa , e
µ
b ] = (γcba − γcab) e

µ
c = Cab

ceµc , (B5)

and spin coefficients are just linear combinations of Ricci
rotation coefficients [50],

κ = γ131 , π = −γ241 , ε =
1

2
(γ121 − γ341) ,

ρ = γ134 , λ = −γ244 , α =
1

2
(γ124 − γ344) ,

σ = γ133 , µ = −γ243 , β =
1

2
(γ123 − γ343) ,

τ = γ132 , ν = −γ242 , γ =
1

2
(γ122 − γ342) . (B6)

Expanding Eq. (B5) using Eq. (B1), one then finds

Cab
c(1) = ∂aAb

c − ∂bAa
c

−
(
Aa

dCbd
c −Ab

dCad
c +Ad

cCab
d
)
,

(B7)

where we have dropped the superscript of Cab
c(0) at

the right-hand side. Inserting Eqs. (B4) and (B6) into
Eq. (B7) and using the definition in Eq. (B6), we find the
perturbed spin coefficients to be

κ(1) =
1

2
δ[−2,−2,1,1]hll −D[−2,0,0,−1]hlm

− κhln + σhlm̄ − 1

2
κ̄hmm − 1

2
κhmm̄ ,

(B8a)

σ(1) = − 1

2
D[−2,2,1,−1]hmm + (π̄ + τ)hlm − 1

2
λ̄hll ,

(B8b)

λ(1) = (π + τ̄)hnm̄ +
1

2
∆[−1,1,2,−2]hm̄m̄

+ λhln − 1

2
σ̄hnn ,

(B8c)

ν(1) = − 1

2
δ̄[2,2,−1,−1]hnn +∆[0,1,2,0]hnm̄

+ νhln + λhnm − 1

2
νhmm̄ − 1

2
ν̄hm̄m̄ ,

(B8d)
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ϵ(1) =
1

4

[
∆[−1,1,0,−2]hll − 2D[0,0, 12 ,−

1
2 ]
hln

− δ̄[−2,0,−3,−2]hlm + δ[−2,0,1,2]hlm̄ − (ρ− ρ̄)hmm̄

− κ̄hnm + κhnm̄ − σ̄hmm + σhm̄m̄

]
,

(B8e)

ρ(1) =
1

2

[
− µhll − (ρ− ρ̄)hln − δ̄[−2,0,−1,0]hlm

+ δ[−2,0,1,2]hlm̄ −D[0,0,1,−1]hmm̄

− κ̄hnm + κhnm̄

]
,

(B8f)

µ(1) =
1

2

[
− ρhnn − δ̄[0,2,−2,−1]hnm + δ[0,2,0,1]hnm̄

+ (µ+ µ̄)hln +∆[−1,1,0,0]hmm̄

+ νhlm − ν̄hlm̄

]
,

(B8g)

γ(1) =
1

4

[
−D[0,2,1,−1]hnn − δ̄[0,2,−2,−1]hnm

+ δ[0,2,2,3]hnm̄ − (µ− µ̄− 4γ)hln − (µ− µ̄)hmm̄

+ νhlm − ν̄hlm̄ + λhmm − λ̄hm̄m̄

]
,

(B8h)

α(1) =
1

4

[
−D[−2,0,−1,−2]hnm̄ + δ[−2,0,1,1]hm̄m̄

− δ̄[0,0,−1,−1]hln +∆[−2,1,4,−2]hlm̄ − δ̄[2,0,−1,−1]hmm̄

− νhll + 3λhlm − κ̄hnn − σ̄hnm

]
,

(B8i)

β(1) =
1

4

[
−D[−4,2,2,−1]hnm − δ̄[0,2,−1,−1]hmm

− δ[0,0,−1,−1]hln +∆[1,2,2,0]hlm + δ[0,−2,1,1]hmm̄

− ν̄hll − λ̄hlm̄ − κhnn + 3σhnm̄

]
,

(B8j)

π(1) =
1

2

[
D[2,0,−1,0]hnm̄ + τhm̄m̄

− δ[0,0,−1,−1]hln +∆[0,1,0,−2]hlm̄ + τ̄hmm̄

+ λhlm − σ̄hnm

]
,

(B8k)

τ (1) =
1

2

[
−D[0,2,0,−1]hnm + πhmm

+ δ[0,0,1,1]hln −∆[1,0,−2,0]hlm + π̄hmm̄

− λ̄hlm̄ + σhnm̄

]
.

(B8l)

In Eq. (B8), we do not assume anything about the back-
ground spacetime, so the background may be Petrov type
I, and all the spin coefficients at the background can be
nonzero. Thus, we can use the above equations for our
analysis in Sec. IV. For Petrov type D spacetimes in GR,
where κ(0,0) = σ(0,0) = λ(0,0) = ν(0,0) = 0, our result is
the same as the one in [88] up to a minus sign due to the op-
posite signature we used. However, the result in [126] has
some discrepancies with the result here and in [88], which
might be due to errors. If we additionally use the IRG, we

can then further set hll = hln = hlm = hlm̄ = hmm̄ = 0
in Eq. (B8).

To find the perturbed Weyl scalars, one can use Ricci
identities to compute Weyl scalars from spin coefficients,

Ψ0 = D[−3,1,−1,−1]σ − δ[−1,−3,1,−1]κ , (B9a)

Ψ1 = D[0,1,0,−1]β − δ[−1,0,1,0]ε− (α+ π)σ + (γ + µ)κ ,

(B9b)

Ψ2 =
1

3

[
δ̄[−2,1,−1,−1]β − δ[−1,0,1,1]α

+D[1,1,1,−1]γ −∆[−1,1,−1,−1]ε

+ δ̄[−1,1,−1,−1]τ −∆[−1,1,−1,−1]ρ

+ 2(νκ− λσ)
]
,

(B9c)

Ψ3 = δ̄[0,1,0,−1]γ −∆[0,1,0,−1]α+ (ε+ ρ)ν − (β + τ)λ ,

(B9d)

Ψ4 = δ̄[3,1,1,−1]ν −∆[1,1,3,−1]λ . (B9e)

Equation (B9) works at all order for any spacetime, so we
can use them for our analysis in Sec. IV. Here, we have
also followed [88, 126] to linearly combine certain Ricci
identities such that there are no NP Ricci scalars Φab in
the equations, and the equations work for non-vacuum
spacetime. Using the NP quantities on the background
with the perturbed tetrad in Eq. (B4) and the perturbed
spin coefficients in Eq. (B8), one can then write down the
perturbed Weyl scalars in terms of metric perturbations
directly.

For Petrov type D spacetimes in GR, using Eqs. (15)
and (16), one can further write down the perturbed NP
quantities in terms of the Hertz potential. In [81, 86], they
computed the perturbed Weyl scalars directly from the
Riemann tensor, and they found in the IRG in Eq. (16),

Ψ
(0,1)
0 = −1

2
D[−3,1,0,−1]D[−2,2,0,−1]hmm , (B10a)

Ψ
(0,1)
1 = − 1

8

[
2D[−1,1,1,−1]D[0,2,1,−1]hnm

+D[−1,1,1,−1]δ[−2,2,−2,−1]hmm

+ δ̄[−3,1,−3,−1]D[−2,2,0,−1]hmm

]
,

(B10b)

Ψ
(0,1)
2 = − 1

12

[
D[1,1,2,−1]D[2,2,2,−1]h

1
nn

+ 2
(
D[1,1,2,−1]δ̄[0,2,−1,−1]

+δ̄[−1,1,−2,−1]D[0,2,1,−1]

)
hnm

+ δ̄[−1,1,−2,−1]δ̄[−2,2,−2,−1]hmm

]
,

(B10c)

Ψ
(0,1)
3 = − 1

8

[ (
D[3,1,3,−1]δ̄[2,2,0,−1]

+δ̄[1,1,−1,−1]D[2,2,,2,−1]

)
h1nn

+ δ̄[1,1,−1,−1]δ̄[0,2,−1,−1]hnm

]
,

(B10d)
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Ψ
(0,1)
4 = − 1

2

[
δ̄[3,1,0,−1]δ̄[2,2,0,−1]h

1
nn

+ 3Ψ2

(
τ δ̄[4,0,0,0] − ρ∆[0,0,4,0]

−µD[4,0,0,0] + πδ[0,4,0,0] + 2Ψ2

)
Ψ̄H

]
,

(B10e)

where Ψ
(0,1)
0,4 reduce to Eq. (18) in the Boyer-Lindquist

coordinates of Kerr. We have also defined h1nn to be
the piece of hnn proportional to Ψ̄H in Eq. (16), i.e.,
h1nn = δ̄[1,3,0,−1]δ̄[0,4,0,3]Ψ̄H.
To compare our results with Eq. (B10), we compute

the perturbed Weyl scalars using the Ricci identities in
Eq. (B9) in Kerr such that ε(0,0) = 0. We also perform
a direct calculation by linearizing the Riemann tensor
first and then projecting it into the NP basis. For both
calculations, we use the tetrad in Eq. (B4) with the IRG,

and we find an agreement for Ψ
(0,1)
0,1,2,4. While for Ψ

(0,1)
3 ,

we find a disagreement. This is not very surprising since

Ψ
(0,1)
3 is not invariant under both tetrad rotations and

infinitesimal coordinate changes at O(ϵ). Since both our
calculation and Refs. [81, 86] use the IRG, we have used
the same coordinate freedom. This is also manifested
by that our Ψ

(0,1)
2 matches Eq. (B10), which is invariant

under tetrad rotations at O(ϵ) but not invariant under
coordinate transformations at O(ϵ). Thus, the difference
between our result and Eq. (B10) is due to different tetrad
choices, while Refs. [81, 86] did not clearly specify their
tetrad at O(ϵ).

In the case of Schwarzschild, with the tetrad in Eq. (B4)
and the perturbed metric in the IRG in Eq. (16), we find

Ψ
(0,1)
0 = −1

2
D4Ψ̄H , (B11a)

Ψ
(0,1)
1 = −1

2
D3(δ̄ + 4β)Ψ̄H , (B11b)

Ψ
(0,1)
2 = −1

2
D2(δ̄ + 2β)(δ̄ + 4β)Ψ̄H , (B11c)

Ψ
(0,1)
3 = −1

2
Dδ̄(δ̄ + 2β)(δ̄ + 4β)Ψ̄H +

3

2
Ψ2hnm̄ , (B11d)

Ψ
(0,1)
4 = − 1

2
(δ̄ − 2β)δ̄(δ̄ + 2β)(δ̄ + 4β)Ψ̄H

+
3

2
Ψ2 [µD + ρ(∆+ 4γ)− 2Ψ2] ΨH ,

(B11e)

which is the same as Eq. (B10) in the Schwarzschild limit,

except there is an additional 3
2Ψ2hnm̄ correction to Ψ

(0,1)
3

due to different tetrad choices.

Appendix C: Radial Functions in S(1,1)
geo

In this appendix, we provide the radial functions Ci(r)
in Eq. (83) and Di(r) in Eq. (104). The radial functions
Ci(r) are found in [134], where

C1(r) = 57960M4 − 39316M3r − 694M2r2

− 1050Mr3 + 2345r4 ,
(C1a)

C2(r) = 189M3 + 120M2r + 70Mr2 , (C1b)

C3(r) = 1602M3 − 1056M2r − 515Mr2

− 255r3 ,
(C1c)

C4(r) = 954M2 + 440Mr + 175r2 , (C1d)

C5(r) = 4680M3 − 518M2r − 360Mr2 − 335r3 . (C1e)

The radial functions Di(r) are given by

1

(64π)2M
15r9(r − 2M)3D1(r) =168960M9 + 6720M8r − 232448M7r2 + 129928M6r3 − 24108M5r4

+ 13900M4r5 − 8090M3r6 + 1530M2r7 − 150Mr8 + 15r9 ,

(C2a)

1

(64π)2M
15r7(r − 2M)3D2(r) =253440M8 − 344992M7r + 146720M6r2 − 28584M5r3 + 16872M4r4

− 8240M3r5 + 1210M2r6 − 75Mr7 + 15r8 ,

(C2b)

1

(64π)2M
15r8(r − 2M)2D3(r) =212160M8 − 310624M7r + 139352M6r2 − 25728M5r3 + 14630M4r4

− 7720M3r5 + 1275M2r6 − 120Mr7 + 15r8 ,

(C2c)

1

(64π)2M3
15r5(r − 2M)2D4(r) = 400M4 − 96M3r − 66M2r2 − 130Mr3 − 5r4 , (C2d)

1

(64π)2M2
15r7D5(r) = 1840M5 + 48M4r − 30M3r2 − 260M2r3 − 15Mr4 − 15r5 . (C2e)

Appendix D: S in the modified Teukolsky equations

In this appendix, we present the source term S of the
modified Teukolsky equations due to the effective stress

tensor for non-rotating BHs in dCS and EdGB gravity.
Here, we only briefly summarize the procedure in [134]
and apply it to these two simple non-rotating examples.
In addition, for EdGB gravity, we only focus on the source
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terms with dynamical scalar field φ(1,0,1) for simplicity.
For a more complete prescription of how to evaluate these
source terms, one can refer to [134] for slowly-rotating BHs
in dCS gravity. The procedure in [134] can be extended
to BHs with arbitrary spin in dCS and other modified
gravity.

1. dCS

As discussed in Sec. VIA2, for non-rotating BHs in
dCS, the only nonzero contribution of Eq. (84) is the term(
∇σ∇δϑ

)
. In addition, since ϑ(1,0,0) vanishes, ϑ only has

dynamical contribution ϑ(1,0,1). For the same reason, all

the metric fields in S(1,0,1)
dCS are evaluated on the stationary

Schwarzschild background, so no metric reconstruction is
needed. At O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1), the only place requiring metric
reconstruction is to solve the equation of motion of ϑ(1,0,1)

since it is driven by Ψ
(0,0,1)
2 [i.e., Eq. (88)]. Given ϑ(1,0,1)

is solved, one can then project the term
(
∇σ∇δϑ

)
onto

the NP tetrad and evaluate all the metric fields using
their Schwarzschild values.

Let us present this calculation in more detail. First,
inspecting the source terms S1,2 in Eq. (6) of the Bianchi
identities in Eqs. (4a) and (4b), the only nonzero con-
tributions of Φij are from Φ00, Φ01, and Φ02 since

κ(1,0,1) = σ(1,0,1) = λ(1,0,1) = 0. Then from the defi-
nition

Φ00 =
1

2
R11 , Φ01 =

1

2
R13 , Φ02 =

1

2
R33 , (D1)

we notice the only relevant components of Rµν are R11,
R13, and R33. Projecting the equation of Rµν in Eq. (84)
onto the NP tetrad, we find

RdCS

11 = iRdCS

1

{
(Dϑ)

[
λΨ0 − λ̄Ψ̄0 − (α+ β̄ + π)Ψ1 + (ᾱ+ β + π̄)Ψ̄1 + (ε+ ε̄)(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2)

]
− (∆ϑ)

[
σ̄Ψ0 − σΨ̄0 − κ̄Ψ1 + κΨ̄1

]
+ (δϑ)

[
(ᾱ− β)Ψ̄0 + σ̄Ψ1 + (ε− ε̄− ρ̄)Ψ̄1 − κ̄(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2)

]
− (δ̄ϑ)

[
(α− β̄)Ψ0 − (ε− ε̄+ ρ)Ψ1 + σΨ̄1 + κ(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2)

]
− 1

2
Ψ0{δ̄, δ̄}ϑ+

1

2
Ψ̄0{δ, δ}ϑ+Ψ1{D, δ̄}ϑ− Ψ̄1{D, δ}ϑ− 1

2
(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2){D,D}ϑ

}
+RdCS

2 (Dϑ)(Dϑ) ,

(D2a)

RdCS

13 =
i

2
RdCS

1

{
(Dϑ)

[
νΨ0 − (γ + γ̄ + µ+ µ̄)Ψ1 − 2λ̄Ψ̄1 + (ᾱ+ β + π̄)(Ψ2 + 2Ψ̄2)− 2(ε+ ε̄)Ψ̄3

]
− (∆ϑ)

[
(α+ β̄ + τ̄)Ψ0 − (ε+ ε̄+ ρ+ ρ̄)Ψ1 − 2σΨ̄1 + κ(Ψ2 + 2Ψ̄2)

]
+ (δϑ)

[
λΨ0 − (α− β̄ + π − τ̄)Ψ1 + 2(ᾱ− β)Ψ̄1 + (ε− ε̄− ρ̄)(Ψ2 + 2Ψ̄2) + 2κ̄Ψ̄3

]
− (δ̄ϑ)

[
(γ − γ̄ − µ̄)Ψ0 + (ᾱ− β + π̄ − τ)Ψ1 + σ(Ψ2 + 2Ψ̄2)− 2κΨ̄3

]
−Ψ0{∆, δ̄}ϑ+Ψ1

[
{D,∆}+ {δ, δ̄}

]
ϑ+ Ψ̄1{δ, δ}ϑ− (Ψ2 + 2Ψ̄2){D, δ}ϑ+ Ψ̄3{D,D}ϑ

}
+RdCS

2 (Dϑ)(δϑ) ,

(D2b)

RdCS

33 = iRdCS

1

{
− (Dϑ)

[
ν̄Ψ1 − λ̄(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2)− (ᾱ+ β + π̄)Ψ̄3 + (ε+ ε̄)Ψ̄4

]
− (∆ϑ)

[
(γ + γ̄)Ψ0 − (ᾱ+ β + τ)Ψ1 + σ(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2) + κΨ̄3

]
+ (δϑ)

[
νΨ0 − (γ − γ̄ + µ)Ψ1 − (ᾱ− β)(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2) + (ε− ε̄− ρ̄) + κ̄Ψ̄4

]
+ (δ̄ϑ)

[
ν̄Ψ0 − λ̄Ψ1 − σΨ̄3 + κΨ̄4

]
− 1

2
Ψ0{∆,∆}ϑ+Ψ1{∆, δ}ϑ− 1

2
(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2){δ, δ}ϑ− Ψ̄3{D, δ}ϑ+

1

2
Ψ̄4{D,D}ϑ

}
+RdCS

2 (δϑ)(δϑ) ,

RdCS

1 ≡ −
(

1

κg

) 1
2

M2 , RdCS

2 ≡ 1

2κgζdCS

.

(D2c)
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The complete procedure of this projection and the projec-
tion of other components of Rµν in dCS gravity can be
found in [134]. Notice, following [134], we have absorbed
the coupling constant into the expansion of ϑ such that
its expansion also follows Eq. (2), so we need to insert an
ζ−1 into RdCS

2 to compensate for this. Although Eq. (D2)
is complicated, its value at O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1) is simple since
many Weyl scalars and spin coefficients vanish on the
Schwarzschild background. Using

Ψ
(0,0,0)
0,1,3,4 = 0 , Ψ̄

(0,0,0)
2 = Ψ

(0,0,0)
2 ,

ᾱ(0,0,0) = α(0,0,0) = −β(0,0,0) , ρ̄(0,0,0) = ρ(0,0,0) ,

µ̄(0,0,0) = µ(0,0,0) , γ̄(0,0,0) = γ(0,0,0) , (D3)

and other spin coefficients in Schwarzschild vanish, we
find

Φ
(1,0,1)
00,dCS

= Φ
(1,0,1)
02,dCS

= 0 ,

Φ
(1,0,1)
01,dCS

= −3i

4
RdCS

1 Ψ2({D, δ}+ ρδ)ϑ(1,0,1) , (D4)

where we have dropped the superscripts of terms at
O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ0).

Evaluating S1,2 using Eqs. (6) and (D4), we find

S
(1,0,1)
1,dCS

=
3i

2
RdCS

1 Ψ2

[
δD2 + 3ρ(δD + ρδ)

]
ϑ(1,0,1) ,

S
(1,0,1)
2,dCS

= −3i

2
RdCS

1 Ψ2

[
δ2D + 2αδD + ρδ2 + 2αρδ

]
ϑ(1,0,1) ,

(D5)

where we have used NP equations to make simplifications.

Then, inserting S
(1,0,1)
1,2 into the definition of S(1,1) in

Eq. (11), we find

S(1,0,1)
dCS = − 3iRdCS

1 Ψ2

[
δ2D2 + 2αδD2 + 2ρδ2D

+4αρδD + 2ρ2δ2 + 4αρ2δ
]
ϑ(1,0,1)

≡ iQdCSϑ(1,0,1) .

(D6)

Using the transformation properties in Eq. (43), one can

easily show that P̂QdCS = QdCS. Following the definition
in Eq. (95), we can write

FdCS = −24π− 1
2QdCS□−1

[(
M

r

)3

D2

]
, (D7)

where D2 comes from converting Hertz potential Ψ̄
(0,0,1)
H

to Ψ
(0,0,1)
2 , and □−1 comes from inverting the equation

of motion of ϑ(1,0,1) in Eq. (85). One can easily check

that P̂FdCS = FdCS, so non-rotating dCS BHs admit
definite-parity modes as expected.

2. EdGB

For EdGB, as discussed in Sec. VIB 2, we choose to
focus on the terms in S(1,0,1) proportional to φ(1,0,1) or
its derivatives, so all the metric fields are stationary. To
compute the terms in S(1,0,1) driven by GW perturba-
tions in GR, one can follow similar procedures in [134].
Following the same argument in Appendix D1, one only
needs to evaluate Φ00, Φ01, and Φ02, or alternatively R11,
R13, and R33 for this contribution. Projecting Eq. (106)
onto the NP tetrad, we find

REdGB

11 =
1

2
REdGB

1

{
− (Dφ)

[
λΨ0 + λ̄Ψ̄0 − (α+ β̄ + π)Ψ1 − (ᾱ+ β + π̄)Ψ̄1 + (ε+ ε̄)(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)

]
+ (∆φ)

[
σ̄Ψ0 + σΨ̄0 − κ̄Ψ1 − κΨ̄1

]
+ (δφ)

[
(ᾱ− β)Ψ̄0 + (ε− ε̄− ρ̄)Ψ̄1 − σ̄Ψ1 + κ̄(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)

]
+ (δ̄φ)

[
(α− β̄)Ψ0 − σΨ̄1 − (ε− ε̄+ ρ)Ψ1 + κ(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)

]
+

1

2
Ψ0{δ̄, δ̄}φ+

1

2
Ψ̄0{δ, δ}φ−Ψ1{D, δ̄}φ− Ψ̄1{D, δ}φ+

1

2
(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2){D,D}φ

}
+REdGB

2 (Dφ)(Dφ) ,

(D8a)
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REdGB

13 =
1

4
REdGB

1

{
− (Dφ)

[
νΨ0 − (γ + γ̄ + µ+ µ̄)Ψ1 + 2λ̄Ψ̄1 + (ᾱ+ β + π̄)(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2) + 2(ε+ ε̄)Ψ̄3

]
+ (∆φ)

[
(α+ β̄ + τ̄)Ψ0 − (ε+ ε̄+ ρ+ ρ̄)Ψ1 + 2σΨ̄1 + κ(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2)

]
− (δφ)

[
λΨ0 − (α− β̄ + π − τ̄)Ψ1 − 2(ᾱ− β)Ψ̄1 + (ε− ε̄− ρ̄)(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2)− 2κ̄Ψ̄3

]
+ (δ̄φ)

[
(γ − γ̄ − µ̄)Ψ0 + (ᾱ− β + π̄ − τ)Ψ1 + σ(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2) + 2κΨ̄3

]
+Ψ0{∆, δ̄}φ−Ψ1

[
{D,∆}+ {δ, δ̄}

]
φ+ Ψ̄1{δ, δ}φ+ (Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2){D, δ}φ+ Ψ̄3{D,D}φ

}
+REdGB

2 (Dφ)(δφ) ,

(D8b)

REdGB

33 =
1

2
REdGB

1

{
(Dφ)

[
ν̄Ψ1 − λ̄(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + (ᾱ+ β + π̄)Ψ̄3 − (ε+ ε̄)Ψ̄4

]
+ (∆φ)

[
(γ + γ̄)Ψ0 − (ᾱ+ β + τ)Ψ1 + σ(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− κΨ̄3

]
− (δφ)

[
νΨ0 − (γ − γ̄ + µ)Ψ1 − (ᾱ− β)(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− (ε− ε̄− ρ̄)Ψ̄3 − κ̄Ψ̄4

]
− (δ̄φ)

[
ν̄Ψ0 − λ̄Ψ1 + σΨ̄3 − κΨ̄4

]
+

1

2
Ψ0{∆,∆}φ−Ψ1{∆, δ}φ+

1

2
(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2){δ, δ}φ− Ψ̄3{D, δ}φ+

1

2
Ψ̄4{D,D}φ

}
+REdGB

2 (δφ)(δφ) ,

(D8c)

REdGB

1 = −κ
1
2
gM

2 , REdGB

2 =
1

2ζEdGB

, (D8d)

where one can refer to [134] for more details of this pro-
jection in dCS gravity. Similarly, we have absorbed one
coupling constant into the expansion of φ to be consis-

tent with Eq. (2), so REdGB
2 contains an extra factor of

ζ−1. Using Eq. (D3), one can find that the O(ζ1, χ0, ϵ1)
contributions to Φij with dynamical φ are

Φ
(1,0,1)
00,EdGB

=
1

2
REdGB

1 Ψ2D
2φ(1,0,1) +REdGB

2 Dφ(1,0,0)Dφ(1,0,1) ,

Φ
(1,0,1)
01,EdGB

= −1

8
REdGB

1 Ψ2 ({D, δ}+ ρδ)φ(1,0,1) +
1

2
REdGB

2 Dφ(1,0,0)δφ(1,0,1) ,

Φ
(1,0,1)
01,EdGB

=
1

2
REdGB

1 Ψ2

(
δ2 + 2αδ

)
φ(1,0,1) , (D9)

where we have also used that δ(0,0,0)φ(1,0,0) =
δ̄(0,0,0)φ(1,0,0) = 0 since φ(1,0,0) is a pure radial function

[145]. For simplicity, we have also dropped the super-
scripts of terms at O(ζ0, χ0, ϵ0). Using Eqs. (6) and (D9),
we find

S
(1,0,1)
1,EdGB

=
3

4
REdGB

1 Ψ2

[
δD2 + ρ (δD + ρδ)

]
φ(1,0,1) +

1

2
REdGB

2

[
Dφ(1,0,0)δD − (D2 − ρD)φ(1,0,0)δ

]
φ(1,0,1) , (D10)

S
(1,0,1)
2,EdGB

= − 3

4
REdGB

1 Ψ2

(
δ2D + 2αδD + 3ρδ2 + 6αρδ

)
φ(1,0,1) +

1

2
REdGB

2 Dφ(1,0,0)(δ2 + 2αδ)φ(1,0,1) , (D11)
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and using Eq. (11), we find

S(1,0,1)
EdGB = − 3

2
REdGB

1 Ψ2

(
δ2D2 + 2αδD2 + 2ρδ2D + 4αρδD + 2ρ2δ2 + 4αρ2δ

)
φ(1,0,1)

+REdGB

2

{(
D2 − 2ρD

)
φ(1,0,0)δ2 +

[
2α

(
D2 − 2ρD

)
+

1

2
δD2

]
φ(1,0,0)δ

}
φ(1,0,1)

= QEdGBφ(1,0,1) .

(D12)

Using the transformation properties in Eq. (43) and that

φ(1,0,0 is purely radial, we find that P̂QEdGB = QEdGB.
Follow the definition in Eq. (112), we can write

FEdGB = QEdGB□−1 , (D13)

where □−1 comes from inverting the equation of motion
of φ(1,0,1) in Eq. (107). One can check that P̂FEdGB =
FEdGB, so non-rotating EdGB BHs also admit definite-
parity modes.
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