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The Hairy Kerr black hole is a novel black hole solution that depicts a rotating space-time en-
compassed by an axisymmetric fluid. It has significant observational importance and is an excellent
candidate for an astrophysical black hole. Our study investigates the impact of the hairy charge
on the quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) of X-ray binaries in the Hairy Kerr black hole (HKBH)
space-time. The relativistic precession model is employed to compute the three principal frequencies
of the accretion disk encircling the HKBH. We compare our outcomes with the observations of five
X-ray binaries and employ a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) simulation for restricting the hairy
charge parameters. There is no substantial evidence for the existence of hairy charge in the HKBH
space-time. Therefore, we are placing observational constraints on the deformation parameters with
0 < α < 0.07697 and hairy charge values ranging from 0.27182 < l0/M < 2.0.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes, as one of the most mysterious celestial
bodies in the universe, have once again aroused attention
and extensive research due to a series of recent extremely
remarkable and successful observations, such as the ob-
servation of the orbit of the stellar stars at the center of
the Milky Way [1, 2], the shadows of the suppermassive
black holes in the center of M87 and Sgr A∗ [3, 4], and the
discovery of gravitational waves emitted by the merger of
compact binaries like black holes and neutron stars [5–
8]. In light of these extraordinary observations, black
holes which served as one of the strong field predictions
of general relativity, have been widely recognized by the
scientific community and have become a major scientific
achievement that won the 2020 Nobel Prize in Physics.

The physical properties of black holes are described
by the well-known no-hair theorem [9–11]. The no-hair
theorem postulates that all black hole solutions of the
Einstein-Maxwell equations of gravitation and electro-
magnetism in general relativity can be completely char-
acterized by only three externally observable classical pa-
rameters: mass, electric charge, and angular momentum.
All other information (for which “hair” is a metaphor)
about the matter which formed a black hole or is falling
into it, “disappears” behind the black-hole event hori-
zon and is therefore permanently inaccessible to external
observers. But some special extreme black holes (black
holes with the maximum charge or spin) violate this
theorem, because they retain some information on the
event horizon [12]. This information can be described
by a quantity constructed from the spacetime curvature,
which is conserved at infinity and can be measured by
a distant observer [13]. This quantity constitutes the
“gravitational hair”, and may be measured by the recent
and upcoming gravitational wave observatories (such as
LIGO and LISA) [14] and the Event Horizon Telescope
[15–17].

Very recently, a very interesting hairy Kerr black hole
(HKBH) was obtained using the gravitational decoupling
method [18]. The gravitational decoupling (GD) method
[18–20] is a method specifically designed to describe how
other sources deform known spherically symmetric so-
lutions to the field equations of general relativity. This
approach can generate new, more complex solutions from
known (seed) solutions to Einstein’s field equations and
modified gravity theory. The HKBH assumes a source
satisfying the strong energy condition (SEC) and gives
an extended Kerr index called by Contreras et al. [18]
a Kerr black hole with primary hair. This hairy black
hole is called a steady-state black hole solution with a
new global charge independent of Gauss’s law [21], such
as black holes with scalar hair [22, 23], or proca hair
[24]. Compared to the Kerr spacetime which only consid-
ers the vacuum solution in the rotation case, the HKBH
has an additional deviation parameter α and a primary
hair l0 from the Kerr black hole [18]. Subsequently, re-
search on the numerous theoretical and observational as-
pects of this black hole attracted great interest due to
its better dynamic stability and more practical astro-
physical implications due to the consideration of fluid-
like dark matter, including but not limited to, thermo-
dynamics [25, 26], gravitational lensing [23, 27–29] and
orbital motion [30, 31], quasinormal modes [32–34] and
gravitational waves [14], as well as accretion disk [35] and
parameter constraints from Event Horizon Telescope ob-
servations [15–17, 36].

An important astronomical phenomenon that could be
impacted by spacetime deformation and scalar hair re-
sulting from matter present around black holes is X-ray
QPOs. The identification of QPOs as an unusual astro-
nomical occurrence in the 1980s [37] paved the way for a
superb opportunity to examine the essence of gravity in
strong gravitational fields and to acquire a more profound
comprehension of the spacetime geometry of black holes,
through the use of high-precision X-ray timing observa-
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tions of black hole X-ray binaries [38, 39]. A standard
X-ray binary system comprises a star that donates and
a small main object either in the form a black hole or
a neutron star. The small object attracts material from
its partner star, managing to heat up the accretion disk,
shining in X-rays. That allows us to observe the move-
ment of the material in strong gravitational fields, which
is relativistic and examine the extremely dense material,
making up the neutron stars. If these systems display
Quasi-Periodic Oscillations, which indicate that the X-
ray radiation from an astronomical object periodically
changes frequencies, we can indirectly chart the flow of
matter into the object by monitoring their rapid temporal
X-ray fluctuation. The imaging of these systems has an
average angular resolution of sub-nano-arcseconds, which
exceeds that of current imaging instruments [40, 41].

In accordance with the relativistic precession model
[38, 39], considered one of the most highly respected mod-
els regarding X-ray QPOs, it has been established that
the orbits of test particles in proximity to a central com-
pact object have three distinct frequencies: the orbital
frequency, the radial epicyclic frequency, and the vertical
epicyclic frequency. These frequencies combine to cre-
ate the QPOs frequencies that are observed. The gas
particles that accrete and encircle the central object at
distances of several or tens of gravitational radii, emit
X-ray signals that carry information about strong-field
gravitational effects. Initially, this model was developed
to account for the high-frequency QPOs observed in X-
ray binaries that contain neutron stars. Later, it was
extended to stellar-mass black hole binaries [38].

Compared to neutron stars, observations of QPO phe-
nomena in black hole binaries are relatively scarce. Nev-
ertheless, black holes present a relatively pristine astro-
physical environment, allowing researchers to study the
properties of gravity in strong fields and the geometry
of black holes [42]. The relativistic precession model
has yielded numerous examples of observational data for
three model frequencies in black hole X-ray binaries from
various sources [42–44], while other sources only report
two frequencies [41, 45]. Theoretical investigations into
this field have been conducted in several studies. For
example, various studies have been conducted, including
the testing of the no-hair theorem with GRO J1655-40
[46], the exploration of a black hole in non-linear elec-
trodynamics [47] or the identification of the black hole
candidate [48, 49], investigation into the QPO behav-
iors surrounding rotating wormholes [50, 51], and testing
gravity using various modified gravity theories [52–55].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present a very brief introduction to the HKBH. With
this metric, in Sec. III, we present the derivation for the
QPOs frequencies from the geodetic motion of a massive
test particle in the HKBH. In Sec. IV, we summarize
the observation results from X-ray QPOs, describe the
analysis of the MCMC method, and present our MCMC
simulation best-fit results on constraining the parameters
of the HKBH. We discuss the main results of our analy-

sis. A summary and outlook of our works in this paper
are presented in Sec. V.

II. THE BRIEF INTRODUCE TO THE HAIRY
KERR SPACETIME

By requiring a well-defined event horizon and the SEC
or dominant energy condition for the hair outside the
horizon, the authors of [18, 19] proposed a simple ap-
proach to generate spherically symmetric hairy black
holes, which they extended to the rotating case [18]. In
this section, We briefly review the hairy rotating black
holes which is generated by the GD approach. This
method is designed to create deformed solutions from
the known GR solution, due to the existence of addi-
tional sources. Thus, one can also extend axially sym-
metric black holes systematically and straightforwardly
using the GD approach [18].Therefore, one can readily
obtain the nontrivial extensions of the Kerr black hole
that can support primary hair. The broad applicability
of the hairy black hole in this scenario is due to the ab-
sence of specific matter fields in the GD approach. The
corresponding Einstein equation is given by:

Gµν = Rµν − 1

2
Rgµν = Tµν , (2.1)

where the total energy-momentum tensor

Tµν = Tµν + ϑµν (2.2)

where Tµν and ϑµν are the energy-momentum tensors
of the known solution in GR and the additional source,
respectively. Here, the free divergence Einstein tensor
implies that the conservation equation ∇Tµν = 0 is still
fulfilled. To gain a clear understanding of how the GD
methodology operates in building a distorted solution,
we will first examine the key technical aspects. Subse-
quently, we will show that, given the decoupling assump-
tion, one can successfully separate the motion equations
for the two sectors. Initially, we can express the static
and spherically symmetric solution by

ds2 = −eν(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2. (2.3)

where ν(r) and λ(r) are functions of the areal radius r
only and dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2. Secondly, it is important
to note that the solution (2.3) mentioned above is created
by the seed metric

ds2 = −eζ(r)dt2 + eκ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (2.4)

which solely incorporates the source Tµν . Introducing
the source ϑµν is equivalent to deforming the seed metric
through

ζ(r) → ν(r) = ζ(r) + αg(r),

e−κ(r) → e−λ(r) = e−κ(r) + αh(r), (2.5)
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with the parameter α accounts for the deformations. Ob-
viously, once the metric deformations vanish (α = 0), the
additional source term ϑµν will also vanish. It is impor-
tant to note that under transformation (2.5), the Einstein
tensor undergoes changes

Gµν(ζ(r), κ(r)) →
Gµν(ν(r), λ(r)) = Gµν(ζ(r), κ(r)) + αGµν(ν(r), λ(r)), (2.6)

which is analogous to the linear addition of two sources
on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.1). This fact is crucial
for the success of the GD approach. This results in a
hairy solution that is a deformation of the Schwarzschild
metric.

Furthermore, one can consider the seed metric (2.4)
as the Schwarzschild one, i.e. in the vacuum case with
Tµν = 0. Then, by treating the additional source as the
anisotropic fluid satisfying the strong energy condition,
one can solve out the Einstein equation and obtain the
hairy solution deformed from the Schwarzschild metric.
The computations are simple and readers may consult
[18, 19] for further elaboration. Subsequently, we shall
elide their method and explicitly present the metric for
the hairy Schwarzschild black hole

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f−1(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2. (2.7)

with f(r) = 1−2M/r+αe−r/(M−l0/2), where M denotes
the mass of the black hole, α corresponds to the defor-
mation parameter caused by the surrounding matter and
is responsible for describing the physics related to the
strength of hair. Additionally, l0 = αl with l, a length
parameter, relates to the primary hair and must satisfy
the condition l0 ≤ 2M to ensure asymptotic flatness. The
metric (2.7) includes the Schwarzchild black hole within
a surrounding matter-free environment (α = 0).

The significance of rotating black hole solutions within
modified gravity theories lies in their potential for astro-
physical observation experimentation. In contrast, there
are few strong field tests for non-rotating solutions since
the black hole’s spin is essential to any astrophysical pro-
cess. Taking into account the angular momentum of as-
trophysical black holes, the authors of [18] derived the ro-
tational counterpart of the static solution (2.7). This so-
lution is stationary and axisymmetric, and in the Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates, it is represented as [18]

ds2 = −
(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr2 +Σdθ2

+sin2 θ

(
Σ+ a2 sin2 θ

(
2− ∆− a2 sin2 θ

Σ

))
dϕ2

−2a sin2 θ

(
1− ∆− a2 sin2 θ

Σ

)
dtdϕ. (2.8)

where the metric functions are given by

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr + αr2e−r/(M−l0/2), (2.9)

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, (2.10)

where, again, α is a generic parameter that measures the
potential deviation of metric (2.8) from the Kerr space-
time caused by the introduction of additional surround-
ing matter and is related to l0 via l0 = αl, with l is a
length parameter which corresponds to the charge of the
primary hair. To ensure asymptotic flatness, l0 should
satisfy l0 ≤ 2M . The metric for a black hole with non-
zero hair, termed the ”hairy Kerr black hole” [18], in-
cludes the Kerr black hole when there is no surrounding
matter (α = 0). Thus, the metric (2.8) can be considered
as a prototype non-Kerr black hole, featuring an extra
deviation parameter α and primary hair l0 [18]. When
expressed in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, it is identical
to the Kerr black hole except that M is replaced with

M(r) = M − 1

2
αre−r/(M−l0/2). (2.11)

In the following discussion, we will explore the impact
of the deviation parameter α and primary hair l0 on the
QPO frequencies.

III. QPOS FREQUENCIES IN THE HAIRY
KERR BLACK HOLE

In this section, we derive the orbital frequency, pe-
riastron precession frequency, and nodal precession fre-
quency that describe QPOs within the relativistic preces-
sion model using the equations of motion of test particles
on an accretion disk orbiting the Hairy Kerr black hole.
The accretion disc is shaped by particles moving in cir-
cular orbits around a compact object, with its physical
features and electromagnetic radiation traits being de-
termined by the space-time geometry encompassing the
central compact object. For the purpose of studying the
fundamental frequencies that characterize the QPOs, let
us first consider the evolution of a massive particle in the
hairy Kerr spacetime. We start with the Lagrangian of
the particle,

L =
1

2
gµν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
, (3.1)

where λ denotes the affine parameter of the world line
of the particle. For a massless particle, we have L = 0,
and for a massive one L < 0. Then the generalized
momentum pµ of the particle can be obtained via

pµ =
∂L

∂ẋµ
= gµν ẋ

ν , (3.2)

which leads to four equations of motions for a particle
with energy Ẽ and angular momentum L̃,

pt = gttṫ+ gtϕϕ̇ = −Ẽ, (3.3)

pϕ = gϕtṫ+ gϕϕϕ̇ = L̃, (3.4)

pr = grr ṙ, (3.5)

pθ = gθθ θ̇. (3.6)
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Here an overdot denotes the derivative with respect to
the affine parameter λ of the geodesics. From these ex-
pressions we obtain

ṫ =
gϕϕẼ + gtϕL̃

gtϕgϕt − gttgϕϕ
(3.7)

ϕ̇ =
Ẽgtϕ + gttL̃

gttgϕϕ − gtϕgϕt
. (3.8)

For the conservation of the rest-mass, we have gµν ẋ
µẋν =

−1. Substituting ṫ and ϕ̇ we can get

grr ṙ
2 + gθθ θ̇

2 = −1− gttṫ
2 − gϕϕϕ̇

2 − 2gtϕṫϕ̇. (3.9)

Here we are interested in the evolution of the particle
in the equatorial circular orbits. For this reason, we can
consider θ = π/2 and θ̇ = 0 for simplicity. Then the
above expression can be simplified into the form

ṙ2 = Veff(r,M, Ẽ, L̃) =
Ẽ2gϕϕ + 2ẼL̃gtϕ + L̃2gtt

g2tϕ − gttgϕϕ
− 1,

(3.10)

where Veff(r) denotes the effective potential of the test

particle with energy Ẽ and axial component of the an-
gular momentum L̃. The stable circular orbits in the
equatorial plane are corresponding to those orbits with
constant r, i.e., ṙ2 = 0 and dVeff(r)/dr = 0. With these

conditions, one can write the specific energy Ẽ and the
specific angular momentum L̃ of the particle moving in

a circular orbit in the black hole as

Ẽ = − gtt + gtϕΩϕ√
−gtt − 2gtϕΩϕ − gϕϕΩ2

ϕ

, (3.11)

L̃ =
grϕ + gϕϕΩϕ√

−gtt − 2gtϕΩϕ − gϕϕΩ2
ϕ

, (3.12)

where the orbital angular velocity yields

Ωϕ =
−∂rgtϕ ±

√
(∂rgtϕ)2 − (∂rgtt)(∂rgϕϕ)

∂rgϕϕ
, (3.13)

where the sign ± indicates corotating (counter-rotating)
orbits. The corotating orbits have parallel angular mo-
mentum with spin while counter-rotating orbits have an-
tiparallel ones.
On the other hand, since the test particles follow

geodesic, equatorial, and circular orbits, we can also de-
rive orbital angular momentum from the geodesic equa-
tions

d

dλ
(gµν ẋ

ν)− 1

2
(∂µgνρ)ẋ

ν ẋρ = 0. (3.14)

With the conditions ṙ = θ̇ = r̈ = 0 for equatorial
circular orbits, the radial component of Eq.(3.14) reduces
to

(∂rgtt)ṫ
2 + 2(∂rgtϕ)ṫϕ̇+ (∂rgϕϕ)ϕ̇

2 = 0. (3.15)
Therefore, we get the orbital angular velocity

Ωϕ =
dϕ

dt
=

−∂rgtϕ ±
√

(∂rgtϕ)2 − (∂rgtt)(∂rgϕϕ)

∂rgϕϕ
,(3.16)

and if we expand the result by α as a small amount to first
order, the corresponding orbital frequency (or Keplerian
frequency) is

νϕ =
Ωϕ

2π
=

1

2π

( √
M

a∗M3/2 + r3/2
+

(a2∗M
5/2 − 2a∗Mr3/2 +M−1/2r3)r7/2

2(l0 − 2M)(r3 − a2∗M
3)2

αe−r/(M−l0/2) + · · ·

)
, (3.17)

where a∗ ≡ a/M = J/M2. The precise representation of
this frequency can be found in Appendix A.

Now let’s consider a tiny perturbation around the cir-
cular equatorial orbit, we have

r(t) = r0 + δr(t), θ(t) =
π

2
+ δθ(t), (3.18)

where the δr(t) and δθ(t) are the tiny perturbations gov-
erned by the equations

d2δr(t)

dt2
+Ω2

rδr(t) = 0, (3.19)

d2δθ(r)

dt2
+Ω2

θδθ(t) = 0, (3.20)

where

Ω2
r = − 1

2grr ṫ2
∂2Veff

∂r2

∣∣∣∣
θ=π

2

, (3.21)

Ω2
θ = − 1

2gθθ ṫ2
∂2Veff

∂θ2

∣∣∣∣
θ=π

2

. (3.22)

The radial epicyclic frequency νr and the vertical
epicyclic frequency νθ can be defined as νr = Ωr/2π and
νθ = Ωθ/2π, respectively. For the equatorial circular or-
bits of a test particle, the radial epicyclic frequency de-
scribes the radial oscillations around the mean orbit, and
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FIG. 1. The trend of the orbital frequency (or Keplerian frequency) νϕ, periastron precession frequency νper and the nodal
precession frequency νnod with respect to the coupling constant α in the hairy Kerr black hole for l0/M = 0.6(the top panel),
l0/M = 1.2(the middle panel) and l0/M = 1.99(the bottom panel). Here we set M = 1 and the orbit radius r = 6.0.

the vertical epicyclic frequency represents the vertical os-
cillations around the mean orbit. To better observe the
impact of the deformation parameter and hair charge, the

expansion of the first-order minima of the radial epicyclic
frequency νr and the vertical epicyclic frequency νθ with
respect to alpha is given here as follows:

νr = νϕ

[
1− 6

M

r
+ 8a∗

M3/2

r3/2
− 3a2∗

M2

r2
+ αe−r/(M−l0/2)

(
1 +

2r2(l0 + r)

M(l0 − 2M)2
− 8r(l0 + r)

(l0 − 2M)2
+

4a∗
√
Mr

(l0 − 2M)

+
2M(a2∗l0 + a2∗r + 8r)

(l0 − 2M)2
− 4a2∗M

2

(l0 − 2M)2

)
+ · · ·

]1/2
, (3.23)

νθ = νϕ

[
1− 4a∗

M3/2

r3/2
+ 3a2∗

M2

r2
− 2(2M − l0 − r)M1/2r1/2 + a∗M(l0 − 2M + 2r)

(l0 − 2M)r
a∗αe

−r/(M−l0/2) + · · ·

]1/2
. (3.24)

One can immediately find out that, in the HKBH the frequencies νr and νθ depend on the parameter α and
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FIG. 2. The trend of the orbital frequency (or Keplerian frequency) νϕ, periastron precession frequency νper and the nodal
precession frequency νnod concerning the hairy charge l0/M in the hairy Kerr black hole for the deformation parameter α = 0.6
(the top panel), α = 1.2 (the middle panel), α = 1.8 (the bottom panel). Here we set M = 1 and the orbit radius r = 6.0.

l0. The last term in the middle bracket of both Eq.
(3.23) and Eq. (3.24) comes from the correction of the
frequency by the scalar hairs contributed by the matter
around the black hole, while the previous terms behave
consistently with the Kerr solution with a vacuum sur-
rounding. When the effect of the deformation parameter
and hairy charge for the QPO frequencies is not present
(α = 0, l0/M = 2.0), Eqs. (3.17), (3.23), (3.24) naturally
degenerates to the result of the Kerr black hole [44]. The
exact expressions for these two frequencies can be found
in Appendix A.

From the three fundamental frequencies discussed
above, we can define the periastron precession frequency
νper and nodal precession frequencies νnod as

νp = νϕ − νr, νn = νϕ − νθ. (3.25)

The variation of the orbital, periastron precession, and
nodal precession frequency functions for the HKBH with

the parameter α and l0 is shown in FIG. 1 and FIG. 2,
respectively. For an astrophysical black hole in general
(which has a non-zero spin angular momentum and sur-
rounding fluids like Dark Matter), both the orbital fre-
quency νϕ and the periastron precession frequency νper
decrease with increasing α, but increase with increasing
l0. The nodal precession frequency is primarily influ-
enced by the spin angular momentum of the black hole,
while neither the deformation parameter nor the hair
charge has a significant impact on it. Additionally, the
spin of a black hole significantly impacts the values of
the other two QPO frequencies, namely the well-known
frame-dragging effect, aligning with our comprehension
of objects’ precession in black hole spacetime. Interest-
ingly, For these two distinctive quantities of the HKBH,
the value magnitude of one hardly affects the contribu-
tion of the other to the three QPO frequencies.
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FIG. 3. Constraints on the parameters of HKBH with GRO J1655-40 from current observations of QPOs within the relativistic
precession model.

IV. CONSTRAINTS ON THE PARAMETERS
OF HKBH FROM CURRENT OBSERVATIONS

OF QPOS WITHIN THE RELATIVISTIC
PRECESSION MODEL

In this section, we apply the relativistic precession
model, coupled with QPO frequencies from five black
hole X-ray binaries, to constrain the parameters of the
hairy Kerr space-time. We have chosen five QPO in-
cidents that have undergone thorough observation from
different X-ray binaries, and we present the studies in
Table I. Our aim is to limit the influence of deformation

parameters and charged hairs in HKBH. QPO frequen-
cies together with the relativistic precession model from
X-ray observations of GRO J1655-40, XTE J1550-564,
XTE J1859+226, GRS 1915-105, and H1743-322 have
been utilized to limit the HKBH parameters. Eventu-
ally, we introduce the best outcomes to examine a prac-
tical physical parameter region with the aid of MCMC
simulation methods.
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TABLE I. The mass, orbital frequencies, periastron precession frequencies, and nodal precession frequencies of QPOs from the
X-ray Binaries selected for analysis.

GRO J1655-40 XTE J1550-564 XTE J1859+226 GRS 1915+105 H1743-322

M (M⊙) 5.4±0.3 [42] 9.1± 0.61 [45, 56] 7.85±0.46 [43] 12.4+2.0
−1.8 [41] ≳ 9.29 [44]

νϕ(Hz) 441± 2 [42] 276± 3 [45] 227.5+2.1
−2.4 [43] 168 ± 3 [41] 240 ± 3 [44]

νper(Hz) 298± 4 [42] 184± 5 [45] 128.6+1.6
−1.8 [43] 113 ± 5 [41] 165+9

−5 [44]

νnod(Hz) 17.3± 0.1 [42] - 3.65± 0.01 [43] - 9.44± 0.02 [44]

TABLE II. The Gaussian prior of the HKBH from QPOs for the X-ray Binaries.

Parameters
GRO J1655-40 XTE J1550-564 XTE J1859+226 GRS 1915+105 H1743-322

µ σ µ σ µ σ µ σ µ σ

M (M⊙) 5.307 0.066 9.10 0.61 7.85 0.46 12.41 0.62 9.29 0.46

a∗ 0.286 0.003 0.34 0.007 0.149 0.005 0.29 0.015 0.27 0.013

r/M 5.677 0.035 5.47 0.12 6.85 0.18 6.10 0.30 5.55 0.27

α Uniform [0,5] Uniform [0,5] Uniform [0,5] Uniform [0,5] Uniform [0,5]

l0/M Uniform [0,2) Uniform [0,2) Uniform [0,2) Uniform [0,2) Uniform [0,2)

A. Analysis of Monte Carlo Markov chain

In this paper, we carry out the analysis of the MCMC
implemented by emcee [64] to obtain the constraints on
the HKBH spacetime. The posterior can be defined as

P(Θ|D,M) =
P (D|Θ,M)π(Θ|M)

P (D|M)
(4.1)

where π(Θ) is the prior and P (D|Θ,M) is the likeli-
hood. The priors are set to be Gaussian prior within

boundaries, i.e., π(θi) ∼ exp

[
1
2

(
θi−θ0,i

σi

)2]
, θlow,i <

θi < θhigh,i, for paramaters θi = [M,a∗, r/M,α, l0/M ]
and the σi are their corresponding sigmas. We take the
prior values of the parameters of the HKBH as presented
in Table I. For parameter α and l0, we choose to use
a uniform prior with a given boundary, i.e. π(α) = 1
for α ∈ [αlow, αhigh] = [0, 5], otherwise we set π(α) = 0.
According to the physical meaning of the deformation
parameter, setting α ∈ [0, 5] is a reasonable choice. Sim-
ilarly, in order to satisfy the requirements of asymptotic
flattening, we set the value interval of the hairy charge
to l0/M ∈ [0, 2].

Following the orbital, periastron precession and nodal
precession frequencies obtained in Sec.III, three different
parts of data are employed in our MCMC analysis. For
this reason, the likelihood function L consists of three
parts, i.e.

logL = logLobt + logLper + logLnod, (4.2)

where logLobt denotes the likelihood of the 3 astrometric
orbital frequencies data

logLobt = −1

2

∑
i

(νiϕ,obs − νiϕ,th)
2

(σi
ϕ,obs)

2
(4.3)

and logLper represents the likelihood of the data of the
periastron precession frequency.

logLnod = −1

2

∑
i

(νiper,obs − νiper,th)
2

(σi
per,obs)

2
, (4.4)

and logLnod is the likelihood of the nodal precession fre-
quency

logLnod = −1

2

∑
i

(νinod,obs − νinod,th)
2

(σi
nod,obs)

2
. (4.5)

Here, the observed orbital, periastron precession, and
nodal precession frequencies are denoted by νiϕ,obs,

νiper,obs, and νinod,obs, respectively. The periastron preces-
sion frequency is also denoted by νper. The correspond-
ing theoretical predictions are given by νiϕ,th, ν

i
per,th, and

νinod,th. The statistical uncertainty for each of these

quantities is denoted by σi
x,obsi

.

B. Results and Discussions

With the setup described in the above subsections,
we explore the above mentioned 5-dimensional param-
eter space through an analysis of MCMC. In FIG. 3 and
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FIG. 4. Constraints on the parameters of the HKBH with GRS 1915+105(blue contours), XTE J1550-564(green contours),
and XTE J1859+226(purple contours), H1743-322(orange contours) from current observations of QPOs within the relativistic
precession model.

4, we illustrate the full posterior distributions of the 5-
dimensional parameter space of our relativistic precession
model. On the contour plots of this figure, the shaded
regions show the 68%, 90%, and 95% confidence levels
(C.L.) of the posterior probability density distributions
of the entire set of parameters, respectively. The corre-
sponding best-fit values of these parameters are presented
in Table. III. The comparison of the frequencies of these

best-fit values and the astrometric data is also presented
in FIG. III. We do not find any significant signature of
the Hairy Kerr spacetime, so we give the limit for the
deformation parameter α and hairy charge l0.

The optimum values of α and l0 were derived from
GRO J1655-40 (FIG. 3), yielding an upper limit of
0.07697 for α and a lower bound of 0.27182 for l0 with
a 95% confidence level. Our analysis suggests that this
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TABLE III. The best-fit values of the HKBH parameters from QPOs for the X-ray Binaries.

Best-fit Values

Parameters GRO J1655-40 XTE J1550-564 XTE J1859+226 GRS 1915+105 H1743-322

M (M⊙) 5.84+0.04
−0.04 13.89+0.45

−0.45 10.20+0.25
−0.24 9.01+0.18

−0.18 11.05+0.22
−0.22

a∗ 0.29+0.002
−0.002 0.29+0.01

−0.01 0.34+0.01
−0.01 0.15+0.002

−0.002 0.28+0.003
−0.005

r/M 5.80+0.02
−0.02 6.15+0.13

−0.13 5.49+0.08
−0.08 6.86+0.07

−0.07 5.67+0.05
−0.06

α < 0.07697 < 0.18445 < 0.21100 < 0.24254 < 0.15589

l0/M > 0.27182 > 0.23079 > 0.23029 > 0.25807 > 0.23505

result is owing to the fact that the data received from
the observations of GRO J1655-40 are comprehensive (all
three frequencies acquired) with minor errors, which ful-
fills the requirements of the relativistic precession model’s
three fundamental frequencies. Comparable parameter
constraint outcomes resulted from comprehensive obser-
vations of XTE J1550+564 and H1743-322. The findings
presented in FIG. 3, 4, and Table. III demonstrate com-
plete compatibility with a central black hole explained
by the Kerr spacetime forecasted by GR. No significant
trace of the HKBH spacetime has been detected.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Generally speaking, the uniqueness theorem of black
holes assumes that black holes are “hairless”, that is,
black holes with the same mass, spin and charge are
completely identical. However, the presence of additional
matter sources surrounding a realistic astrophysical black
hole may result in it acquiring an extra global charge, re-
ferred to as a ”hair.” This acquisition can cause the space-
time to deviate from the Kerr metric and thus violates
the uniqueness theorem. This paper examines the im-
pact of HKBH on QPOs concerning the deformation pa-
rameter and hairy charge comprehensively. We obtained
three fundamental frequencies essential in the relativis-
tic precession model of HKBH: orbital frequency, radial
epicyclic frequency, and vertical epicyclic frequency. Ad-
ditionally, we discovered that the fundamental QPO fre-
quencies of X-ray binaries can be altered by deviation
parameter α and hairy charge l0 in HKBH, as well as
the precession shift of the accreting gas particles. We
investigate the effect of the deformation parameter and
hairy charge on QPO events in X-ray binaries including
GRO J1655-40, XTE J1550-564, XTE J1859+226, GRS
1915+105 and H1743-322. To this end, we conduct an
MCMC simulation using the observed data to analyse
the possible impact on the QPOs frequencies of orbital,
periastron precession, and nodal precession. The most fa-
vorable constraint results are observed from GRO J1655-

40, with additional valuable insights obtained from XTE
J1550+564 and H1743-322, both of which are also ade-
quately modelled. These findings indicate a lack of sig-
nificant evidence of HKBH spacetime and, consequently,
establish an upper limit of α ≲ 0.07697 and a lower limit
of 0.27182 on the hairy charge l0/M with 95% confidence.

In the future, we can utilise the multi-wavelength syn-
ergy of more advanced telescopes, including the pro-
posed Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST) [65],
Square Kilometre Array (SKA) [66], and Baryon Acous-
tic Oscillations from Integrated Neutral Gas Observa-
tions (BINGO) radio telescope [67]. These instruments
provide a valuable opportunity to study celestial ob-
jects and phenomena by using various wavelengths of
radiation. Through the use of advanced technology, re-
searchers can gain exclusive insights into the physical
nature of black holes, enhancing their comprehension of
QPO astrophysical processes and properties. The out-
comes of this study may lead to the guidance of X-ray
telescopes, such as Insight-HXMT (Hard X-ray Mod-
ulation Telescope) [68] and the next-generation X-ray
time-domain Telescope Einstein Probe [69], in discover-
ing more precisely targeted sources of observation and
taking more accurate measurements.
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Appendix A: The expressions of νϕ, νr and νθ

νϕ =
1

2π

{
a∗M

(
αr2e

2r
l0−2M + l0M − 2M2

)
− r2(l0 − 2M)

√
αr2e

2r
l0−2M +l0M−2M2

l0r−2Mr

2π
[
a2∗M

2
(
αr2e

2r
l0−2M + l0M − 2M2

)
− r3(l0 − 2M)

] }
, (A.1)

νr = νϕ

{[
a4∗

(
e

4r
l0−2M (2(M + r)− l0)α

2r4 − 2e
2r

l0−2M M(2M − l0)(−2l0 + 4M + r)αr2 − 3M2(l0 − 2M)3
)
M4

−2a3∗(2M − l0)r

(
4e

4r
l0−2M α2r4 + e

2r
l0−2M

(
l0(8M + r)− 2

(
8M2 + rM + r2

))
αr2

+M(l0 − 2M)2(4M + 3r)

)√
M

r
+

e
2r

l0−2M rα

l0 − 2M
M3 + a2∗r

(
e

6r
l0−2M (3l0 − 2(3M + r))α3r5

+e
4r

l0−2M

(
2r3 + (22M − 13l0)r

2 − 16(l0 − 2M)Mr + 4M(l0 − 2M)2
)
α2r3

+e
2r

l0−2M (l0 − 2M)

(
2r4 − (l0 − 4M)r3 + 4M(13M − 7l0)r

2 − 20(l0 − 2M)M2r +M2(l0 − 2M)2
)
αr

−3M(l0 − 2M)3
(
2M2 + 5rM + r2

))
M2 + 2a∗(l0 − 2M)r3

(
e

4r
l0−2M (−3l0 + 6M + 2r)α2r3

−e
2r

l0−2M

(
2r3 − (l0 + 2M)r2 − 14(l0 − 2M)Mr +M(l0 − 2M)2

)
αr + 3M(l0 − 2M)2(2M + r)

)√
M

r
+

e
2r

l0−2M rα

l0 − 2M

+r4
(
M(6M − r)(2M − l0)

3 + e
4r

l0−2M (l0 − 2M)r3(3l0 − 2(3M + r))α2

+e
2r

l0−2M (l0 − 2M)r

(
2r3 + (3l0 − 10M)r2 − 14(l0 − 2M)Mr +M(l0 − 2M)2

)
α

)]
/[

(l0 − 2M)
(
(l0 − 2M)r3

√
M

r
+

e
2r

l0−2M rα

l0 − 2M
− a∗Mr

(
e

2r
l0−2M αr2 +M(l0 − 2M)

))2]}1/2

, (A.2)

νθ = νϕ

{[
a2∗M

2
(
αre

2r
l0−2M (2M + r − l0) + 3M(l0 − 2M)

)
− 2a∗Mr(l0 − 2M)

(
2M − αre

2r
l0−2M

)√αre
2r

l0−2M

l0 − 2M
+

M

r

+αr4e
2r

l0−2M +Mr2(l0 − 2M)
]
/
(
αr4e

2r
l0−2M +Mr2(l0 − 2M)

)}1/2

. (A.3)
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J. A. Casares, A. T. Muñoz-Darias, M. A. P. Tor-
res and I. V. Yanes-Rizo, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.
517 (2022) no.1, 1469-1475 doi:10.1093/mnras/stac2142
[arXiv:2209.10376 [astro-ph.HE]].

[44] A. Ingram and S. Motta, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.
444 (2014) no.3, 2065-2070 doi:10.1093/mnras/stu1585
[arXiv:1408.0884 [astro-ph.HE]].

[45] R. A. Remillard, M. P. Muno, J. E. McClintock and
J. A. Orosz, Astrophys. J. 580, 1030-1042 (2002)
doi:10.1086/343791 [arXiv:astro-ph/0202305 [astro-ph]].

[46] A. Allahyari and L. Shao, JCAP 10, 003 (2021)
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/003 [arXiv:2102.02232
[gr-qc]].

[47] I. Banerjee, JCAP 08, no.08, 034 (2022)
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2022/08/034 [arXiv:2203.10890
[gr-qc]].



13

[48] C. Bambi, JCAP 09, 014 (2012) doi:10.1088/1475-
7516/2012/09/014 [arXiv:1205.6348 [gr-qc]].

[49] C. Bambi, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, no.4, 162 (2015)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3396-7 [arXiv:1312.2228
[gr-qc]].

[50] E. Deligianni, J. Kunz, P. Nedkova, S. Yazadjiev and
R. Zheleva, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.2, 024048 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.024048 [arXiv:2103.13504
[gr-qc]].

[51] E. Deligianni, B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz, P. Nedkova and
S. Yazadjiev, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.6, 064043 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.064043 [arXiv:2107.01421
[gr-qc]].

[52] A. Maselli, L. Gualtieri, P. Pani, L. Stella and V. Ferrari,
Astrophys. J. 801, no.2, 115 (2015) doi:10.1088/0004-
637X/801/2/115 [arXiv:1412.3473 [astro-ph.HE]].

[53] S. Chen, Z. Wang and J. Jing, JCAP 06, 043 (2021)
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/06/043 [arXiv:2103.11788
[gr-qc]].

[54] Z. Wang, S. Chen and J. Jing, Eur. Phys. J. C 82,
no.6, 528 (2022) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10475-x
[arXiv:2112.02895 [gr-qc]].

[55] X. Jiang, P. Wang, H. Yang and H. Wu, Eur. Phys.
J. C 81, no.11, 1043 (2021) [erratum: Eur. Phys. J. C
82, no.1, 5 (2022)] doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09816-z
[arXiv:2107.10758 [gr-qc]].

[56] J. A. Orosz, J. F. Steiner, J. E. McClintock,
M. A. P. Torres, R. A. Remillard, C. D. Bai-
lyn and J. M. Miller, Astrophys. J. 730 (2011),
75 doi:10.1088/0004-637X/730/2/75 [arXiv:1101.2499
[astro-ph.SR]].

[57] J. Ben Achour, J. Grain and K. Noui, Class. Quant. Grav.
32 (2015), 025011 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/32/2/025011
[arXiv:1407.3768 [gr-qc]].

[58] E. Frodden, M. Geiller, K. Noui and A. Perez, Black Hole
Entropy from complex Ashtekar variables, EPL 107,
10005 (2014).

[59] J. Ben Achour, A. Mouchet and K. Noui, Analytic Con-

tinuation of Black Hole Entropy in Loop Quantum Grav-
ity, JHEP 06, 145 (2015).

[60] M. Han, Black Hole Entropy in Loop Quantum Grav-
ity, Analytic Continuation, and Dual Holography,
arXiv:1402.2084 [gr-qc].

[61] S. Carlip, Class. Quant. Grav. 32, no.15, 155009 (2015)
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/32/15/155009 [arXiv:1410.5763
[gr-qc]].

[62] V. Taveras and N. Yunes, The Barbero-Immirzi Param-
eter as a Scalar Field: K-Inflation from Loop Quantum
Gravity?, Phys. Rev. D 78, 064070 (2008).

[63] K. A. Meissner, Black hole entropy in Loop Quantum
Gravity, Class. Quantum Grav. 21, 5245 (2004).

[64] D. Foreman-Mackey, D. W. Hogg, D. Lang, & J. Good-
man, emcee: The MCMC Hammer, PASP 125 306
(2013).

[65] Ž. Ivezić et al. [LSST], Astrophys. J. 873, no.2, 111
(2019) doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab042c [arXiv:0805.2366
[astro-ph]].

[66] Dewdney, P. E., Hall, P. J., Schilizzi, R. T.,
et al. 2009, IEEE Proceedings, 97, 1482.
doi:10.1109/JPROC.2009.2021005

[67] C. A. Wuensche, T. Villela, E. Abdalla, V. Lic-
cardo, F. Vieira, I. Browne, M. W. Peel, C. Radcliffe,
F. B. Abdalla and A. Marins, et al. Astron. Astro-
phys. 664, A15 (2022) doi:10.1051/0004-6361/202039962
[arXiv:2107.01634 [astro-ph.IM]].

[68] X. Lu, C. Liu, X. Li, Y. Zhang, Z. Li, A. Zhang,
S. N. Zhang, S. Zhang, G. Li and X. Li, et al.
JHEAp 26, 77-82 (2020) doi:10.1016/j.jheap.2020.02.006
[arXiv:1911.01594 [physics.ins-det]].

[69] Yuan, W., Zhang, C., Chen, Y., et al. 2018, Scientia
Sinica Physica, Mechanica & Astronomica, 48, 039502.
doi:10.1360/SSPMA2017-00297

[70] X. Li, M. Ge, L. Lin, S. N. Zhang, L. Song, X. Cao,
B. Zhang, F. Lu, Y. Xu and S. Xiong, et al. Astrophys.
J. 931, no.1, 56 (2022) doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ac6587
[arXiv:2204.03253 [astro-ph.HE]].


	Constraints on Hairy Kerr black hole with quasi-periodic oscillations
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The Brief introduce to the Hairy Kerr spacetime
	QPOs frequencies in the Hairy Kerr Black hole
	Constraints on the parameters of HKBH from current observations of QPOs within the relativistic precession model
	Analysis of Monte Carlo Markov chain
	Results and Discussions

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	The expressions of , r and 
	References


