arXiv:1706.07460v2 [gr-qc] 8 Aug 2017

An analytical approximation for the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black hole metric

K. D. Kokkotas,^{1, ∗} R. A. Konoplya,^{1, 2, †} and A. Zhidenko^{3, ‡} 1Theoretical Astrophysics, Eberhard-Karls University of Tübingen, Tübingen 72076, Germany 2Institute of Physics and Research Centre of Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Faculty of Philosophy and Science, Silesian University in Opava, Opava, Czech Republic 3Centro de Matemática, Computação e Cognição, Universidade Federal do ABC (UFABC), Rua Abolição, CEP: 09210-180, Santo André, SP, Brazil

We construct an analytical approximation for the numerical black hole metric of P. Kanti, et. al. [Phys. Rev. D 54, 5049 (1996)] in the four-dimensional Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet (EdGB) theory. The continued fraction expansion in terms of a compactified radial coordinate, used here, converges slowly when the dilaton coupling approaches its extremal values, but for a black hole far from the extremal state, the analytical formula has a maximal relative error of a fraction of one percent already within the third order of the continued fraction expansion. The suggested analytical representation of the numerical black hole metric is relatively compact and good approximation in the whole space outside the black hole event horizon. Therefore, it can serve in the same way as an exact solution when analyzing particles’ motion, perturbations, quasinormal modes, Hawking radiation, accreting disks and many other problems in the vicinity of a black hole. In addition, we construct the approximate analytical expression for the dilaton field.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd,04.70.Bw,04.25.Nx,04.30.-w,04.80.Cc

I. INTRODUCTION

Observations of black holes through the gravitational waves they emit or by electromagnetic spectra of the surrounding matter are intensively developing in the past few years [1, 2]. Nevertheless, the current observational data, although compatible with the einsteinian gravity, leaves a large window for alternative theories [3, 4]. The latter appear as attempts to solve a number of principal theoretical problem, such as construction of a consistent quantum gravity, the nature of singularities, the dark energy/dark matter problem, the hierarchy problem etc.

One of the most interesting and motivated alternative theories has the form of Einstein gravity with an added second order in curvature (Gauss-Bonnet) term, which is coupled to a scalar field, called dilaton. This theory, (thus, Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet) comes from the low-energy limit of string theory and, thereby, represents quantum corrections to Einstein gravity inspired by the string theory. The black hole solution for this theory is unknown in an analytical form, however, the numerical solution was found by P. Kanti and co-workers [5] for a static spherically symmetric case. Numerical solution for the rotating black hole has been recently obtained in [6], while perturbative solutions in terms of the rotation parameter were developed in [7, 8].

In addition to black holes, neutron star models in EdGB gravity have been also constructed both for the static and the slowly rotating case [9]. While their axial oscillations have been studied in [10]. Rapidly rotating

∗Electronic address: kostas.kokkotas@uni-tuebingen.de †Electronic address: roman.konoplya@uni-tuebingen.de ‡Electronic address: olexandr.zhydenko@ufabc.edu.br

neutron star models were also constructed in EdGB gravity [11, 12]. Their I-Love-Q relations were derived and it was found that the deviations from pure general relativity are relatively small.

Recently, a number of potentially observable properties of the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black holes have been considered. Reflection spectrum of accreting black holes was analyzed in [13] and its quasi-period oscillations in [14]. The shadows cast by the black hole were considered in [15, 16], while the gravitational quasinormal modes were calculated in [17–19]. At the same time, for a number of problems related to simulations of evolution of matter and radiation in the vicinity of a black hole, thermodynamics, Hawking radiation etc., the analytical expression for the metric, even if approximate, would be preferable.

An approach to finding such an analytical approximation is based on the generic parametrization for black hole-space times formulated in [20] for spherically symmetric and in [21] for axially symmetric black holes for arbitrary metric theories of gravity. For spherical symmetry this parametrization is based on the continuedfraction expansion of the metric coefficients in terms of a compactified radial coordinate [20], what provides the superior convergence of the expansion to an exact solution or accurate numerical data for the metric. The expansion is designed in such a way, that the coefficients in the continued fraction are fixed by behavior of a metric near the event horizon, while the pre-factors are introduced to match the asymptotic behavior at infinity. This way, the accurate analytical expression can be obtained for the whole space outside the event horizon, and not only near the black hole or far from it, as it usually happened in various approaches which deform/perturb the Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetimes by a set of multipoles. In this way the analytical approximation for the numerical non-Schwarzschild asymptotically flat black hole solution was obtained for the Einstein-Weyl theory [22]. There, the expansion of the fourth order provided the maximal relative error of about fraction of one percent.

In the present work we shall construct an analytical approximation for the numerical solution obtained by P. Kanti and co-workers [5] for the four-dimensional spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat black hole in the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet theory of gravity. We shall use the continued fraction parametrization and show that in order to meet the maximal error of a few tenths of percent for the non-extremal black hole, it is sufficient to take first three orders of the expansion. For near extremal values of the dilaton coupling, which is still compatible with asymptotically flat metric and existence of the horizon, the continued fraction converges slowly, so that more than three orders must be taken to find a good approximation. The obtained metric has relatively compact form and can be effectively used for further simulations of accreting matter in its vicinity, analysis of Hawking radiation, quasinormal modes, etc.

The paper is organized as follows. Sec. II gives the essentials of the Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet theory and the numerical solution obtained in [5]. Sec. III relates the continued fraction parametrization for this numerical solution and derivation of the analytical formula for the metric coefficients. Sec. IV discusses the accuracy of the obtained analytical metric through the direct comparison of metric coefficients obtained numerically and analytically and by consideration of characteristics of the orbital photon motion.

II. BLACK HOLES IN THE EINSTEIN-DILATON-GAUSS-BONNET THEORY

The Lagrangian for dilaton gravity with a Gauss Bonnet term reads L = 1 2 R − 1 4 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ (1) + α^′ 8g^2 e^ϕ ( R_{μνρσ} R^{μνρσ} − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R^2 ) , where α^′ is the Regge slope and g is the gauge coupling constant.

Following [5], a shifting of the dilaton field function ϕ → ϕ − ln(α^′/g^2) will lead to α^′/g^2 = 1. Furthermore, a spherically symmetric spacetime may be chosen

ds^2 = −e^{Γ(r)}dt^2 + e^{Λ(r)}dr^2 + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2θdφ^2). (2)

In this metric the functions ϕ(r), Γ(r) and Λ(r) defined as follows: ϕ^{′′}(r) = − d_1(r, Λ, Γ^′, ϕ, ϕ^′) d(r, Λ, Γ^′, ϕ, ϕ^′) , (3)

Γ^{′′}(r) = − d_2(r, Λ, Γ^′, ϕ, ϕ^′) d(r, Λ, Γ^′, ϕ, ϕ^′) , (4)

e^{Λ(r)} = 1 2 (√ Q^2 − 6ϕ^′e^ϕΓ^′ − Q ) , (5) where Q(r) ≡ ϕ^{′2}r^2 4 − 1 − ( r + ϕ^′e^ϕ 2 ) Γ^′ ,

while for the analytic description of the quite cumbersome expressions d, d_1, and d_2 the interested reader my check the Appendix of [5]. It is noticeable that equation (4) is of first order for Γ^′(r) diverging at the event horizon r_0 as

Γ^′(r) = 1 r − r_0 (1 + O(r − r_0)) .

Therefore, a new function Ψ(r) can be defined as

Ψ(r) ≡ Γ^′(r)(r − r_0),

while the equations (3), (4) and (5) can be solved numerically. Actually, the initial conditions will be specified by requiring regularity of the functions Ψ(r) and ϕ(r) at the event horizon

ϕ(r_0) = ϕ_0,

ϕ^′(r_0) = r_0e^{−ϕ0} (√ 1 − 6 e^{2ϕ0} r^4_0 − 1 ) , (6)

Ψ(r_0) = 1 ,

where r_0 and ϕ_0 are arbitrary parameters. The above equations suggest that the value of the dilaton on the event horizon ϕ_0 must be always smaller than a particular value, in order to provide existence of the event horizon of a given radius: e^{ϕ0} < r^2_0 √ 6 . (7)

For each numerical solution (for a fixed set of all the parameters) the auxiliary function S(r) = r∫ 0 ( Ψ(r) − 1 r − r_0 + 1 r ) dr , is also calculated numerically. Actually, for large r the function S gets the asymptotic form

S(r) = S_∞ + r_0 − 2M r + O ( 1 r^2 ) . (8)

This allows one to read off the asymptotic mass M. Then, the metric functions Λ(r) can be derived from equation (5) while Γ(r) will be extracted from the following relation

e^{Γ(r)} = ( 1 − r_0 r ) e^{S(r)−S∞} . (9) In a similar manner one can read off the asymptotic dilaton parameters

ϕ(r) = ϕ_∞ + D r + O ( 1 r^2 ) , (10)

FIG. 1: Fit (solid line) of the numerically found ϵ (left panel) and ζ (right panel) as functions of the parameter p. Notice that ζ(p) has a maximum at p ≈ 0.97.

where ϕ_∞ is the asymptotic value of the dilaton and D its charge. In order to restore the asymptotically vanishing dilaton, one should perform the inverse shifting through consideration of the function ϕ(r) − ϕ_∞. Then, one gets α^′ g^2 = e^{ϕ∞} . This asymptotic parameter allows one to calculate also ζ defined in [7] ζ ≡ α^{′2} 16g^4M^4 = e^{2ϕ∞} (2M)^4

. (11)

In order to simplify the analysis, we fix r_0 = 1 and measure the radial coordinate in the units of the event horizon radius, so that the family of the EdGB black hole solutions can be parametrized via the following dimensionless parameter

p ≡ 6e^{2ϕ0} = 6α^{′2} g^4r^4_0 e^{2(ϕ0−ϕ∞)} , 0 ≤ p < 1 , (12)

so that p = 0 corresponds to the Schwarzschild black hole. Owing to the above dilaton shifting, the shifted dilaton function goes to minus infinity when p → 0. This choice does not cause any problems for our purposes, because e^{ϕ(r)} remains finite.

It is more convenient to parametrize the family of the EdGB black holes using p instead of ζ, which is not a monotonous function of p (see the right plot of Fig. 1). The latter leads to a branching of the solutions for large ζ, i.e. to the existence of two black holes of different size, corresponding to the same parameters M and ζ [23]. It has been recently shown in [19] that the additional branch, which in our notations corresponds to the values of p ≳ 0.97, is linearly unstable.

Using equations (3), (4), and (5), one can expand e^{ϕ(r)} and e^{Λ(r)} near the horizon and calculate all the series coefficients in terms of the parameter p defined in equation

(12). From (9) we find the expansion for e^{Γ(r)}, which also depends on M and S_∞, calculated numerically for each value of p.

III. ANALYTICAL APPROXIMATION

Here it is advantageous to use the dimensionless compact coordinate x x ≡ 1 − r_0 r (13)

so that x = 0 corresponds to the event horizon and x = 1 to infinity. Following the parametrization procedure given in [20], we define the new functions A(x) and B(x) through the following relations:

e^Γ ≡ xA(x) , (14)

e^{Γ+Λ2} ≡ B(x) . (15)

We represent the above two functions as follows:

A(x) = 1 − ϵ(1 − x) + (a_0 − ϵ)(1 − x)^2 + Ã(x)(1 − x)^3,

B(x) = 1 + b_0(1 − x) + B̃(x)(1 − x)^2, (16)

where Ã(x) and B̃(x) are given in terms of the continued fractions, in order to describe the metric near the event horizon x = 0:

Ã(x) = a^1 1 + a_2x 1 + a_3x 1 + a_4x 1 + . . .

,

B̃(x) = b^1 1 + b_2x 1 + b_3x 1 + b_4x 1 + . . .

. (17)

FIG. 2: Left panel: difference between the numerical value of the function Γ and its analytical approximation ΓP for p = 0.8. The maximum deviation lies near the circular photon orbit. The relative error for the metric coefficient is (e^{Γ(r)} −e^{Γp(r)})/e^{Γ(r)} ≈ Γ(r) − Γp(r). Right panel: the difference between the numerical value of the value of the photon-orbit frequency Ω and the frequency calculated using the analytical approximation for the metric functions Ωp divided by the difference between the frequency and its Schwarzschild value ΩS =^2_3^√_{3r0} . For 0 < p < 0.97 the error is smaller by more then one order than the effect.

The coefficients a_0, b_0 and ϵ are introduced to match the post-Newtonian asymptotic at infinity. Thus,

a_0 =

(β − γ)(1 + ϵ)^2 2 , (18)

b_0 =

(γ − 1)(1 + ϵ)^2 2 , (19)

where β and γ are the corresponding PPN (Parameterized post-Newtonian) parameters [24]. The asymptotical behavior of the metric functions analysed in [5] implies that β = γ = 1, i.e. the post-Newtonian parameters for the static black hole solution coincide with those in General Relativity, leading to a_0 = b_0 = 0. This is compatible with the current observational constrains. The asymptotic coefficient ϵ defines the relation between the position of the event horizon and asymptotic mass: ϵ = − ( 1 − 2M r_0 ) . (20)

Here we certainly use the numerically found value of the mass M in calculations. Notice, that ϵ can be approximately expressed in terms of the dimensionless parameter p defined in (12). The accuracy is excellent as it can be seen in Fig. 1 (left panel) while to leading order one can get ϵ ≈ p 11 − p^2 131 . (21)

Once the radius of the event horizon is fixed, all quantities can be express as functions of the independent dimensionless parameter p. Thus, the parameter ζ defined in equation (11) can be also approximately expressed as a function of p (see right panel of Fig. 1) ζ ≈ p 1 + 4p ( 3 22 + 2p 29 − p^2 18 ) , (22)

This approximate relation can be used to compare the black holes solutions with those in [7] which are expressed in terms of ζ. For instance, we easily prove that ϵ ≈ p 11 + O(p^2) = 2 3 ζ + O(ζ^2), (23)

which is close to the accurate result [21] ϵ = 49 80 ζ + O(ζ^2).

Expanding (14) and (15) near the event horizon (x = 0) we calculate numerically the coefficients a_1, a_2, a_3, . . ., b_1, b_2, b_3, . . . for each value of p. Then, assembling data for each p one can find an approximation for the coefficients a_i and b_i as functions of p by fitting this numerical data. The optimal fitting will certainly depend on the order of our approximation, that is, on the order at which one truncates the continued fraction. At the third order of expansion, we find that the coefficients a_1 and b_1 are best fit by the rational functions as follows

a_1 = 5p (1 − p)(5 − 3p) ( p^2 40 + p 19 − 1 13 ) , (24)

b_1 = − 13p (1 − p)(13 − 9p) ( p^2 8 − 5p 13 + 7 27 ) . (25)

The coefficient a_2 crosses zero at p ≈ 3/11. We fit therefore a_2 as follows

a_2 =

3 − 11p (1 − p)(2 − p) ( 15p 19 − 11 13 ) . (26)

Unfortunately, in the parametric region where the absolute value of a_2 is small, the other coefficients are determined with significantly lower accuracy. That is why we find approximately

b_2 = − 1 (1 − p)(5 − 4p) ( 19p^2 12 + 248p 19 − 151 10 ) ,(27)

a_3 = 1 1 − p ( 22 9 − 5p 7 ) , (28) and truncate the higher coefficients, b_3 = 0, a_4 = 0. This approximates the metric functions for p ≲ 0.97 within a few tenths of percent (see Fig. 2). Unfortunately, the absolute values of the coefficients grow as p → 1 and for near-extreme values of p the continued fractions (17) converge slower.

A. Analytical expressions for the metric functions

The metric functions, obtained via the third order expansion described earlier, get the following form

e^{Γ(r)} ≈ ( 1 − r_0 r ) N_1 D_1 and e^{(Γ(r)+Λ(r))/2} ≈

N_2 D_2

, (29)

where

N_1 = 30888rr_0(r + r_0)(927r − 1060r_0)p^6 − 3r_0(145693952r^3 − 24067680r^2r_0 − 156948260rr^2_0 − 5338905r^3_0)p^5 + (3750946056r^4 − 3062334104r^3r_0 − 325162656r^2r^2_0 − 1478746401rr^3_0 − 53126788r^4_0)p^4 − 2(6293682780r^4 − 7334803204r^3r_0 − 306613944r^2r^2_0 − 934415049rr^3_0 + 61245382r^4_0)p^3 + 8(1350407212r^4 − 2160940683r^3r_0 − 64904931r^2r^2_0 − 139116640rr^3_0 + 62251200r^4_0))p^2 + 1048(1846581r^4 + 3798205r^3r_0 + 155610r^2r^2_0 + 270655rr^3_0 − 321860r^4_0)p − 7666120r^3(509r − 275r_0) , D_1 = 11528(1 − p)(5 − 3p)r^3 [ 117(927r − 1060r_0)p^2 − (74741r − 121424r_0)p − 67697r + 36575r_0 ] , N_2 = 133380r^2_0p^4 − 7695(58r^2 + 38rr_0 + 75r^2_0)p^3 + 10(471735r^2 − 198819rr_0 + 78964r^2_0)p^2 − 4(2398707r^2 − 1567647rr_0 + 86450r^2_0)p + 26676r(201r − 151r_0) , D_2 = 18(13 − 9p)r [ 95(29r + 19r_0)p^2 − 60(419r − 248r_0)p + 6(3819r − 2869r_0) ] .

B. Analytical expression for the dilaton field

In order to find an analytical approximation for the dilaton field we employ a similar approach, i.e. we define a new function e^{ϕ−ϕ∞} = F (x), (30) which has the following form

F (x) = 1 + f_0(1 − x) + F̃ (x)(1 − x)^2, (31)

where f_0 = D/r_0 is the asymptotic coefficient and

F̃ (x) = f^1 1 + f_2x 1 + f_3x 1 + . . .

. (32)

Expanding (30) near the event horizon (x = 0) we calculate numerically the coefficients f_1, f_2, f_3, . . . The following fits can be found for the coefficients

f_0 = p 1 + 35p ( 48 11 + 222p 19 − 5p^2 ) , (33)

f_1 = p 1 + 25p ( 57 17 + 89p 6 ) , (34)

f_2 = 1 1 − p ( 8 15 + 13p 8 − 19p^2 9 ) , (35)

while the higher coefficients f_3 = 0 were truncated.

The previous analysis leads to the following analytical approximation for the dilaton

e^{ϕ(r)−ϕ∞} ≈ N_3 D_3

, (36)

where

N_3 = −337535000(r − r_0)r_0p^6 + 88825(9853r − 11653r_0)r_0p^5 + 85(27797000r^2 − 23776241rr_0 + 9993021r^2_0)p^4 − 15(35832005r^2 − 67254703rr_0 + 3991594r^2_0)p^3 − 68(25902415r^2 − 7037569rr_0 + 1078359r^2_0)p^2 − 171(692835r^2 − 201467rr_0 + 7672r^2_0)p + 85272(23r + 8r_0)r , D_3 = 3553(25p + 1)(35p + 1)r [ 760(r − r_0)p^2 − 45(5r − 13r_0)p − 8(69r − 24r_0) ] .

In the supplementary material we share with readers the Mathematica ® notebook in which the obtained analytical formulas for the metric coefficients and the dilaton field are written down.

IV. ACCURACY OF THE APPROXIMATION:

CIRCULAR PHOTON ORBITS

Now we would like to understand how good the found analytical metric (29) approximates the accurate numerical solution of [5]. The immediate comparison of the metric coefficients for numerical and analytical approaches show (see the left plot on Fig. 2) that the deviation from the numerical data is never higher than a few tenths of one percent. It is interesting that the maximal error occurs in the region where the innermost stable circular orbit, photon orbits, peak of the effective potential for quasinormal modes occur. In other words, the error is maximal in the most important region where all scattering processes occur. Therefore, we will pay special attention to this region and suggest another test of accuracy through comparison of orbit frequencies of photons calculated in the background of numerically derived metric and its analytical approximation (29) derived in this work.

Thus, we shall study the circular photon orbits in the backgrounds of the numerical version of the metric and in its analytical approximation derived here. Owing to spherical symmetry, we can assume that the particle moves in the equatorial plane and take θ = π/2. We shall associate r_c with the radial coordinate of the particle in its geodesic motion along a circular orbit. We shall further estimate the maximal difference between the accurate and the approximate metrics. The coordinate r_c satisfies the following equations

ds^2 = −e^{Γ(rc)}dt^2 + r^2_c dφ^2 = 0,

d^2r_c = ( − 1 2 Γ^′(r_c)e^{Γ(rc)}dt^2 + r_cdφ^2 ) e^{−Λ(rc)} = 0,

where the first equation is fulfilled for null geodesics, while the second one is for circular orbits. The combination of the two equations leads to the following equation for r_c

r_cΓ^′(r_c) = 2, (37)

which can be solved numerically.

The corresponding orbital frequency Ω, which is an observable quantity, is given by Ω = dφ dt | | | |_{r=rc} = 1 r_c e^{Γ(rc)/2}. (38)

Let us point out that the limiting value of the dilaton parameter (7) allows only a relatively small deviation of the numerical solution [5] from the Schwarzschild metric. Thus, it is important to ensure that the difference between the analytical approximation and the precise numerical data are much smaller than the difference between the Schwarzschild solution and the Einsteindilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black hole metric of [5]. In other words, it is essential that the effect of deviation from the Schwarzschild geometry owing to extra couplings are not “absorbed” by the error of our approximation owing to the truncation of the continued fraction. Therefore, we calculate the frequency for the analytically approximated metric and compare it with its precise value and the photon orbit frequency for the Schwarzschild black hole (see the right panel of Fig. 2)

Ω_S = 2 3 √ 3r_0 . From the plots on Fig. 2 one can see that the error due to the third order approximation leads to a deviation of at least one order of magnitude smaller than the deviation of the EdGB spacetime from the einsteinian geometry, when the black hole is far from its extremal state. From Fig. 3 it can be seen that the maximal error for the function Λ(r) and the dilaton field ϕ(r) is of the same order as in Fig. 2. Therefore, the found analytical metric (29) can be effectively used for testing quantum corrections to the Einstein gravity.

V. FINAL REMARKS

In this article we present a method of construction an analytical approximation to the metric of the asymptotically flat and spherically symmetric four-dimensional Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet black hole [5]. An analytic approximate expression for the dilaton field has been also derived. Application of the continued fraction parametrization allowed us to find a relatively compact form of the metric (29), which, at the same time, provides

FIG. 3: Difference between the numerical values of the functions Λ (left panel) and ϕ (right panel) and their analytical approximations for p = 0.5. The maximum lies near the circular photon orbit.

good accuracy of a fraction of one percent. Therefore, the found analytical approximate metric can serve in the same way as an exact solution for analysis of various phenomena in the vicinity of a black hole, such as, particle motion, gravitational lensing, Hawking radiation, perturbations and quasinormal modes of black holes, scattering of fields, accretion of matter and others. In all the above phenomena it is essential to have a good approximation not only near the event horizon or/and infinity, but also in the intermediate region, on which all the scattering and accreting processes strongly depend. Here we met this requirement by providing a good analytical approximation in the whole space outside the event horizon.

An interesting test of our approximate analytical metric could be calculation of gravitational quasinormal modes and comparison of them with those found recently for the numerical metric [19]. Although the quasinormal modes of a four-dimensional dilatonic black holes without Gauss-Bonnet term are well studied by now (see, for example, [25–28]), the presence of the Gauss-Bonnet term evidently leads to new phenomena and instability for some values of the parameters [19, 29–31]. The analytical approximation can also be obtained for more general cases. For example, when the scalar field has an additional coupling [23], which equals to unity in the case of the heterotic string theory we were limited here. Finally, our next aim in this direction is to find an analytical approximation for the numerical rotating EdGB black hole solution [6].

Acknowledgments

R. K. was supported by “Project for fostering collaboration in science, research and education” funded by the Moravian-Silesian Region, Czech Republic and by the Research Centre for Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Faculty of Philosophy and Science of Sileasian University at Opava. A. Z. thanks Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq) for support and Theoretical Astrophysics of Eberhard Karls University of Tübingen for hospitality.

[1] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations], Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no. 6, 061102 (2016) [arXiv:1602.03837 [gr-qc]]; Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no. 22, 221101 (2016) [arXiv:1602.03841 [gr-qc]]; Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no. 24, 241103 (2016) [arXiv:1606.04855 [grqc]].

[2] C. Goddi et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 26, no. 02, 1730001

(2016) [arXiv:1606.08879 [astro-ph.HE]].

[3] R. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Lett. B 756, 350

(2016) [arXiv:1602.04738 [gr-qc]]; JCAP 1612, no. 12, 043 (2016) [arXiv:1606.00517 [gr-qc]].

[4] N. Yunes, K. Yagi and F. Pretorius, Phys. Rev. D 94,

no. 8, 084002 (2016) [arXiv:1603.08955 [gr-qc]]. [5] P. Kanti, N. E. Mavromatos, J. Rizos, K. Tamvakis

and E. Winstanley, Phys. Rev. D 54, 5049 (1996)

[hep-th/9511071].

[6] B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz, S. Mojica and E. Radu, Phys. Rev.

D 93, no. 4, 044047 (2016) [arXiv:1511.05513 [gr-qc]]. [7] D. Ayzenberg and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D 90, 044066 (2014) Erratum: [Phys. Rev. D 91, no. 6, 069905 (2015)] [arXiv:1405.2133 [gr-qc]].

[8] A. Maselli, P. Pani, L. Gualtieri and V. Ferrari, Phys.

Rev. D 92, no. 8, 083014 (2015) [arXiv:1507.00680 [grqc]].

[9] E. Pani, E. Berti, V. Cardoso and J. Read Phys. Rev. D 84, 104035 (2011) [arXiv:1109.0928 [gr-qc]].

[10] J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo, L. M. Gonzlez-Romero, J. Kunz, S. Mojica and F. Navarro-Lrida, Phys. Rev. D 93 024052 (2016) [arXiv:1511.03960 [gr-qc]].

[11] B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz and S. Mojica, Phys. Rev. D 90

061501 (2014) [arXiv:1407.6884 [gr-qc]].

[12] B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz, S. Mojica and M. Zagermann, Phys. Rev. D 93 064077 (2016) [arXiv:1601.05583 [grqc]].

[13] H. Zhang, M. Zhou, C. Bambi, B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz and E. Radu, Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 10, 104043 (2017) [arXiv:1704.04426 [gr-qc]].

[14] A. Maselli, L. Gualtieri, P. Pani, L. Stella and V. Ferrari, Astrophys. J. 801, no. 2, 115 (2015) [arXiv:1412.3473 [astro-ph.HE]].

[15] Z. Younsi, A. Zhidenko, L. Rezzolla, R. Konoplya and Y. Mizuno, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 8, 084025 (2016) [arXiv:1607.05767 [gr-qc]].

[16] P. V. P. Cunha, C. A. R. Herdeiro, B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz and E. Radu, Phys. Lett. B 768, 373 (2017) [arXiv:1701.00079 [gr-qc]].

[17] J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo, C. F. B. Macedo, V. Cardoso, V. Ferrari, L. Gualtieri, F. S. Khoo, J. Kunz and P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 10, 104024 (2016) [arXiv:1609.01286 [gr-qc]].

[18] P. Pani and V. Cardoso, Phys. Rev. D 79, 084031 (2009) [arXiv:0902.1569 [gr-qc]] [19] J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo, F. S. Khoo and J. Kunz, arXiv:1706.03262 [gr-qc].

[20] L. Rezzolla and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Rev. D 90, no. 8, 084009 (2014) [arXiv:1407.3086 [gr-qc]].

[21] R. Konoplya, L. Rezzolla and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Rev.

D 93, no. 6, 064015 (2016) [arXiv:1602.02378 [gr-qc]]. [22] K. Kokkotas, R. A. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, arXiv:1705.09875 [gr-qc].

[23] T. Torii, H. Yajima and K. i. Maeda, Phys. Rev. D 55, 739 (1997) [gr-qc/9606034].

[24] C. M. Will, Living Rev. Rel. 9, 3 (2006) [gr-qc/0510072]. [25] R. A. Konoplya, Gen. Rel. Grav. 34, 329 (2002) [gr-qc/0109096]; Phys. Rev. D 66, 084007 (2002) [gr-qc/0207028].

[26] S. Fernando, Gen. Rel. Grav. 48, no. 3, 24 (2016) [arXiv:1601.06407 [gr-qc]].

[27] K. D. Kokkotas, R. A. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, Phys.

Rev. D 92, no. 6, 064022 (2015) [arXiv:1507.05649 [grqc]].

[28] V. Ferrari, M. Pauri and F. Piazza, Phys. Rev. D 63, 064009 (2001) [gr-qc/0005125].

[29] R. A. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, JCAP 1705, no. 05, 050 (2017) [arXiv:1705.01656 [hep-th]].

[30] W. K. Ahn, B. Gwak, B. H. Lee and W. Lee, Eur. Phys.

J. C 75, no. 8, 372 (2015) [arXiv:1412.4189 [gr-qc]]. [31] M. K. Zangeneh, M. H. Dehghani and A. Sheykhi, Phys.

Rev. D 92, no. 6, 064023 (2015) [arXiv:1506.07068 [hepth]].