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Beginning with a brief review of the regular space-time with asymptotically Minkowski core, we can
consider two copies of the space-time connected through a short-throat wormhole whose radius of mouth is
equal to or larger than an extremal regular black hole with asymptotically Minkowski core’s event horizon
radius. If the wormhole is traversable and smooth, fluxes in these two space-times will interact with and
flow into each other. On the cosmological scale, gravity is a candidate for the flux. As the gravitational field
changes in one space-time, the behaviors of stars around the wormhole will be affected by the other space-
time since we assume that there exists enough exotic matter to keep the wormhole open. The changes in a
gravitational field can be quantized through the gauge invariant perturbations. The variances in orbits of
stars can be reflected by changes in the kinematic shifts of photon frequencies. Then, we use this to
distinguish between the black hole and wormhole generated by the same space-time line element, since a
black hole cannot connect two space-times and is unaffected by another space-time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As one of the fundamental theories of modern physics,
general relativity predicts many celestial bodies such as
black holes, white holes, wormholes, and so on. Also, it
explains many astronomical phenomena such as Mercury’s
perihelion precession, gravitational redshift, gravitational
drag effect, gravitational wave, and so forth. The combina-
tion of general relativity and quantum theory, promoting the
explorations of connotations of the Universe. The observa-
tional astronomy and gravitational wave astronomy projects
[1-7] have developed rapidly in recent years, allowing us to
find new celestial bodies, such as black holes and worm-
holes. As one of the celestial bodies predicted by general
relativity, wormholes are hypothetical objects that have the
feature of connecting two distinct universes or two distinct
points of the same universe and were first proposed by
Flamm [8]. Then we can classify wormholes into non-
traversable ones, such as the Euclidean wormholes [9-12].
And the traversable ones, such as Einstein-Rosen bridge
[13], Wheeler’s form [14], the form proposed in the pioneer-
ing work of Morris and Thorne [15,16] (and Lemos et al.
studied the same form with a cosmological constant [17]),
the thin shell model first proposed by Visser ef al. [18-21],
and there has been some extended work on the thin shell
model: thin shell wormhole with cosmological constant
[22], plane symmetric thin shell wormhole [23], thin shell
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wormbhole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity [24], and thin
shell wormhole in Brans-Dicke gravity [25]. Other types
shell wormholes are also interesting, such as cylindrical
wormholes [26], solitonic shell wormhole [27], and so on. If
wormholes were real, then the space-time topology of the
Universe would not be trivial or simply connected [28]. So
far, we still do not have a definitive astronomical proof that
wormholes exist. However, research in wormholes and its
related fields also have an important theoretical value that
may change our opinion of the standard inflationary cos-
mological model. Here are some valuable works to compare
wormbholes to other celestial bodies: wormholes are distin-
guished from black holes by Einstein rings generated by
gravitational lensing [29], Ellis wormholes are distinguished
from other usual massive objects [30-39] by light path
deflection in gravitational lensing under weak field approxi-
mation, black holes are distinguished from wormholes by
assuming that the active galactic nuclei are wormhole
mouths rather than supermassive black holes by hypoth-
esizing that wormholes emit gamma rays that produce
different spectrum [40] and utilizing the ringdown signature
of gravitational waves to probe the event horizon [41].
The wonderful Universe leaves us with huge amounts of
data to achieve the goals we want. As far as the current sky
surveys’ data, we have not found the existence of worm-
holes. This fact may give us two interesting perspectives.
First is that the scales of our sky surveys may be not large
enough. Because if our Universe really has a nontrivial
topological structure like a wormhole, and its scale is much
smaller than our sky survey scale, then light from a long
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distance will encircle the Universe many times before
reaching us, and we will see the same group of galaxies
in the repeated configuration. But in fact, astronomers tell
us that we do not see such repetitions, that is to say, this
nontrivial topology’s scale is larger than any current sky
survey’s scale. Second, it is not so easy for us to separate
the observation data of black holes and wormholes, which
may be mixed together. The second perspective is the
motivation for our research, which aims to provide a
method that can be used to distinguish between wormholes
and black holes. We will use the kinematic shifts of photon
frequencies emitted by stars [42—47] to distinguish worm-
holes from black holes.

In this paper, we use a simple model of wormhole space-
time: two copies of the regular space-time with asymp-
totically Minkowski core [48] smoothly connected through
a short-throat wormhole [49-53] whose radius of mouth is
equal to or larger than the event horizon radius R of an
extremal regular black hole with asymptotically Minkowski
core. We also assume that there is enough exotic matter
near the throat of the wormhole to make it open and stable.
At the meantime, we also use the black hole model under
the same space-time line element [54]. If we do not
consider the influence of another space-time connected
by the wormhole, then the motion of stars in these two
models are uniform, and frequency shifts of the photons
emitted by them are also identical. Then, the redshift/
blueshift data of photons will not be able to distinguish
between wormholes and black holes. But as long as we take
into account the other space-time that the wormhole is
connected to, the gravitational perturbation [55-63] from
the motion of a massive celestial body in it is transmitted to
our space-time through the wormhole and affects the
motions of stars and the frequency of photons. Whether
the change in photon frequency shifts with perturbation and
without perturbation is the key to distinguishing wormholes
from black holes. We use “reception space-time” and “test
space-time” to label the two copies of space-time.
Reception-space-time refers to the space-time where our
observer and detector are located in. The main mission of
the detector is to detect the frequency shifts of photons
emitted by stars orbiting the wormhole. Test space-time
refers to the space-time where the sources of the massive
objects that produce the gravitational perturbations are
located in. We let a massive star make a stable orbital
motion relative to the wormhole in this space-time, thereby
generating continuous and stable gravitational perturbation.

The rest of this paper is as follows: in Sec. II, we give the
space-time line element, build the wormhole model, and
calculate the frequency shifts of photons arriving at the
detector as the star moves around the wormhole in the
reception space-time. In the Sec. III, we use the gauge
transformation to analyze the gravitational effect of a
massive star moving in a circular orbit relative to the
wormbhole in the test space-time and how the gravitational

effect is transmitted through the wormhole to the reception
space-time. In the Sec. IV, we choose the perihelion as the
starting point of receiving gravitational perturbation
from the test space-time and then calculate the variation
of trajectories of the star and the frequency shifts of photons
reaching the detector in the reception space-time. In the
Sec. V, we make a brief discussion and remark. In the
Appendices, we provide details of our numerical
implementation.

II. A BRIEF REVIEW OF THE SPACE-TIME AND
CONSTRUCT A WORMHOLE

Before constructing our wormhole model, we make a
brief review of the space-time of a regular black hole with
asymptotically Minkowski core. The line element of the
space-time is given by [48,54]

2 —a/r 2 —a/r\ —1
d52:—<1— me >dt2+ (1— me ) dr
r r

+ 72(d6? + sin20dg?), (1)

where the mass m(r) = me~%/" is called the Misner-Sharp
quasilocal mass. The parameter a should be larger than
zero, when |r| — 0, the mass is being exponentially sup-
pressed, which possesses the asymptotically Minkowski
core. Otherwise, if a <0, then we have an altogether
different scenario where asymptotic behavior for small r
indicates massive exponential increase. And as parameter
a = 0, the mass becomes Schwarzschild black hole mass.
In our paper, we focus on the parameter a > 0. Mostly, the
metric is C* smooth but not C” analytic at coordinate
location r = 0, and this property is very important for us to
construct our wormhole model later. The black hole’s
horizon is located at
— eV =4

ry = 2me W= (2)
where W(x) is the real-valued Lambert W function. The
existence and number of the black hole’s horizon is strictly
limited by the parameter a. For 0 < a < 2m/e, one has
inner horizon ry_ and outer horizon ry

ree = 2meVol=3), ry- =2meV-1(=5 (3)
and ry+ > a > ry-. For a = 2m/e, one can find the two
horizons merge at ry: = a and this case is what we
consider in this paper. And, for a > 2m/e, the horizon
locations are undefined and we shall deal with a horizonless
compact object.

Now, we construct our model of wormhole space-
time. The two copies of the regular space-time with
asymptotically Minkowski core are smoothly connected
through a short throat of radius R = ry with the parameter
a = 2m/ e, which is also the radius of the wormhole mouth,
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as we want to distinguish between black hole and worm-
hole in the same metric. Moreover, we are aware of that the
traversable wormholes need “exotic matter” to keep it open,
which is the violations of the averaged null energy
condition [15,16,19-21,64]. Using the Einstein field equa-
tions, the bulk space-time has the following stress-energy
tensor before perturbation [48]

mae=/"

p==pPr= Azt

ma(a — 2r)e~/"

5 : (4)

o 8xr
From [21] we know that p, is guaranteed to be associated
with averaged null energy condition violations, whereas
inequalities associated with p, generically represent normal
matter. In this case, we can choose the wormhole’s field
only deviates from the space-time in the region from the
throat R out to radius R’ as the exotic matter should be
restricted to a finite space-time region for the physically
realistic [21]. Hence, the integral is

fp,dv =—2m (e~ /R — ¢=a/R), (5)

As we work in the thin-shell and short-throat wormhole
model, we assume that the exotic matter is located in the
wormhole throat, which implies that R — R. Then the
violation § p,dV is limited to zero and it does not arise an
extremum. Therefore, there always exists enough exotic
matter to keep the wormhole open and stable.

We choose either of the two space-times to be the place
in which we release our detector, and we label the space-
time as “reception space-time.” Then, the other space-time
is labeled as “test space-time.” We use detector to detect the
frequency shifts of the photons emitted by stars moving
relatively to our wormhole, and we show our wormhole
space-time model in Fig. 1. For simplicity, we make three
strong suppositions. (i) The wormhole is located at the focal
point of a star’s trajectory, regardless of the star’s pre-
cession. (ii) Our detector is located at the equatorial plane
of the wormhole which is infinitely far from the wormhole,
so that the star we observe can be approximately treated as
a particle. (iii) At first, in test space-time, there is nothing to
influence the star’s trajectory in reception space-time. It
means that the star’s behavior moves relative to a black hole
with the event horizon radius R under the same space-time
metric. After a period of time, the gravitational effects in
test space-time are transmitted to reception space-time
through the wormhole, causing stars’ motions to change.

Hence, let us study the trajectories of stars in the regular
space-time with asymptotically Minkowski core. To facili-
tate calculate, we regard stars as particles. The compati-
bility of the metric means that the inner product of the
four-velocity of a particle moving along a geodesic is a
constant

FIG. 1. Our model of wormhole space-time. Two copies of the
regular space-time with asymptotically Minkowski core smoothly
connect through a short-throat wormhole of radius R, which is
also the radius of the wormhole mouth. As the figure showed, we
choose the upper space-time as the reception space-time and we
use the blue solid line to show the trajectory of the observed star.
Then, we make use of the red solid sphere to exhibit our detector.
Corresponding to that, we choose the lower space-time as the test
space-time and use the red solid line to show the trajectory of the
perturbation source.

L, ddxt
I an dn ~

Then, one can obtain

1 2me="\ [ dt 2+ 1 2me~ 4™\ "' (dr\?
r dl r dl

+r2<%)2: 1, (7)

where we assume that stars are on the 6 = 7 plane at the
initial moment. Using timelike Killing vector & =
(1,0,0,0) and spacelike Killing vector ## = (0,0,0, 1),
one can find two conserved quantities
d¢
L=r*—). (8
() ®

2me~Y"\ [dt
E=(1——|(—
(1-27) (@)

Applying Eq. (8) into (7), we can get a simpler formula:

(%>2+ (1 —@) (i—22+ 1) =E. (9

. . 2
As % = j—;%, we define a new variable quantity x = %, and

then Eq. (9) becomes
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dx\? ) s 2m2x3 s

% + x° + 2xe e — 7 e 1%
E?L? L\?2

B (L o
m m

It is worth noting that e is the exponential constant, not the
eccentricity f of the trajectory. We differentiate the above
equation with di(/) to get

d*x m2x  3m2x% 2m*x3 ke
W”‘( T T T ) s =0
iﬁ—l—l—x

d¢p?

2

m2x  3m2x%r 2m*x3\
:—1+<1—L—2€+T— L4€ >€ LZe (11)

The left side of the equal sign after the right arrow notation
is the normalized Binet equation. The right side of the equal
sign after the right arrow notation can be considered as
perturbation correction term, because we use a fact about
celestial bodies: L > m. So, we can write the solution x to
a Newtonian solution plus a small deviation as x = xq + x1,
where x; is the perturbation solution,

T _ 41y =0,

dx, (1o m22x0 N 3m22xg ~ 2mjx(3)
L7e L L%e

x (1 - zmzx"). (12)

Then, we can obtain the solutions of the zeroth-order part
Xo and the first-order part x;

Xo =14 fcos g,
X1:A1+E1+él, (13)

where f is the eccentricity of the orbit. The solution of x;
can be divided into three parts A, B}, and C,. The A, is
simply a constant displacement, the B, are the oscillations
around zero, and the C, is useful to accumulate over
successive orbits. More details for the three parts, see
Appendix A. And we show these results separately in
Fig. 2. To plot Fig. 2, we fix the Misner-Sharp quasilocal
mass m = 1, the star’s angular momentum L = 100a,
the eccentricity of the orbit € [0,1), and the rotation
angle ¢ €1[0,8z]. The biggest differences between
Figs. 2(b) and 2(c) are as follows: (i) the amplitude of
the curve in Fig. 2(c) is not periodic, but it increases over
time. (ii) The amplitude of the curve in Fig. 2(c) is much
larger than that of the curve in Fig. 2(b). So C; is the
important part for us to describe the orbit with precession of
a star. Finally, the solution of x

1.00065 T T T T
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— displacement

1.00055F

1stance

1.00050F

1.00045F

displacement d

1.00040F

1.00035

1.0003Q . . : .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

B

(a) The constant displacement of whole trajectory. Since we place
the detector at infinity, the small displacement can be ignored.
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(b) The oscillations around zero. From the figure, we can see that
the amplitudes of the curves are small and periodic. This is a

perfect reflection of a closed circular orbit and four closed elliptical
orbits.

0.006

0.004

0.002

-0.002

—-0.004

accumulate over successive orbits
(=]

—-0.006 L
0 7 3

<

(c) The accumulate over successive orbits of the long-axis revolves
around the perihelion. From the figure, we can see that the
amplitudes of the curves are not periodic but cumulative. It is
useful for us to describe of precession.

FIG. 2. Interpretations of A~1, B~1 ,and C 1 in Eq. (13). In (a), we
use the blue solid line to show the change in displacement. In (b) and
(c), we use five different color solid lines to show the five different
eccentricities f = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, and 0.5 from top to bottom.

x=14pcos¢+epsing
~ 1+ fcos(p—ed), (14)
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where

6pPm  8pm® 3Fm*  2pm*
€= -
€20 e*Lo el? erL?
128m*  3pm?>  3pm?
- - < 1. 15
eL* L?>  2el? (15)
Hence, we can get
L? 1 1-p?
. _ (1-p)a (16)

m 1+ pcos(¢p—ep) 1+ pcos(dp—ed)

If 0 <p <1, then the trajectory is an ellipse. Then,
parameter a is semimajor axis. Photons will continue to
emit from the star in orbits of Eq. (16) and will be detected
by our detector. We shall characterize the motion of our star
by the frequency shifts of photons where the photons are
considered to move along null geodesics in the equato-
rial plane.

The frequency shifts z of photons is generally defined
as [42,43]

—ut
|y o= ton -~ Phlen (17)

Vpe —u”pﬂ|re

where v,,, is the frequency emitted by the star at orbit, pt,
is the photon 4-momentum when it leaves the star, i, is
the 4-velocity of the star, v,, is the frequency received by
our detector, p’, is the photon 4-momentum received by
our detector, and u}, is the four velocity of our detector.
Given our previous assumptions, the frequency v,,, and v,,
can be obtained as

Vem = (—=gutt' p' = g,y u" p" = gppu? p?)| .
Vpe = (_gttu[pt)lre' (18)

To simplify the calculation, we introduce three important
parameters: the energy of photon E,, the angular momen-
tum of photon L,, and the apparent impact parameter b,

E, ==gup's L, =gpp?, b= (19)

wm ‘Yh

It is worth noting that because photons move along the null
geodesics, the energy and angular momentum of photons
are preserved in the whole motion. So b, is also invariant
throughout the whole null geodesics. Combining them with
p¥p, = 0, one can obtain ( p")?, apparent impact parameter
b, and frequency shift z

2 2
(pr)Z _ _g¢4’grrEJ/ + gttgrrLr ’

919
_ _g¢¢(r>
! Gu(r) ,
(ut - b}/u¢ - ELgrrqu"”
14+z= ” - em (20)
re

Let us consider a practical model of redshift, kinematic
redshift zy,, as zy;, = z — z.. Where z, corresponds to the
frequency shift of a photon emitted by a static particle
located at b = 0,

1
1427, = 2om (21)

”re

Therefore, z);, can be written as

Zkin = (1 +2) = (1 + z¢),
_uem +byufm

=), 22
m >
where, U,,, is a shorthand notation
2 r\2
g, (") " r
Uem = [~ (9pp9" +9a97b7)| - (23)
919 em

We visualize Eq. (22) as Fig. 3 to present the results and
facilitate discussion. To draw Fig. 3, we fix the Misner-
Sharp quasilocal mass m = 1, the star’s angular momentum
L = 100a, the eccentricity of the orbit # € [0, 1), and the
rotation angle ¢ € [0,2z]. We use different colors to
describe the intensity of kinematic redshift or blueshift
in photon frequency. The more color tends to red, the more
intense the kinematic shifts are. The more the color tends to
blue, the less intense the kinematic shifts are. Since we start
at the perihelion, in the range of rotation angle ¢ € [0, ],
the star is moving away from our detector, and the
frequency of photon has a redshift with a positive value,
as shown in the two subfigures in the left column of Fig. 3.
The more the color tends to red, the more intense the
redshift is. And in the range of rotation angle ¢ € [x, 27,
the star is moving toward the detector, and the frequency of
photon has a blueshift with a negative value, as shown in
the two subfigures in the right column of Fig. 3. The more
color tends to red, the more intense the blueshift is. We can
see from the figure that the values of redshift and blueshift
are almost symmetrical in absolute value but not com-
pletely symmetrical. Because our star will precess under the
action of gravity, its complete period is no longer 2z but
27(1 + €). However, it is a physical fact that the absolute
values of redshift and blueshift must be the same and the
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(a) Kinematic shifts of photons. The photons are emitted by a star in particular trajectories with eccentricity 8 from 0 to 0.5. The star
moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 0 to w. And the star moves toward to our dector in the range of
rotation angle ¢ from 7 to 2.
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(b) Kinematic shifts of photons. The photons are emitted by a star in particular trajectories with eccentricity B from 0.5 to 1. The star
moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 0 to w. And the star moves toward to our dector in the range of
rotation angle ¢ from 7 to 2.

FIG. 3.

Kinematic shifts of photons in contour plot. The photons are emitted by a star in particular trajectories with eccentricity f from

0 to 1. The star moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from O to z. And the star moves toward to our detector in

the range of rotation angle ¢ from 7 to 2x.

images must be continuous when the star is at its farthest
place from us, even though the sign of apparent impact
parameter b, is different. The results shown in Fig. 3 are the
same as those shown in the case of a star orbiting a black
hole of the same metric. Therefore, to observe a wormhole,
one must consider the two space-times connected by the
wormhole at the same time. Otherwise, it is impossible to
distinguish the wormhole and the black hole under the same
metric.

Our next step is to calculate small changes in kinematic
shifts by adding the influence of test space-time that we did
not consider before. There are also celestial bodies in test
space-time, some of which also move relative to the
wormhole and arise additional gravitational effects. The
gravitational effects will be transmitted through the worm-
hole to reception space-time, affecting the motion of the
star in it. However, the gravitational effects are very weak
and need very precise measurement to be observed, so we
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use perturbation theory to describe one pattern in the
gravitational effects.

III. GAUGE INVARIANT PERTURBATIONS OF
THE SPACE-TIME

Gravity can be transmitted from one space-time to
another through a traversable wormhole. In our paper,
we put a massive star in test space-time, which also can be
viewed as a particle, and the massive star will produce
gravitational effects as it moves relative to the wormhole.
The gravitational effects can be represented as perturba-
tions on the background metric. In this paper, we use the
gauge invariant perturbations [55—-63] to perturb the test
space-time. More introduction of the gauge invariant
perturbations is shown in Appendix B.

For simplicity, we can write the components of physical
metric g,;, as an expansion of background metric 921; in
terms of tensor field. It is useful to choose an orthogonal
basis to construct the scalar spherical harmonics and pure-
spin vector and tensor harmonics in spherical symmetry of
the regular space-time with asymptotically Minkowski
core for decomposing tensor fields on the background
metric. Hence, we define two unnormalized, constant, and
orthogonal covector fields v and n with components in the
coordinates, v, = (-1,0,0,0),n, = (0,1,0,0), along
with the projection operator onto the two sphere,

0 2me~/m\ 7! 2me"
=9, —|1- p ngny, + l—f VyVp,

= r’diag(0,0, 1,sin’@). (24)
Then, we can write the metric

Yab = 9217 + hab- (25)

Both the physical metric and the background metric are
solutions to Einstein field equations, and we can expand
them in powers of the metric perturbation /4,

1
Gup(8" 4+ h) = Gap(9°) - EEah(h) + O(h?)
— 82T, (26)

where the operator E,, is called linearized FEinstein
operator

Eab (h) = vcvchah + vuvhhcc - 2v(uvchb)c

+ 2Racbdhcd + ggb(vcvdhcd - vcvchdd)' (27)
The notation V is covariant derivative operator and R ;. is
the background space-time curvature tensor in our whole

paper. We suppose that E,, always satisfies vacuum
Einstein field equation, so

Eab = —1671'Tab. (28)

As long as we solve the Egs. (27) and (28) under
certain initial and boundary conditions, we can get the
result of metric perturbation we want, but the process is
very complicated. Luckily, Detweiler introduced a conven-
ient decomposition of harmonic modes of the metric
perturbation

R = Avgw, YO 4 2B Y " 4 2C0 Y

+ 2DU(d Yf),f/m/ + ETng/m/ + Fngf/m/ + Gngf/m/

+2HTEN ™ o gTBLem . ghOem (29)

where all parameters [56] from A to K are scalar functions
of (¢, r), and one can find that our perturbation results are

. . ! a! .
not the same as gravitational waves. Y™ is the scalar
any' . £'m’

spherical harmonic, Y,
any' .¢'m’'
a

are pure-spin vector harmon-

ics, and T' are pure-spin tensor harmonics. They are
adapted from Thorne [58] with a different normalization by
Detweiler [63]

! ! ol
YEO =1V, Yo,

R.'m' 'm’
Y =n, Y,

] . ]
yBem — rezhnhchfm ,

! ! 7 ’ ! ! 7 ’
ng‘/ "=, YO, T];Z?‘fm = nn, Yo",

4 ! 4 !
T2 = rngep eV, Yo,

B2,0'm'
Tah

rzafaeb)edn"vcdeﬂ’"/,
) an!
TEN = T,

! an! 1 ! n !
beZf "= l"2 <620’Z —EO'abGCd> VCVde’" . (30)
The harmonics are mutually orthogonal

f Yf'm/(Yf//mn>*dQ _ 5f’f”5m’m”,
O
f Zny " (any//.f//mll)*dg
= N(any’, r, I’ﬂ/)éany/any”5f’f//5m/m”1

! «
]{ Ty " (T ) AL
- N(any’, r, I/ﬂ/)5any’any”5f’f”5m’m”' (31)
The normalization functions N we used are slightly differ-

ent from [55], and when parameter ¢ — O the functions
reduce to Schwarzschild case. For example,

124063-7



WEI HONG, JUN TAO, and TONGIJIE ZHANG

PHYS. REV. D 104, 124063 (2021)

§ 180 (0300
2 —a/r\ 2
_ <1 ~ mer ) S priS1, (32)

and the full expressions of the normalization functions are
listed in Appendix B.

In this way, we can find the solution of the parameters
Eq. (29) instead of solving the formula (27). In for-
mula (29), one can consider the parameters from A to K
as components of metric perturbation 4, projected onto a
spherical harmonic basis. It is useful to show the A — K
components of metric perturbation 4,;,. For example, the A
component of the tensor /,, is

2 —a/r\ 2
hy = <1_ me > f{ vbh,YE dQ. (33)

r

The parameters [/, I” and m’, m" in the above equations are
related to the trajectory of the object participating in the
perturbation. For the full expressions of the A — K com-
ponents of metric perturbation 4, please see Appendix B.

|

4(r —2me=")3 9

In Sec. II, we discussed the trajectories in the space-time.
When the Misner-Sharp quasilocal mass is much larger
than the perturbation object angular momentum L with
Gm > L?, the object’s trajectory can be a circle. This will
greatly reduce our calculation, as we can take ' =" =0
and m’ = m"” = 0 for a circular orbit.

Under circular orbit condition, the perturbation metric
can be rewritten as

1
NG
Gauge invariants are obtained by gauge transformation of

the components of /4, projected onto spherical harmonic
basis, for example

R, (Av,vy + 2Dv(gny) + Eoyy + Kngny).  (34)

ea/rrZ 82

=D+—F———
+2(re“/’ —2m) Or

E. (35)

And the full expressions of gauge invariants are showed in
Appendix B. Hence, we can obtain the left of Eq. (28) in
spherical harmonic basis with gauge invariants

4[r? = 2m(a — r)|(r — 2me=4/")?

Ej= T w-
A r ar? o v
4(r —2me=4") 9
En=— — /7
b r? o
0? (2 +m(a—r)](r—2me") 0
Ep=2 y— g
£ Frad rt oVt r
N 220 2eY [am + r(e"r —m)]
or r(e”"r —2m)
£ 4 n 4e/"
=— —o0.
k=R v e’ r —2m

Then, we start to work out the right of Eq. (28).
Similarly in Sec. II, we set the massive star moves along
the trajectory in the equatorial plane § = z/2. Therefore,
we can express the four velocity in a circular trajectory as
u, = (=E,,.0,0,L,,,). Where E, , is the massive star
energy, and L,,, is the massive star angular momentum,
then

mp

e—a/R(Rea/R _ 2m)2
E,, = ,
" R(Re®R —3m) + am

L mR3? — amR?
"P\| R(Re“/R = 3m) + am’

(37)

with R as the radius of circular trajectory. So we can write
the stress-energy tensor of the massive particle as [65]

(36)

UgUyp
Ve

Also, we can obtain the linearized Einstein operator
spherical harmonic projection components

Ty =M,, SW[As — s()]dz. (38)

E, = —16ﬂ(1 - 2mj:/R> M’”I’f’"" 8(r=R)Y5(0. ).
E, =0,

E, = —87:(1 - Zm;;a/R> M’"I’;fmp 8(r = R)Y50(0. ),
E =0, (39)
where ' is not a derivative notation. Next, we combine

Egs. (36) and (39) to solve the gauge invariants y and o
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0 [r? = 2m(a — )] r
B T — ——E’ N
8}’1# r2(r —2me=/") v 4(r —2me=/")3 A

e r —2m , 4
0= g \Ex =2V

0 r?
frd —El — O’
4(r —2me=a/m) P

? [ +m(a—r)(r—2me ") 0

E, =22 y-

e"r —2m
ea/rr2

de2 "m(a — r) (e r — 2m)

or? r

EII/ + p w.  (40)

Considering the reality in astrophysics, we can suppose that the perturbation vanishes within the trajectory and exponential
term e~%/" can expand in powers as e~%" = 1 —a/r + O(r*). Therefore, one can get the y and o

B rn(r) mpEmpRz
= 2\/7_172am +r(r—2m) . {[Zam + R(R —2m)|n(R) o(r - R)}
_ oz (a+r—=2m)n(r) 8 M, ,E,,R?* .
0= I S am (= 2m)] {[Zam TRER = 2m)n(R) O R)}’ (41)

where the expression in curly braces is a constant that
depends only on the radius of trajectory where the
perturbation source is placed, ®(r — R) is unit step func-
tion, #(r) and n(R) are two useful functions, which can
simplify our operations

n(r) = exp [— %mm (\/ﬁr\/%ﬂ ’
R—m

) =0 [ 2L (22 )i

One can easily find out from Eq. (42)

Dy =52
ar ™ T T oam + r(r—2m)

n(r). (43)

Then, we substitute Eqs. (41) and (42) into (35) to find
parameters A and K

A(t,r) = —4\/E£:)K(R)T(t) + O(x(R)?),

K(r.1) = 4\/E2am :IZ’((;)— 2m) K(R)T (1),
= 4V — Z’(ni_m (R)T(1) + O(),
k(R) = Moy By R° O(r—R), (44)

[2am 4+ R(R —2m)|n(R)

where 7'(¢) is function of time. For circular trajectory with
fixed constant radius R, the time function can be separated

|

out, which does not affect the metric perturbation. «(R) is a
constant function of radius R, which only depends on the
perturbation source. In addition, the parameter D(z, r) and
E(t,r) will vanish [62] as we choose the massive star
moving in circular trajectory. Finally, we can obtain the
physical metric g,

2(me=" + n(r)x(R))

gtt:g9t+htt:_1_ , ,
Grr = G + Ny
1
= + O(x(R)?),
1 = 2[me=" + n(r)x(R)]/r (x(R)*)
Joo = 12, Gpp = r’sin®0. (45)

The effect of a massive object moving in a circular orbit
on the test space-time can be described as Eq. (45). It can be
transmitted through the wormhole. As we mentioned in
Sec. II, the wormhole metric is C* smooth and two copied
of space-time smoothly are connected through a short
throat. Therefore, the gravitational effect satisfies a con-
tinuity condition [49,53] between test-space-time effect &,
and reception-space-time effect 4/,

Ohy,
or

_ Oha

—
hap(R) = Hiy (R). =%

(46)

r=R

Here, we use a trick that h,, = h;h, which satisfies the
condition (46). We visualize metrics in reception space-
time as Fig. 4. We fix these parameters, Misner-Sharp
quasilocal mass m = 1.0, and the perturbation source star
mass M,,, = 0.01m, the perturbation source star orbit
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-0.5} {-0.5
~1.0

-1.0 N N N N N N N N
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

(a) The time-time components of metric in region r from a to 10a

and the unit length of the abscissa axis in the figure is a. In the

region closer to the wormhole, the intensity of the gravitational
perturbation is higher.

10 10
- &
5 —gg 5
&% Ok 0 £
=5f -5
~10 . . . . . . . . -10
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

(b) The radial-radial components of metric in region r from a to
10a and the unit length of the abscissa axis in the figure is a. The
trends of the two radial-radial components are almost the same
when they are far from the wormhole. However, near the
wormbhole, gravitational perturbation causes the radial-radial
component to branch out into new branches.

FIG. 4. The components of metric with perturbation and without perturbation in region r € [a, 10a] in reception space-time. We use
the red solid line to signify the components of metric with perturbation and we use the blue solid line to signify the components of metric

without perturbation.

height R = 30ry. Where ry = a = 2m/e is the radius of
wormbhole as well as the radius of black hole horizon. The
background metric is showed with red solid line and the
perturbation source metric is showed with blue solid line.
One can find from Fig. 4 that the farther away from the
wormbhole, the smaller the influence of gravitational per-
turbation on time and space can be. We will show in the
next section how the perturbation affects the orbits of stars
in reception space-time with the same fixed parameters, and
it will also be a method to distinguish wormholes from
black holes.

It is similar to the discussion in the Sec. II, we need to see
if there exists enough exotic matter to keep the wormhole
open. Similarly, the bulk space-time stress-energy tensor
after perturbation can be written as

1 [2ameaIr 2m(R)n(r)
PP =g r? 2am +r(r—2m)|’
—2r)ed/r R
5= - ma(a ;’)e mx(R)n(r) o
8ar 2n2am + r(r —2m)]

In this case, we can choose the wormhole’s field only
deviates from the space-time in the region from the throat
out to radius R”. Hence, the final volume integral is

f p,dV = 2m(e/R — ~IR') L (R)(1(R) - n(R")).
(48)
As we work in the thin-shell and short-throat wormhole

model, we assume that the exotic matter locates in the
wormhole throat, which implies that R” — R. Then the

violation f p,dV is limit to zero and it does not arise an
extremum. Therefore, there also exists the enough exotic
matter to keep the wormhole open and stable.

IV. PHOTON FREQUENCY REDSHIFT AND
BLUESHIFT OF STARS UNDER WORMHOLE
BACKGROUND

In Sec. II, we split the two space-times connected by
wormhole and only studied the motions of stars in reception
space-time without test-space-time’s effects at first. In such
a case, it is impossible to distinguish whether the celestial
body is moving around a black hole or wormhole. As a
consequence, we will consider these two space-times in this
section simultaneously for simulating the part of observa-
tion phenomena of wormhole. As we hypothesized earlier,
the throat of wormhole has enough exotic matter to keep
the wormhole from closing due to gravitational perturba-
tions. In this way, perturbations generated in test space-time
can be transmitted to reception space-time and affect the
motions of celestial bodies in it. And, small changes in
celestial bodies’ behaviors are a one of manifestation of
wormbhole.

We can write the equation of motion like Eq. (9) in
reception space-time with a perturbation that is generated in
test space-time by the motion of a massive object

dr\? r
oRe

where g, is

1 E2 4 1 E2 4
72> = d (49)
9rr

L> g, L*°
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10
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< 0.015
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0.005
2 0
5 6 7 8 9 10
0

10

(a) The difference of radial-radial components’ reciprocal as
well as Eq. (51) in region 7 from a to 10a and the unit length
of the abscissa axis in the figure is a. In the region near the
wormbhole, gravitational perturbation causes the radial-radial
component to produce new negative branches. It leads to a
larger difference in the region near the wormhole causing
different physical scenarios.

FIG. 5.

5.x 107
4.%x 107
— perihelion
= 3.x 107 P )
< — aphelion

2.x 1076

1.x 1076

Ok
0.0

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

B

(b) The difference of radial-radial components’ reciprocal as well as

Eq. (51) with different trajectory eccentricity 8 from 0 to 1 at

perihelion and aphelion. We use the orbital parameters in Sec.

II, and it can be seen that gravitational perturbation is very weak
for our hypothetical trajectories.

The difference of metric variations as well as Eq. (51). In (a), we use the red solid line to show the difference in region

r € [a, 10d]. In (b), we use the red solid line to signify the difference at the perihelion in region € [0, 1) and we use the red solid line to

signify the difference at the aphelion in region f € [0, 1).

90+, 0 0 0
0 g +h, 0 0
= 50
9 0 0 2 (50)
0 0 0 r2sin?6

It is heavy workload to find the analytic expression for
Eq. (49) directly. Therefore, we need to study the changes
of the parameters in the equation to pave the way for our
subsequent approximation processing. We express the

change as
1 1 1
Arr’ =\~ /_
< g %) 9

Where, g, is the metric with perturbation and gjy, is the
metric without perturbation. We show numerical results in
Fig. 5. We fix these parameters, the Misner-Sharp quasi-
local mass m = 1.0, and the perturbation source star mass
M,,, = 0.01m, the perturbation source star orbit radius
R = 30ry. One can find the tiny effects of perturbation on
the trajectory of stars after they receive the perturbation,
when the stars can move steadily relative to the wormhole
without perturbation at first. In subsequent calculations we
assume that the gravitational perturbation is continuous and
invariant. A more general calculation can consider that the
perturbation is time dependent. From Fig. 5(a), we can find
that the farther the star is from the wormhole, the less
gravitational perturbation it receives. In Fig. 5(b), we have
shown here that perihelion and aphelion in different
eccentricity f are affected by gravitational perturbation.

(51)

But in fact, any position in trajectory would have a similar
image. From Fig. 5(b), we can find that we need to use the
difference in velocity Av of star to represent the change in
redshift/blueshift, because the influence of gravitation
perturbation is too small.

When we consider the actual orbits of celestial bodies,
we can find » > m in geometrized units. Then, one can
obtain an approximate constant H

2/
V2a—m
V2a—m

The approximate constant greatly reduces our calculations.
Hence, we can rewrite the Eq. (49) as

H (o) = exp [—

arctan(oo)} ,

= exp [— (52)

dr\? N r_4+ A 2me=*" + 2Hk(R)]  E*r*
dé 2 r D
(53)

Then the rest of the work is going to be similar to what we
did in Sec. II, and finally we can find the equation of
trajectory after perturbation

xg =1+ p cosq,

X1 :A2+E2+62. (54)

Just like we discussed before, the solution of x; can be
divided into three parts Ay, B,, and C,. The A, is simply a
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constant displacement, the 1§2 is oscillations around zero
and the C, is useful to accumulate over successive orbits.
More details for the three parts, see Appendix A. Now, let
us compare the changes of these three parts with perturba-
tion and without perturbation. As discussed earlier, any
position on the trajectory will be affected by gravitational
perturbations, which have a cumulative effect on the
kinematic shifts of photons. For simplifying the calculation,
we choose the perihelion as the “starting point” for our
calculations. Before the perturbation has propagated to
reception space-time, the star moves periodically in its
original trajectory. When the star moves at the Perihelion,
we can obtain its angular velocity d¢p/dt and tangential
velocity dr/dt. At the same time, the perturbation prop-
agates to reception space-time and keep stable. Then the
star keep moving in the initial conditions d¢p/dt and dr/dt.
The energy and angular momentum of a star are conserved
after it is disturbed by gravitational perturbations. From
these assumptions we can obtain the angular momentum of
star after receiving the perturbation

_d¢p dodr
T dr drdt’
L L
=V _gtt(ra)p =V —g’n(ra)p, (55)

SO

L/ _ V _gtt(ra)L (56)

_g;t(ra) ’

where Q is the angular velocity, r, is the radius of the
perihelion, L and g,, are the angular momentum and metric
component without perturbation, and then L’ and ¢}, are the
angular momentum and metric component with perturba-
tion. In the same way, we can obtain the new eccentricity /'
of the orbit

L1 L2 1
mitp T it )
SO
. L?(1+
p=
_9ulra) gy, (58)
91(ra)

We show the changes of these three parts as AA = A| — A,,
AB = B, — B,,, and AC = C, — C, separately in Fig. 6.
To plot Fig. 6, we fix the Misner-Sharp quasilocal mass
m = 1, the star’s angular momentum without perturbation
L = 100a, the eccentricity of the orbit without perturbation
p €[0,1), and the rotation angle ¢ € [0, 8z]. We can see

0.98982F '
0.98981 F — displacement
0.98980F
0.98979F
0.98978F

0.98977f

displacement distance diffence

0.98976}

0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
B

(a) The differences of constant trajectory displacement. As can be
found from the figure that the differences are positive, indicating
that gravitational perturbation suppresses the displacement.

2x1073

1x1073

—1x107°

oscillations around zero

—2x107°

-3x1073

Tn I 1 4n 9 51 Iz 61 13x Tr 157 8

=
e
N
v
S
)
N
o

(b) The differences of oscillations around zero. From the figure, we
can see that the amplitudes of the curves are still periodic but
smaller. Hence, gravitational perturbation compresses the star’s
trajectory, but does not change its shape.

0.0010f

0.0005f

—0.0005f

accumulate over successive orbits

—0.0010f

0 Z 37" 21 3E 3p LE 4g 2z sp Uz g Br g, Iix g

(c) The differences of accumulate over successive orbits of the
long-axis revolves around the perihelion. From the figure, we can
see that the amplitudes of the curves are cumulative but smaller
too. Hence, gravitational perturbation also compresses the star’s

precession.

FIG. 6. The differences between A,,B,, C, in Eq. (13) and
A,.B;, C, in Eq. (54), respectively. In (a), we use the blue
solid line to show the change in displacement. In (b) and (c),
we use five different color solid lines to show the five differ-
ent eccentricity f = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, and 0.5 from top to
bottom.
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(a) The difference Az’ between kinematic shifts of photons with perturbation and without perturbation. The photons are emitted by a star
in particular trajectories with eccentricity g from 0 to 0.5. The star moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 0
to m. And the star moves toward to our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 7 to 2.
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(b) The difference Az’ between kinematic shifts of photons with perturbation and without perturbation. The photons are emitted by a star
in particular trajectories with eccentricity 8 from 0.5 to 1. The star moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 0
to m. And the star moves toward to our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 7 to 2.

FIG. 7. The difference Az’ between kinematic shifts of photons with perturbation and without perturbation in contour plot. The
photons are emitted by a star in particular trajectories with eccentricity f from 0 to 1 as well as the trajectory from circle, ellipse to
parabola. The star moves away from our detector in the range of rotation angle ¢ from 0 to #. And the star moves toward to our detector
in the range of rotation angle ¢ from z to 2.

from the figure that the gravitational perturbation weakens o 1 L?
the displacement behavior of star, and at the same time T 1= ﬂIZW’
suppresses the star’s precession behavior in the reception , 2o . e 4 af
space-time. Finally, we can get the polar equation of ¢ — SHmp | 3mofp_ 3m7p 6m7f 12m

trajectory radius L'26 L/24 : eL/24 X e?L" 6_ X eL"
8m®p 3m*pP 3m*pP 6mop
= L_/Z ! = (1=p%)a (59) * eng * 2(32L’B’4 B eLg ezLﬁ" <l (60)
m1+pfcos(p—ep) 1+pfcos(p—e@p)’
where o' is the new semimajor axis, and €' is a parameter We use the same method as in Sec. II to describe the
related to the precession angle changes in frequency shifts of photons emitted by the star
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after reception space-time receives gravitational perturba-
tions. However, we can see from Fig. 5 that the result of
gravitational perturbation has become very tiny for the
actual trajectory radius of the star. Therefore, we calculate
the difference of redshift to describe the effect of gravita-
tional perturbation

AZiin = Ziin — Zi(in' (61)

Where, z);, is a kinematic shift without perturbation shown
as Eq. (22), and zj, is a kinematic shift with perturbation.
To better present the results and facilitate discussion, we
visualize Eq. (61) as Fig. 7. For drawing Fig. 7, we fix the
Misner-Sharp quasilocal mass m = 1. In reception space-
time, the star’s angular momentum without perturbation is
L = 1004, the eccentricity of the orbit without perturbation
is p€0,1), and the rotation angle is ¢ € [0,2x]. The
angular momentum will be changed after the gravitational
perturbation transmitting to the space-time through the
wormhole. Therefore, we assume that the star subjects to
gravitational perturbation when it at the perihelion, and the
angular velocity of the star does not change. Then, the new
angular momentum can be calculated by Eq. (56).
Similarly, the eccentricity of trajectory will also be changed
after the gravitational perturbation transmits to the space-
time through the wormhole. The new eccentricity ' can be
obtained by Eq. (58). In test space-time, we fix the
perturbation source star mass M,,, = 0.01m, it moves in
equatorial plane along circular trajectory with the radius is
R = 30ry. We use different colors to describe changes in
the intensity of gravitational perturbation at photon fre-
quency, as well as the differences of kinematic redshift/
blueshift Az,;,. The more the color tends to red, the more
obvious the effect of gravitational perturbation is.

From Fig. 7, we can find that with the increase of
trajectory eccentricity, gravitational perturbation can
modify the frequency redshift and blueshift of photons
more obviously. And the effect of gravitational perturba-
tion on the frequency blueshift of photons are more
obvious than the effect of photon frequency redshift.
Figure 7 also tells us a very important information: under
gravitational perturbation, the photon frequency kin-
ematic shifts decrease, because Azy, = Zkin — Zjp > 0.
This is consistent with our discovery that gravitational
perturbation inhibits or reduces the global translation,
precession, angular momentum, and orbital eccentricity of
the star. And these changes reflect the decrease of photon
kinematic shifts.

The slight differences in these shifts are the way for us to
distinguish whether a star is moving around a black hole or
wormhole. With the help of high-resolution and high-
precision observation instruments on some larger scale sky
surveys than before, we may be able to observe wormholes
in the near future.

V. DISCUSSION AND FINAL REMARKS

In this paper, we show a method to distinguish between
black holes and wormholes under the same space-time
metric. The model starts from the nature of black holes
and wormholes, and distinguishes wormholes from black
holes by whether changes in the background gravity of
test space-time will affect the motions of stars in reception
space-time and changes in the frequencies of photons
emitted by them. If the celestial body is a black hole, then
the gravitational perturbation in test space-time will not
affect the motions of stars in reception space-time, and the
frequencies of the photons received will not be changed.
As the black hole does not connect the two copied space-
times. But if the celestial body is a wormhole, then the two
space-times connected by the wormhole will interact with
each other. The gravitational perturbation in test space-
time will affect the motion of the star in reception space-
time, and the frequencies of the photons received will also
be changed.

We chose the regular space-time with the asymptotic
Minkowski core to construct the black hole and wormhole.
We selected the [ =m =0 perturbation mode in the
Sec. III to calculate the gravitational perturbation result.

We found that, under our chosen gravitational perturba-
tion, the global translation and precession of the star in
reception space-time will be suppressed, and the redshift
and blueshift of the photon frequencies emitted by the star
will also be inhibited. The small change in photon
frequency is the key to distinguish a wormhole from black
hole. With the improvement of the resolution and accuracy
of the experiment, the small numerical difference will be
shown within sight one day.

What is noteworthy is that the gravitational perturbation
model used in this paper can also be extended to perturbation
sources (massive stars) doing elliptical motion, scattering
motion, or other more complex and closer to actual sit-
uations. Of course, the perturbation source can also be more
than one, such as a group of stars, or any celestial body near
the wormhole in the test space-time that produces the
perturbation. In addition, we did not consider the influence
of stars in the reception space-time on perturbation sources
in the test space-time. This mutual influence may bring
about a general result if one considers it.
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APPENDIX A: THE SOLUTIONS OF THE
RADIAL EQUATION OF MOTION OF THE
MASSIVE PARTICLE

This part will show the details of the solutions of the radial
equation of motion of the massive particle before and after
perturbation. In the case which the reception space-time
without perturbation, one can take the solutions of the zeroth-
order part x in the first-order part of Eq. (12) to obtain the
solutions x;. The following are the three parts of the first
order of the solutions x;, which are divided by whether it
contains the variable ¢ and whether the variable ¢ is
multiplied by the trigonometric function. The segment that
does not contain the variable ¢ is classified into A, regarded
as a constant displacement. The segment that only has the
trigonometric function of ¢ is classified into B, and is
regarded as oscillating around zero. Furthermore,
the segment that only has the variable ¢ multiplying the
trigonometric function of ¢ is classified into C, and is
regarded as accumulating over successive orbits. The follow-
ing expressions are the three parts

3m? 3m? 2m* 8m* 4m°

A=14+— - 4= T
! +L2 eLz—'—ezL4 el*  e2L°

. 3m’Bpsing 3m*Bpsing  2m*Bpsin ¢
€= 2 - 2 274
L 2el e’L
12m*pgsing  8mPpsing
eL* e’Ls
3m*Bpsin N 6mSp3 ¢ sin ¢
eL* el

(A3)

In the case of the reception space-time with perturbation,
one can take the solutions of the zeroth-order part x; in the
first-order part of Eq. (54) to obtain the solutions x;. The
following are the three parts of the first order of the solution
x1, which are divided by whether it contains the variable ¢
and whether the variable ¢ is multiplied by the trigono-
metric function. The segment that does not contain the
variable ¢ is classified into A, and regarded as a constant
displacement. The segment which only has the trigono-
metric function of ¢ is classified into B, and regarded as
oscillating around zero. Furthermore, the segment which
only has the variable ¢ multiplying the trigonometric
function of ¢ is classified into C, regarded as accumulating
over successive orbits. The following expressions are the

3m2ﬂ2 m4[7’2 12m4ﬁ2 12m6ﬁ2 3m6/)’4 three parts
- . (Al
2172 erL? eL? L0 * 26210 (A1)
- 3m*Bcos¢p 3m*Bcos¢p m*Pcose - H  3Hm 3m* 4m* 4m*
= T e 2L =t T Tt
6m*pcosgp +4m6ﬁcos¢ 3m*B cosgp _8mtAm® N 3Hmp? N 3m?p?
eL* e’L® 2eL* el L5 2L7 21"
3mépcosp m2pPcos2p  m*p*cosep _mPpr em'pR 12mip”
e’L® 2L? 3e’L* el” L el
Am*p*cos2¢p AmOp*cos2¢p 2mOp*cos2p 12m®p?  3mop* Al
R 2 e S R Pey 50 AL T 22L5° (A4)
m*pcos3¢p mépPcos3p mbptcosdep
VN 276 276 (A2)
4del 2e°L 30e“L
|
. 3Hmp'cos¢p 3m*B cos¢p 3m>f cos¢p 3m*f cos¢p 6m*f cosdp 4m®p cosp
By = 22 72 T el 2LF eL* 226
3m*pRcosgp 3m*pRcos¢p 3mbpRcos¢p HmpPZcos2p m?p%cos2¢p  m?p%cos2p
4e* L 2el* e*L' 2L7 2L 3el”
2m*p?cos2¢p  4m*pZcos2p  4mbpPcos2p  2mbptcos2¢p  mipPcos3p  mipRcos3p
- 2L el - 226 - 321/ T ge2LA del?
mbp3cos3¢p mOp™ cosdep
C O 28L% 30L° (A5)
c 3HmB ¢ sin ¢ N 3m*f'gsing  3m*f$sing N 6m*f'gpsing  12m*f¢sin ¢ N 8m®p' ¢ sin ¢
2 L2 172 el 2L el 2./
3m*pRpsing  3m*pRPpsing  6mSp PP sin g
Tt T 2L (A6)
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APPENDIX B: GAUGE INVARIANT
PERTURBATION DETAILS

1. The brief introduction of the gauge invariant
perturbation

Generally speaking, it is very complicated to solve the
exact solution of the Einstein field equation. Therefore,
starting with the exact solution (M, g) of the available field
equation and modifying it by using the perturbation theory
to obtain a new solution (M’, ¢) is also a way to solve the
field equation, where the M, M’ refer to manifold and the g,
¢ refer to metric. The solution of a field equation that can
be called an exact solution is a complete atlas of coordinate
charts that can be used to describe the changes of various
quantities on the manifold M. These coordinate charts
currently only map from a subset of R* to M, and we hope
to apply these same coordinates to the physical manifold M’
by some operations. In fact, we can accomplish this work
through a map ¢: M — M’. Since we may wish to extend a
number of smoothly related coordinates and every point in
M’ should have its own coordinate labeling, which means
that no two points have the same coordinates, then the map ¢
would be a smooth bijection called diffeomorphism. The
diffeomorphism allows us to compare tensors of different
points with the same coordinate values. Given the coordinate
system on the background manifold M, the diffeomorphism
smoothly assigns the same coordinate value between the
points of the physical manifold M’. Under our selected
physical space-time, (M, ¢') is only slightly different from
background space-time (M, g), and ¢ tells us which points
will be treated as the same point, such as f, = ¢*g' — g,
where the ¢* is the pullback. The value of any tensor or
tensor perturbation usually depends on the specific corre-
spondence between M and M’, but there is no general
preferred mapping ¢ between any two manifolds. This leads
us to arbitrarily choose the mapping without changing the
physical situation. Therefore, the selection of mapping ¢ is
called gauge choice. We can choose any gauge as long as all
equations are formed in terms of physical quantities that do
not depend on the choice of gauge. They are known as the
gauge freedom of perturbation theory. The gauge indepen-
dent physical quantities are known as gauge invariants.

As mentioned above, the (M, g) and (M’, ¢/) are slightly
different between each other then the f, is small every-
where under the gauge ¢. However, one can not ensure that
S will remain small in a different gauge ¢, since ¢! could
map to a point where ¢ is different. Luckily, the different
gauges referring to different points of the background
manifold can be written as

Wi My — Mo,

w=g¢"og. (B1)

Note that y is a diffeomorphism from the background
manifold to itself, and that ¢p oy~! = ¢. The diffeomorphism

y can then be used to change from one gauge to another.
Hence, one can obtain the perturbation of the metric

f¢:¢*g_g/:W*¢*g_gI- (B2)
Where, the y, is the pushforward. The perturbation f, and
S, mustcan be compared at the same point, so one can apply
the pushforward y, to f,

Afy/Ef(p_W*fqb:W*g_g’ (B3)
which depends only on y and the background metric. This
equation describes how the perturbation on the background
changes with a gauge transformation. But there is a question:
when the change is very small, whether the perturbation
remains very small. Therefore, we need to talk about the
infinitesimal diffeomorphisms. The infinitesimal diffeomor-
phisms are generated by vector fields, so we suppose y is an
infinitesimal diffeomorphism generated by a vector field £°.
The change of any tensor field under an infinitesimal
pushforward v, is the Lie derivative of that tensor field
with respect to £&*. Therefore, the change of the perturbation
of Eq. (B3) is

Afy/ = ['fg = va&b + vbém (B4)
where £ is the gauge vector. One can find that the right
of Eq. (B4) is not zero for an arbitrary vector field, so the
components of f, are variable under a choice of gauge.
Since any physical quantity we used is independent of a
choice of gauge, it is necessary to find some gauge
invariants.

One possible natural definition of a gauge invariant
quantity is the tensor field 7 on M’, and then the
components of T transformed to the coordinates induced
by ¢ are the same for all gauges. However, this definition is
too restrictive on the quantities 7, which must be either
vanishing constant scalar fields or tensors, and the ¢*T is a
tensor field on the background M that we do not always
care about since we consider the physical quantities in the
physical manifold M’ [55,66,67]. Moreover, the most
important thing that we need is the quantities that are
formed out of selective perturbations of tensor fields, rather
than the tensor fields themselves. Stewart and Walker
researched the gauge invariance of the perturbations first
[68]. They found that the perturbation AQ of one quantity
Q is gauge invariant if the value of the quantity itself equals
to zero on the background manifold M. Afterwards,
Bardeen [57] adopted a method to calculate the gauge
invariants whose core idea is starting in an arbitrary gauge
¢ and showing the existence of the corresponding gauge
vector £, which transforms the tensor perturbation to one of
these useful gauges from the Eq. (B4). In Sec. 111, we show
the calculating process under setting the desired compo-
nents of the metric to their restricted values.
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2. The normalization functions and the A — K decomposition

The normalizations functions in Eq. (32) can be obtained by proje/cti/ng each pure-spin vector and tensor harmonic

into itself over the two sphere. For example, the pure-spin vector Y™

7{ Yar " (Y 00 dQ = f Y™ (nOY pu,)* sin 0dOdep,

2me=/"
— <1 - >5f,f,,5m,m/,, (B5)
and for the pure-spin tensor TaTg"’ﬂm/
7{ TH M (Teh L 0) dQ = f 6, Y™ (690Y ) sin 0dOdgp,
b 1 L) 1 Ol v m"
= r *—2+rs1n9* 55 yemy sin 0d0ddgp,
r r-sin-@
Y I (B6)
Then, the full expression of normalizations functions in Eq. (30) are listed:
f YE (Y ) Q= (4 1) 818yt
7{ Y (Y ) Q= (6 + 1) 808yt
- 2me=a!"
f{ Y& (Y4 ) dQ = <1 - >5f,f,,5m,m,,,
- 2me=a/"\ 2
f Tsl?fm (Tzl(q)f”m”)*dg = <1 - r > 5f’f”5m’m”v
jg Tay " (T gy ) AR = 28021811,
) « 2m€_a/r Zxﬂ/(f/‘f'l)
f Tgblfm (T%bl.f”m”) dQ = (1 - r > D) 5f’f”5m’m”’
B2 . (¢ +2)!
f Tab " (ng.f”m”) dQ = méﬂf"ém/m"7
- . 2me=™\ £'(¢' + 1)
%Tgblf (TaEbl.f”m”) dQ = <1 - - > D) 6f’f”6m’m”’
E2.6'm! . (¢ +2)!
f Tuh (Tang,,m,,) dQ = m5ﬂf”6m/mﬂ. (B7)
|
Similarly, the A — K components of Eq. (29) can be = Then
obtained by projecting themselves onto each associated
vector or tensor harmonic then the expression can recover ~
to h,,. Take the component A for example, its associate A=N(r,?) ja{ v 0 hy Y dQ, (B9)
vector harmonic from Eq. (29) is v,v,Y?™ , hence
?{ Av, 0, Y7 dQ = h,. (BS) where N(r,¢') is/ t%le specific normalization factor of the
harmonic v,v,Y?"™; it can be found through
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N(rl, 7 j{ v, vV VY Y5, ndQ = 656y, (B10)
then
N(r. ') = <1 - zmer_a/r)z. (BI1)
Therefore, the component A can be written as
A= (1 - zmer_a/ryfvayhha,,yﬂ dQ.  (BI12)

Where, for writing convenience, we will write £”, m” as
¢',m' without causing ambiguity. Employing the same
method, we can obtain the whole A — K components of the
perturbation metric

2me="\2
A= (1 - ) %ﬂ”vbhabY}m,dQ,

2me’“/’)
B=——"""—+ "Y”*h dQ,
f’ +1) fg “
_(1 2me” "/’)
=——TI = “Yb*h dQ,
¢ (0 +1) 7{ ab
D= f{ Y5 h,p,dQ,
1 abx 2(l — 2) abx
2(¢ - 2)!
G =" 0 e h,,dQ,
(f’ + 2) 7{ B2 "tab

(£ =1)! 2me=/™\V [
H:(f/+l)! == T hy,dQ,
(£ =1)! 2me=/"™NL [

GEDASET: Thi hapdC2

2 —a/r\ =2
K= (1 _ e > ]f T4, dQ.
r

3. The general approach for gauge invariants

(B13)

This part is going to show how we can get gauge
invariants from a gauge transformation. Considering an
infinitesimal diffeomorphism generated by a vector field &4,
the first-order metric perturbation 4, is changed under the
form of the Eq. (B4)

B = h - 2V 8. (B14)
where 2V ,&;) = V&, + V,,&,. Since we consider that our
perturbation source moves in a circular trajectory, the
parameters £/, ¢”, m’',m" are all set to zero, then we can

obtain a simply form of 4,,, which is shown as Eq. (34).
After this, we can decompose the gauge vector into the
pure-spin harmonic basis

¢, =Pv, Yo, +Rn, Yo, = (PU + Rn ) (BIS)

2f

The symbols P and R represent two scalar functions of (z, r)
with harmonic labels and coordinate dependence is sup-
pressed for convenience. The functions P and R describe the
two degrees of gauge freedom. Then we can calculate the
A — K term of 2V ,&;,). Take the component A for example

2 —a/r\ 2
AA52<1— me ) j{uavbvafﬂéodﬂ,

r

2 2me="\ 2
= <1 _ome ) fv“vbva(va + Rny,,)dQ,
n

r

R. (B16)

This term AA alone is responsible for changes to the
component A of perturbation metric /1,

Anew = Agla — AA. (B17)
The “new”” and “old” subscripts correspond to projections of
R and KoY, respectively. Moreover, using the same

method, we can find the components D, E, K. We list them
in the below

5 [2me—%"(r —a)(re’r — 2m)]

AA=-22P- . R,
AD:—MP—ZQR,
ap = 20 =2me )
I
AK = 2[; %}R. (B18)

As we have the gauge transformation on the metric
projections, we can start to find a class of gauge invariant
quantities in the used space-time. The approach used to find
gauge invariants in the space-time below follows in a
similar manner to that of Gerlach and Sengupta [61].
Further discussion of the Gerlach and Sengupta decom-
position and gauge choices may be found in Brizuela et al.
[69]. One may find that Eq. (B18) can be inverted to find
the components of £ and their derivatives in terms of
changes in the metric under the gauge transformation. Let
us take the most obvious components AE and AK for
example, from

124063-18



METHOD OF DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN BLACK HOLES AND ...

PHYS. REV. D 104, 124063 (2021)

2(r — 2me=/")

AE = : R (B19)
r
one can obtain
2
R=————AE. B20
2(r — 2me=/") (B20)
We can take the expression of R into AK
0 m(r—a) r
AK =2|Z AE,
ot r2(re®" —2m)| 2(r — 2me=%/")
e [r(e" = 3m) + am] r2edr 9
= AE + —AE
(re/" —2m)? (re®/" —2m) Or
(B21)
Then
AK — e [r(e" - 3m) j am AR
(re®/" —2m)
2 ,alr bl
¢ AE = 0. (B22)

N (re®/” —2m) r

Therefore, we can obtain a gauge invariant quantity y

1 K e lam + r(e”" —3m)) e/ r? 0 E
=3 2(er —2m)? 2(e 7 r —2m) Or
(B23)

We can employ the same operation to obtain the rest of the
gauge invariant quantities
a/r,2 82
)
2(re®/" —2m) Ot
—r)ea/r A
_ma=r)e ]

5=D+

2r? 2’

1 eam+ (e =3m)] e/ r? QE
) 2(e"r —2m)? 2(e? " r—2m)or
0=25-0¢

ot or’

10 0 [m(a®>=3ar+r*)e "]

=-—A D E

200" a0 2
_ alr o 2 alr 82

_m(a rz)e 9 r’e E (B24)
2r or~ 2(re®" —2m) ot

4. To solve the gauge invariants from
stress-energy tensor

This part is going to show how we can obtain the
solutions of gauge invariants y and o as well as deducing
the Eq. (40) from Egs. (36) and (39).

From the stress-energy tensor equation (38), we can
obtain two nonzero components:

E

T,= Mmpﬁ’
L,,

And, for any perturbing matter present in the physical
space-time, it can generate a stress-energy source for the
linearized Einstein operator (28). Then, we can obtain the
spherical harmonic projection components of linearized
Einstein operator. For E/, component:

2me—a/r 2

2me=4/r d2me—4/m\ -1
(1 me )7{(1— ne ) T, YidQ,
r r
2me/"
=—l6x(1- T, Y50de,

——16z(1- zme_a/R> B 5 R) Y (0.0)
(B26)
For E), component:
E), = 16x f YR T ,,dQ,
- 167:% Y, TdQ,
= 1671'74(1)’n’Tt, +v9n?T )Y, dQ,
= 0. (B27)

For E; component:
16z
5 f{ T4 T ,,dQ,
=8 ]{ (T T+ Ty Typ) AR,

R—2me */’\ M,, L,
:—8”< o ) o S(r=R)Yg(0.9).

Ejp—-

R3 R?

dme=/R\ M,, L,
:—8ﬂ<1— m; > L S(r = R) Yo 6.6).

(B28)

For E); component:
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2 —a/r\ =2
E, = —167:(1 - L) 7{ T T ,,dQ,

-
2 —a/r\ =2
- —1675(1 - L) 7( T, Y% dQ,
r
2 —a/r\ =2
- —167:(1 - L) 7{ n'n'T,, YidQ,
r
—0. (B29)

Then, we can combine the two types of linearized Einstein
operators as well as Eqs. (36) and (39)

EA:E//A’ ED:EID, EE:E/E? EK:E/K (B30)
From the part Ej, = E),
4(r —2me=4") 9
—— =y =0, B31
r? o (B31)
one can find that y 7. From the part Ex = E)
4 4e/"
ﬁw+m0:o, (B32)
we can obtain that
alr )
o=-"7" mt//, (B33)
eu/rrZ

and o xt. As w t, the second derivative g—;y/ =0.
Therefore, the equation E, = E', and the equation Ex =
E, are equivalent. Let us take the equation E, = E', for
solving. As we have mentioned that the perturbation
vanishes within the trajectory and our perturbation star’s
orbit radius is 30ry, the exponential function f = ¢~%/" can
be expanded in powers as f = e~¥/" =1—a/r+ O(r?).
We take the function 1 — a/r as the symbol f’ , and draw a
schematic for the functions f and f " and the residual Af =
f- f’ changing with the radius r as we fix the Misner-
Sharp quasilocal mass m = 1.0. We can find from Fig. 8
that the approximation we adopted is valid under the
perturbation scene we have chosen.

1. 1.0

108

0.6

77

T & ')

AT:

104

0.2

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

0
123 45 6 7 8 910111213141516171819 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
r

FIG.8. The exact function f, the approximation function f "and
the residual Af change with the radius r. We plot the radius r
from the wormhole mouth radius a to perturbation source orbit
radius 30a as we fix the Misner-Sharp quasilocal mass m = 1.0,
and the unit length of the abscissa axis in the figure is a. We use

the black solid line to show the exact function f, the blue solid
line to express the approximation function f’ and the red solid
line to signify the residual Af.

Therefore, we can rewrite the equation £, = E,lq to

4(r —2me=")3 9

Ey=— <
A rt ar”
4[r* = 2m(a — r)|(r — 2me=/")?
— . ,
_ ARam+r(r-2m))* 8
B r! ar”
42am + r(r —2m)]*[r(2m + r) — 2am]
8 v
2me~ R\ M, E,, .
:—16ﬂ<1— IR > 11;2 L5(r=R)Y(0, ).
(B34)
Next, we can obtain a more obvious expression
0 [r(2m + r) — 2am]
Pl v
or rl2am + r(r —2m))
/7
S E,.  (B35)

42am + r(r —2m))?

Then we can solve this the way we normally solve a linear
first-order differential equation

y = Ce—fP(r)dr + e—fP(r)dr/ Q(r)efP(r)drdr, (B36)

where C is the constant related to the initial conditions, the
function P(r) is equal to
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[r(2m + r) — 2am)|

P(r) = , B37

(r) r[2am + r(r — 2m)] (B37)
and the function Q(r) is equal to
A

Q(r) == 3 EI/A (B38)

42am + r(r —2m))
Therefore, one can obtain the final solution of E, = E/,

rn(r)
2am + r(r —2m)

M, ,E, R _
ot Ao R )

v =20/1

Moreover, we should note that yw ¢ From the
formula (B33), we can get the expression of parameter o

e’Tr —2m

0=- ea/rr2

v,

_a +r—2m
rla+r)

_ on (a+r—=2m)n(r)

=-2Vr (a+r)2am + r(r —2m))

M, ,E,,R* ~
x {[2am YRR —2m)n(R) ofr R>}’

El

(B40)

and the parameter o is also proportional to ?.
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