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Abstract. We compute the tidal Love numbers for a particular axially symmetric configu-
ration of extremal Reissner–Nordström geometry. By exactly solving the non-linear Einstein
equations, we investigate the tidal response of extremal Reissner–Nordström black holes in
four-dimensional spacetimes under external gravitational fields. We show that, for the spe-
cific geometry considered, the static tidal Love number remains finite and non-vanishing to
all orders in the external tidal field. By contrast, we verify that the Love number of an
isolated extremal Reissner–Nordström black hole remains zero, in agreement with previous
expectations. Furthermore, we explicitly calculate the Zerilli–Moncrief master functions and
match them with the effective field theory description.
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1 Introduction

Gravitational waves (GWs) and black holes (BHs) represent cornerstone predictions of general
relativity, validated by landmark observations such as the detection of GWs originating from
BH coalescences by the LIGO and Virgo collaborations [1]. These observations have provided
strong empirical support for Einstein’s theory of gravity, with no observed deviations from
GR to date [2].

During the inspiral of compact binaries—whether involving neutron stars or BHs—tidal
forces grow significant as the orbital separation decreases. These interactions influence both
the dynamics of the binary system and the characteristics of the emitted GWs. Accurately
modeling this interplay is essential for refining waveform templates and testing GR under
highly relativistic conditions.

Tidal interactions are quantified by parameters called Love numbers, which describe how
an object deforms under the gravitational field of its companion. In particular, the static
tidal Love numbers (TLNs) depend on the internal composition and structure of the compact
objects subject to deformation [3]. These TLNs first appear at the fifth post-Newtonian order
in the GW phase evolution [4], and are especially informative for neutron stars, where their
nonzero values can reveal properties of dense nuclear matter.

By contrast, BHs are thought to have zero TLNs due to the absence of material rigidity.
This has been demonstrated through linear perturbation theory, which shows that a tidal
perturbation proportional to rℓ fails to generate an r−ℓ−1 response, indicating a vanishing
static TLN for each multipole order ℓ. Consequently, BHs do not develop a measurable
static tidal deformation under linear perturbations [5–15]. This outcome is believed to be
connected to certain hidden symmetries in the spacetime structure [16–29].

Recent studies have further confirmed that the static TLNs remain zero even under
second-order perturbations in the external tidal field [30, 31]. By using the Ernst formal-
ism [32] and Weyl coordinate framework, the vanishing of the static TLN has been finally
proven to persist to all orders in the parity-even tidal deformations in Refs. [33, 34] for
the the Schwarzschild BH and in Ref. [35] for the rotating Kerr BHs. Furthermore, it has
been understood that the vanishing of the non-linear static TLN is intimately related to the
presence of underlying non-linear symmetries.

In this paper we address the question of whether the non-linear static TLN vanishes
for Extremal Reissner-Nördstrom (ERN) BHs which generalize Schwarzschild solutions by
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adding the electric charge as an extra charge besides the mass. We will show that the ERN
BHs are indeed responding to the presence of a tidal force and develop a nonvanishing static
TLN. This result is obtained by solving exactly Einstein equations by immersing the ERN
BH in a external gravitational field and is therefore valid at any order in the external tidal
force.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we describe the external spherically
symmetric RN solution. In section 3, we analyze a charged axially symmetric extremal RN.
For small parameters, it may be regarded as a perturbation of the standard RN. This is
analyzed in section 4, where the corresponding Zerilli-Moncrief fields and the corresponding
Love numbers are found. In section 5 we match with the EFT and, finally, in section 6 we
conclude.

2 The Extremal RN BH

Among the most elegant and instructive exact solutions of Einstein’s field equations is the
Reissner–Nordström (RN) BH. It represents a non-rotating, spherically symmetric BH that
possesses electric charge, and serves as a natural generalization of the Schwarzschild solution.
Whereas the Schwarzschild BH is fully characterized by its mass alone, the RN solution is
described by two parameters: the mass M and the electric charge Q. This added degree of
freedom significantly enriches the geometry and causal structure of the spacetime. QNM of
the RN BH have been studied in [36–38].

The RN solution emerges from Einstein’s equations coupled to the source-free Maxwell
equations. It captures the geometry of spacetime outside a charged, non-rotating, spherically
symmetric object. The presence of the electromagnetic field modifies the gravitational dy-
namics in a subtle but profound way. Most notably, the RN spacetime admits, in general, two
distinct horizons: an outer event horizon and an inner Cauchy horizon. These arise provided
the charge is smaller than the mass (|Q| < M). In the extremal case (|Q| = M), the two
horizons coincide, leading to a degenerate horizon with special thermodynamic properties. If
the charge exceeds the mass (|Q| > M), the solution no longer describes a BH, but a naked
singularity—raising questions about cosmic censorship.

The RN BH stands out not just for its mathematical elegance, but also for its physical
implications. It offers a useful setting for investigating a range of theoretical problems, such
as the stability of inner horizons, the behavior of test particles in charged spacetimes, and the
nature of singularities. Furthermore, the extremal Reissner–Nordström BH plays a pivotal
role in studies of BH thermodynamics and quantum gravity, as it features zero surface gravity
and thus vanishing Hawking temperature. These properties make it an important model for
understanding extremality and horizon microstructure in various approaches to quantum
gravity.

Let us consider the gravitational field of a charged object with mass M and electric
charge Q, assuming a static, spherically symmetric spacetime. The corresponding line ele-
ment takes the form

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 + 1

f(r)
dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2) (2.1)

where the f(r) is given by

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+
Q2

r2
. (2.2)
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The associated electrostatic potential is given by

Aµ = Φ(r) δ0µ, Φ(r) =
Q

r
. (2.3)

There is a singularity at r = 0, which is hidden behind the two horizons located at

r± =M ±
√
M2 −Q2. (2.4)

Clearly, the bound
M ≥ |Q|, (2.5)

should be satisfied, since otherwise, there is no horizon and r = 0 is a naked singularity,
violating the cosmic censorship hypothesis. When the bound (2.5) is saturated, i.e.,

M = |Q|, (2.6)

the two horizons coincide with r± =M . This is the particular case of the RN spacetime, the
Extremal RN (ERN) spacetime with metric

ds2 = −
(
1− M

r

)2

dt2 +
1(

1− M

r

)2 dr
2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2). (2.7)

The ERN has a single horizon at rs =M , and its near horizon geometry (r ≈M + ρ) turns
out to be

ds2 = − ρ2

M2
dt2 +

M2

ρ2
dρ2 +M2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2). (2.8)

This is the metric of AdS2×S2, so that the near horizon geometry is a smooth manifold. It
is useful to make the change of coordinates

r̄ = r −M, (2.9)

so that the metric (2.7) is written as

ds2 = − 1(
1 +

M

r̄

)2 dt
2 +

(
1 +

M

r̄

)2 [
dr̄2 + r̄2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2)

]
, (2.10)

whereas, the horizon now is at
r̄ = 0. (2.11)

Similarly, the electrostatic potential turns out to be

Φ(r̄) =
M

r̄ +M
. (2.12)
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3 The Axisymmetric Extremal RN BH

The metric in Eq. (2.10) can be generalized to the general form [39]

ds2 = − 1

(1 + ψ)2
dt2 + (1 + ψ)2

[
dr̄2 + r̄2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2)

]
. (3.1)

and

Φ =
ψ

1 + ψ
, (3.2)

where ψ = ψ(r⃗). Einstein equations are satisfied if

∇2ψ

(1 + ψ)5
= 0. (3.3)

In other words, if ψ obeys the Laplace equation

∇2ψ = 0, (3.4)

on the flat three-dimensional Euclidean space, then Einstein equations are automatically
satisfied. In addition, Maxwell equations are written as

∇⃗
[
(1 + ψ)2∇⃗

(
ψ

1 + ψ

)]
= 0, (3.5)

and are automatically satisfied once Eq. (3.4) holds.
The spherically symmetric ERN corresponds to the spherically symmetric solution

ψ(r̄) =
M

r̄
. (3.6)

Clearly, there are more general solutions to Eq. (3.4) which are not spherically symmetric
but rather axially symmetric. We will refer to such solutions of (3.4) as Axisymmetric
Extremal RN (AERN). As we will see, they describe ERN embedded in external gravitational
environments and therefore they are useful to study the static TLNs. Such solutions are of
the generic form

ψ =
M

r̄
+
∑
ℓ=1

(
Cℓr̄

ℓ +
Bℓ

r̄ℓ+1

)
Yℓm(θ, ϕ). (3.7)

Let us notice however, that the metric of the AERN (3.1) is singular at the points where ψ
satisfies

1 + ψ = 0, (3.8)

so that, care should be taken such that ψ given in (3.7) does not violate (3.8). For the ℓ = 2
case we are interested in, we can take for ψ the following

ψ =
M

r̄
+

Q√
a2 + r̄2 + 2 a r̄ cos θ

+
Q√

a2 + r̄2 − 2 a r̄ cos θ
− 2Q

a

+
Q√

b2 + r̄2 + 2 b r̄ cos θ
+

Q√
b2 + r̄2 − 2 b r̄ cos θ

− 2Q

r
. (3.9)

This describes the solution for an extremal RN BHs residing at r̄ = 0 together with four
other extremal RN BHs sitting at θ = 0 and

z = a, −a, b and − b. (3.10)
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Figure 1. The BH con-
figuration of Eq. (3.9).

The one at r̄ = 0 is the central BH and the others are accom-
panying BHs. Clearly, ψ is positive, and hence the metric (3.1) is
regular everywhere. Eq. (3.9) is written equivalently as

ψ(r̄, θ) =
M

r
+
Q

a

∞∑
ℓ=1

P2ℓ(cos θ)
( r̄
a

)2ℓ
+
Q

r̄

∞∑
ℓ=1

P2ℓ(cos θ)

(
b

r̄

)2ℓ

.

(3.11)
It is easy then to see that in the limit

a→ ∞, b→ 0, (3.12)

such that

Q

a3
= C2 = finite,

Q b2 = B2 = finite, (3.13)

we get that ψ reduces to

ψ =
M

r̄
+

(
C2r̄

2 +
B2

r̄3

)
P2(cos θ). (3.14)

The situation is completely analogous of a conducting sphere
in an external constant electric field, where the later is generated
by similarly by an appropriate limit of two charges at a distance, as in Eqs. (3.12) and (3.13).
In what follows we regard Eq. (3.14) as a regulated limit of a smooth geometry that realizes
the configuration (3.14), so no singularity issue arises. Furthermore, (3.14) should not be
interpreted as an isolated RN black hole. It is the appropriate scaling limit of a system
consisting of two widely separated black holes together with a central cluster of black holes.

4 The AERN as tidal perturbation of ERN

For a small enough Cℓ, Bℓ so that Cℓ ≪ r/(r−M)ℓ+1 and Bℓ ≪ r(r−M)ℓ, the metric (3.1)
becomes

ds2 =−
(
1− M

r

)2
[
1− 2

(
Bℓ

rℓ+1
(
1− M

r

)ℓ + Cℓr
ℓ

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+1
)
Pℓ(cos θ)

]
dt2

+

[
1 + 2

(
Bℓ

rℓ+1
(
1− M

r

)ℓ + Cℓr
ℓ

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+1
)
Pℓ(cos θ)

][
dr2(

1− M
r

)2 + r2dΩ2

]
(4.1)

Similarly, the electrostatic potential becomes:

Φ =
ψ

1 + ψ
=

ψ0

1 + ψ0︸ ︷︷ ︸
Φ0

+
δψ

(1 + ψ0)2
= Φ0 +

(
Bℓ

rℓ+1
(
1− M

r

)ℓ−2
+ Cℓr

ℓ

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+3
)
Pℓ(cos θ).

(4.2)
It can be interpreted as a tidal perturbation of the Papapetrou metric. Notice that the tidal
field formally diverges at large distances, where perturbation theory breaks down. In realistic
situations, the external tidal field behaves as an increasing source only within a limited spatial
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region, and it naturally vanishes as one moves toward spatial infinity. Therefore, assuming
that the tidal field proportional to Cℓ is a small perturbation to the dominant M/r term,

there is no singularity issue. This means that for Cℓ = CℓM−ℓ, we have r ≪M/C1/ℓ
ℓ and the

ψ can be regarded as an approximation of an exact solution as we have already noticed.
However, one should not look simply at the metric but instead at the Zerilli-Moncrief

function, which we will construct in a moment. Employing now the usual parametrization of
δgµν as

δgµν =

(
f H0,

H2

f
, r2K, r2 sin2 θK

)
Pℓ(cos θ), (4.3)

we can read off the metric perturbations of the ERN from Eq. (4.1) as

H0 = H2 = K = 2

(
Bℓ

rℓ+1
(
1− M

r

)ℓ + Cℓr
ℓ

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+1
)
. (4.4)

Similarly, the perturbation of the electrostatic potential δΦ turns out to be

δΦ =

[
Cℓ r

ℓ

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+2

+
Bℓ

rℓ+1
(
1− M

r

)ℓ−1

]
Pℓ(cos θ). (4.5)

The electric field is
Ei = −

√
−g F i0, (4.6)

so that the perturbation of the electrostatic potential δΦ gives rise to a corresponding per-
turbation of the radial electric field

δEr = E sin θPℓ(cos θ), (4.7)

where E is given by

E = Cℓ ℓ(r −M)ℓ+1 − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)Bℓ

(r −M)ℓ
. (4.8)

We can now define the quantities [40–42]

Z1 =
Q1

Λ

√
(l − 1)(l + 2),

Z2 =− 2E − 2M

r

Q1

Λ
, (4.9)

where

Q1 = 2re−2λ [H2 − (1 + r∂rλ)K − r∂rK] + ℓ(ℓ+ 1) rK, eλ =

(
1− M

r

)−1

, (4.10)

and

Λ = (ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2) +
6M

r
− 4M2

r2
. (4.11)

Then, the Zerilli-Moncrief master functions [40, 43] are

Ψ1 =

√
ℓ− 1

2ℓ+ 1
Z1 −

√
ℓ+ 2

2ℓ+ 1
Z2,

Ψ2 =

√
ℓ+ 2

2ℓ+ 1
Z1 +

√
ℓ− 1

2ℓ+ 1
Z2. (4.12)
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After calculations, these turn out to be

Ψ1 =
2Cℓ ℓ

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

(ℓ+ 2)r − 2M
rℓ+2

(
1− M

r

)ℓ+1

, (4.13)

Ψ2 =
2Bℓ (ℓ+ 1)

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(ℓ− 1)

(ℓ− 1)r + 2M
r−ℓ+1

(
1− M

r

)−ℓ

. (4.14)

They should satisfy the (time-independent) Zerilli-Moncrief equation [40]

− d2

dr2∗
Ψi + ViΨi = 0, i = 1, 2, (4.15)

where, for the extreme RN,
dr

dr∗
=

(
1− M

r

)2

, (4.16)

and

V1 =
(r −M)2

r6
[
(ℓ+ 2)r − 2M

]2[ℓ(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)2r4 − 2(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)2Mr3

− 12(ℓ+ 2)M2r2 + 8(ℓ+ 3)M3r − 8M4

]
, (4.17)

V2 =
(r −M)2

r6
[
(ℓ− 1)r + 2M

]2[− 2
(
l3 − 3l + 2

)
Mr3 + 8(l − 2)M3r

− 12(l − 1)M2r2 − (l − 1)2l(l + 1)r4 + 8M4

]
. (4.18)

An equivalent expression for the Zerilli-Moncrief equation is

−
(
1− M

r

)2 d

dr

((
1− M

r

)2 dΨi

dr

)
+ ViΨi = 0, i = 1, 2, (4.19)

Defining now the static TLNs kℓ as the coefficients in the expansion for r ≫M of the linear
combination

aℓΨ1 + bℓΨ2 ∼ rℓ+1

[
1 + · · ·+ kℓ

(
1

r

)2ℓ+1

+ · · ·

]
, (4.20)

for some (to be specified) coefficients aℓ, bℓ, we obtain

aℓΨ1 + bℓΨ2 = 2aℓCℓℓ

√
2ℓ+ 1

ℓ+ 2
rℓ+1

[
1 +

bℓ
aℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ

(
ℓ+ 1

ℓ

)√
ℓ+ 2

ℓ− 1
r−2ℓ−1

]
(4.21)

and thus the TLN is

kℓ =
bℓ
aℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ

(
ℓ+ 1

ℓ

)√
ℓ+ 2

ℓ− 1
. (4.22)

Let us stress at this point that for an isolated RN black hole in an external gravitational
field we have Cℓ ̸= 0 and Bℓ = 0. Indeed, for the ℓ = 2 tidal perturbation described by ψ of
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Eq. (3.14), we have that Qb2 → 0 as b→ 0, so that the second line in Eq. (3.14) is missing.
In this case, the charge Q sources an external tidal gravitational field proportional to C2 in
the particular limit we considered above. However, because the RN black hole is isolated
now, we also have B2 = Qb2 = 0. Thus, we once again confirm that the static tidal Love
number of an isolated extremal RN black hole vanishes, i.e., kℓ = 0.

5 Matching with the EFT

Any object, observed from sufficiently large distances, appears as a point source. Therefore,
we may make use of the point-particle effective field theory (EFT) in order to describe the
properties of a finite-size object from the point of view of an observed located far away from
it. In the EFT approach the tidal Love numbers are defined without ambiguities, which
in the case of General Relativity are caused by non-linearities and gauge invariance. More
specifically, if we consider the point-particle EFT of a massive, charged, self-gravitating
object, the EFT action can be written as [29]

SEFT = Sbulk + Spp + Sfinite-size (5.1)

where

Sbulk =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g(R− FµνF

µν) (5.2)

is the Einstein-Maxwell action describing gravitation and electromagnetism in the bulk,

Spp =

∫
dτ

(
−M

√
gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
+QAµ

dxµ

dτ

)
(5.3)

describes a charged point-particle, and

Sfinite−size =

∞∑
ℓ=1

∫
dτ

[
λ
(E)
ℓ

2ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−1

Eaℓ)T

)2
+
λ
(B)
ℓ

4ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−1

Baℓ)T b

)2
+
λ
(CE)
ℓ

2ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−2

E
(2)
aℓ−1aℓ)T

)2
+
λ
(CB)
ℓ

4ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−2

B
(2)
aℓ−1aℓ)T |b

)2
+
η
(E)
ℓ

ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−1

Eaℓ)T

) (
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−2

E
(2)
aℓ−1aℓ)T

)
+
η
(B)
ℓ

2ℓ!

(
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−1

Baℓ)T b

) (
∂(a1 · · · ∂aℓ−2

B
(2)
aℓ−1aℓ)T |b

)]
.

(5.4)

Here, (· · · )T denotes the symmetrized traceless component of the enclosed indices, Ea and
Ba are the electric and magnetic field

Ea ≡ F0a = Ȧa − ∂aA0 , Bab ≡ Fab = ∂aAb − ∂bAa , (5.5)

and E
(2)
ab , B

(2)
ab are the electric and magnetic components of the Weyl tensor,

E
(2)
ab ≡ C0a0b = −1

2
∂a∂bh00 , B

(2)
ab|c ≡ C0abc =

1

2
(∂a∂bhc0 − ∂a∂chb0) = ∂a∂[bhc]0 . (5.6)
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The tidal Love numbers are therefore defined to be the coefficients of the effective field theory

couplings. There are pure electromagnetic (λ
(E)
ℓ , λ

(B)
ℓ ), pure gravitational (λ

(CE)
ℓ , λ

(CB)
ℓ ) and

mixed gravitational-electromagnetic (η
(E)
ℓ , η

(B)
ℓ ) Love numbers. Focusing in our case, where

the magnetic parts are absent, calculations in the EFT model give the following expressions
for the radial electric field and the linearized Weyl tensor:

Er ∝ rℓ−1Pℓ(cos θ)

[
d̄(E)

(
1− (−1)ℓ

2ℓ
√
π(ℓ+ 1)

ℓΓ(12 − ℓ)
λ
(E)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

)

− c̄(E)(−1)ℓ
2ℓ−1√π(ℓ+ 1)

ℓΓ(12 − ℓ)
η
(E)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

]
, (5.7)

C0r0r ∝ rℓ−2Pℓ(cos θ)

[
c̄(E)

(
1 + (−1)ℓ

(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ(ℓ− 1)

2ℓ
√
π

Γ(12 − ℓ)
λ
(CE)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

)

+ d̄(E)(−1)ℓ
(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ(ℓ− 1)

2ℓ+1√π
Γ(12 − ℓ)

η
(E)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

]
. (5.8)

Given a metric perturbation of the form (4.3) and a electrostatic potential perturbation δΦ,
the expressions for the radial electric and linearized Weyl tensor are given by

Er = −∂r(δΦ), (5.9)

C0r0r = −1

2
∂2r

(
∆

r2
H0(r)

)
+

2M

r2
∂r(δΦ), (5.10)

where ∆ = (r −M)2 for the extremal RN black hole. If we calculate these, we find that

Er =r
−ℓ−3

(
1− M

r

)−ℓ
[
((ℓ+ 1)r − 2M)Bℓ − r2ℓ+1

(
1− M

r

)2ℓ+1

(ℓr + 2M)Cℓ

]
,

(5.11)

C0r0r =− r−ℓ−5

(
1− M

r

)−ℓ
[ (

(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)r2 − 2(2ℓ+ 5)Mr + 8M2
)
Bℓ

+ r2ℓ+1

(
1− M

r

)2ℓ+1

(ℓ(ℓ− 1)r2 + 2(2ℓ− 3)Mr + 8M2)Cℓ

]
.

(5.12)

After a few computations, we can find that in the limit M ≪ r we have

Er =r
ℓ−1Pℓ(cos θ)

[
(ℓ+ 1)Bℓ

∞∑
n=0

(
ℓ+ n− 1

n

)(
M

r

)n

r−2ℓ−1

− ℓCℓ

ℓ+1∑
k=0

(
ℓ+ 1

k

)
(−1)k

(
M

r

)k
]

(5.13)

Since M ≪ r we can approximately keep only the n = k = 0 terms and get

Er ≃ −ℓCℓr
ℓ−1Pℓ(cos θ)

[
1− (ℓ+ 1)

l

Bℓ

Cℓ
r−2ℓ−1

]
. (5.14)
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A similar process for C0r0r yields

C0r0r ≃ −(ℓ+ 1)ℓCℓr
ℓ−2Pℓ(cos θ)

[
1 +

(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ
r−2ℓ−1

]
. (5.15)

These expressions should be compared with eqs. (5.7) and (5.8) in order to extract the TLNs.
A quick glance makes it obvious that, while we have four matching conditions, we have five

unknowns: c̄(E), d̄(E), λ
(E)
ℓ , λ

(CE)
ℓ , η

(E)
ℓ . However, after some algebra, we can get

Er ∝ d̄(E)rℓ−1Pℓ(cos θ)

[
1 +

(
λ
(E)
ℓ +

1

2

c̄(E)

d̄(E)
η
(E)
ℓ

)
fℓ r

−2ℓ−1

]
, (5.16)

C0r0r ∝ c̄(E)rℓ−2Pℓ(cos θ)

[
1 +

(
λ(CE) + 2

d̄(E)

c̄(E)
η
(E)
ℓ

)
qℓ r

−2ℓ−1

]
, (5.17)

where

fℓ = (−1)ℓ+1 (ℓ+ 1)2ℓ
√
π

ℓΓ
(
1
2 − ℓ

) , (5.18)

qℓ = (−1)ℓ
(
ℓ+ 2

ℓ− 1

)
(ℓ+ 1)2ℓ

√
π

ℓΓ
(
1
2 − ℓ

) =

(
ℓ+ 2

ℓ− 1

)
fℓ. (5.19)

If we now define

λ̄
(E)
ℓ =

(
λ
(E)
ℓ +

1

2

c̄(E)

d̄(E)
η
(E)
ℓ

)
fℓ, (5.20)

λ̄
(CE)
ℓ =

(
λ
(CE)
ℓ + 2

d̄(E)

c̄(E)
η
(E)
ℓ

)
qℓ, (5.21)

we obtain

Er ∝ d̄(E)rℓ−1Pℓ(cos θ)
[
1 + λ̄

(E)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

]
, (5.22)

C0r0r ∝ c̄(E)rℓ−2Pℓ(cos θ)
[
1 + λ̄

(CE)
ℓ r−2ℓ−1

]
. (5.23)

Therefore, while it is impossible to determine λ
(E)
ℓ , λ

(CE)
ℓ , η

(E)
ℓ by matching, it is possible

to determine λ̄
(E)
ℓ and λ̄

(CE)
ℓ , i.e. the ”shifted” TLNs by the gravitational-electromagnetic

mixing. Matching with our expressions (5.14) & (5.15) yields

λ̄
(E)
ℓ = −(ℓ+ 1)

ℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ
, (5.24)

λ̄
(CE)
ℓ =

(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ
. (5.25)

Now, all that is left is to equate the two expressions (4.22) & (5.25) (i.e. kℓ = λ̄
(CE)
ℓ ) for the

TLN in order to find the appropriate linear combination of Ψ1,Ψ2. We find that

bℓ =

√
(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ+ 1
aℓ. (5.26)

Therefore, the appropriate linear combination is

Ψ = Ψ1 +

√
(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)

ℓ+ 1
Ψ2. (5.27)
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6 Conclusions

Our construction isolates two irreducible pieces of the static, axisymmetric response of an
ERN BH embedded in a distant, tidal environment. The coefficients Cℓ and Bℓ play con-
jugate roles: Cℓ multiplies the growing, far–zone solution that represents the applied tidal
field of the remote companions, while Bℓ multiplies the decaying, near–zone solution that
encodes the induced multipole. In gauge–invariant language this separation is realized by the
Zerilli–Moncrief master fields, with Ψ1 ∝ Cℓ and Ψ2 ∝ Bℓ. Horizon regularity together with
asymptotic matching selects a unique observable combination (5.27) whose far–zone behavior
determines the measurable response. The entire static polarizability is then governed by one
dimensionless ratio:

kℓ = λ̄
(CE)
ℓ =

ℓ+ 2

ℓ

Bℓ

Cℓ
, (r ≫M) , (6.1)

in exact agreement between the wave–mechanics (Zerilli–Moncrief) and point–particle EFT
descriptions derived in the main text.

In addition, within a transparent perturbative regime (small Bℓ, Cℓ and r ≪ M/C1/ℓ
ℓ ),

we established a one–parameter description of the static polarizability of an ERN black hole
under a geometrically realized, multi–source tide. Isolated black holes retain vanishing static
TLNs. Tidally coupled, multi–source configurations behave as polarizable objects with an
effective response encoded in Bℓ/Cℓ and captured identically by the Zerilli–EFT matching.
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