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Abstract

We perform the stability analysis of the Kerr black hole in the
Einstein-Chern-Simons-Scalar theory with quadratic scalar coupling.
For positive coupling parameter (α > 0), we introduce the (2+1)-
dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method to show that the Kerr
black hole is unstable against scalar-mode perturbation. In case of
α < 0, it is shown that the Kerr black hole is unstable without any
α-independent bound on the rotation parameter a when using the the
hyperboloidal foliation method. The disappearance of the a-bound
is confirmed analytically by implementing the (1+1)-dimensional lin-
earized scalar equation.

1e-mail address: ysmyung@inje.ac.kr
2e-mail address: dczou@yzu.edu.cn

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02375v1


1 Introduction

Spontaneous scalarization is regarded as an important mechanism to obtain
black holes with scalar hair numerically. It was realized in the models where
a scalar field couples either to Gauss-Bonnet term [1, 2, 3] or to Maxwell
term [4] with a coupling function. The appropriate coupling function f(φ)
includes quadratic, exponential scalar functions, and others.

Importantly, the linearly tachyonic instability of static Schwarzschild [5]
or Reissner-Nordström black hole [6] are considered as onset of spontaneous
scalarization. As the instability develops and the scalar grows, nonlinear
terms become important increasingly and quench the instability eventually.
Accordingly, these nonlinear terms control the endpoint and properties of
infinite n = 0, 1, 2, · · · scalarized black holes. It turns out that the n = 0
scalarized black hole is stable, while all excited n = 1, 2, 3, · · · scalarized
black holes are unstable [7].

However, the parity-odd Chern-Simons term is hard to activate these
static black holes because these are parity-even solutions [8, 9]. The Kerr is
a parity-odd solution, implying that it may acquire modifications from the
Chern-Simons term. One notes that Schwarzschild black hole was stable in
the Einstein-Chern-Simons gravity with linear scalar coupling [10, 11, 12, 13].
It shows the reason to “why static scalarized black holes do not appear from
the linear scalar coupling to the Chern-Simons term”.

On the other hand, the spontaneous scalarization of rotating black holes
in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet-Scalar (EGBS) theory with positive coupling
parameter λ2 has been studied in [14, 15]. Here, the rotation parameter a sup-
presses scalarization and this case includes the scalarization of Schwarzschild
black hole (M/λ ≤ 0.587) as the non-rotating limit of a → 0. Recently,
the tachyonic instability condition of Kerr black holes is found as an η-
independent bound of a/M ≥ 0.5 in the EGBS theory with negative cou-
pling parameter η when solving the (1+1)-dimensional linearized scalar equa-
tion [16]. It was confirmed analytically in [17] and numerically in [18]. This
means that the spin-induced scalarized black holes were constructed in the
EGBS theory with negative coupling parameter [19, 20]. Also, there exists
a minimum rotation of amin = 0.5 and below which no instability could be
triggered, irrespective of any values of coupling parameter [21].

In this work, we investigate the onset of rotating scalarized black holes in
the Einstein-Chern-Simons-Scalar (ECSS) theory with quadratic scalar cou-
pling. For positive coupling parameter α, it is meaningful to mention that
the Kerr black hole was unstable under the scalar mode perturbation [22].
Here, we wish to study the onset of rotating scalarized black holes in ECSS
theory with negative coupling parameter. First of all, we will introduce a
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(2+1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method to show the tachyonic in-
stability of Kerr black hole. Further, an analytic approach will be introduced
to investigate whether there is the α-independent bound on a or not in the
ECSS theory with negative coupling parameter.

2 ECSS theory

We start with the ECSS theory given by

SECSS =
1

16π

∫

d4x
√
−g

[

R− 1

2
(∂φ)2 + αφ2∗RR

]

(1)

where ∗RR is the Chern-Simons term

∗RR = ∗Rη µν
ξ Rξ

ηµν (2)

with the dual Ricci tensor

∗Rη µν
ξ =

1

2
ǫµνρσRη

ξρσ. (3)

Although ∗RR is a topological term in four dimensions, but it becomes dy-
namical due to coupling with the scalar. The Chern-Simons term does not
activate a scalar monopole field in the static black hole spacetime, but it
will activate scalar modes in the Kerr black hole spacetime. The coupling
parameter α is now allowed to have positive (α > 0) and negative (α < 0)
except α = 0.

The variations of action (1) with respect to gµν and φ lead to the two
equations as

Gµν =
1

2
∂µφ∂νφ− 1

4
gµν(∂φ)

2 − 4αCµν , (4)

∇2φ = −2α ∗RRφ, (5)

where the Cotton tensor Cµν is given by

Cµν = ∇ρ(φ
2) ǫρσγ (µ∇γRν)σ +

1

2
∇ρ∇σ(φ

2) ǫ ργδ

(ν Rσ
µ)γδ. (6)

Selecting the no-scalar hair (by denoting the “overbar”)

φ̄ = 0, (7)
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Eqs.(4)-(5) imply the axisymmetric Kerr spacetime

ds2Kerr = ḡµνdx
µdxν

= −∆

ρ2
(dt− a sin2 θdϕ)2 +

ρ2

∆
dr2

+ ρ2dθ2 +
sin2 θ

ρ2
[adt− (r2 + a2)dϕ2] (8)

with massM , angular momentum per mass a = J/M > 0, ∆ = r2−2Mr+a2,
and ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ. The outer and inner horizons are determined by
imposing ∆ = 0 as

r± =M [1 ±
√

1− a2/M2]. (9)

In this case, the Chern-Simons term takes the non-vanishing background
quantity as

∗R̄R̄ =
96aM2r cos θ(3r2 − a2 cos2 θ)(r2 − 3a2 cos2 θ)

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)6
, (10)

whose limit of a→ 0 is zero. This implies that there is no contribution from
static black holes.

3 Onset of rotating scalarization

Now, let us introduce the perturbations around the background as

gµν = ḡµν + hµν , φ = 0 + δφ. (11)

The linearized equation to (4) can be written by

δRµν(h) = 0 (12)

with

δRµν(h) =
1

2

(

∇̄γ∇̄µhνγ + ∇̄γ∇̄νhµγ − ∇̄2hµν − ∇̄µ∇̄νh
)

. (13)

The linearized scalar equation around the Kerr black hole leads to
(

∇̄2 − µ2
eff

)

δφ = 0, (14)

where the effective mass is given by

µ2
eff = −2α∗R̄R̄. (15)
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Figure 1: Graphs for ∗R̄R̄ with M = 1 and θ = 0 as function of
r ∈ [r+, 5] and a. From top to bottom, we denote each graph for a =
0.5(r+ = 1.866), 0, 6(r+ = 1.8), 0.7(r+ = 1.714), 0.866(r+ = 1.5), 0.9(r+ =
1.436), 0.99(r+ = 1.141). Surely, a = 0.866 (red curve) is the boundary
between positive and negative values near the outer horizon.

Actually, a stability analysis for the Kerr black hole with (12) is the same
as in the general relativity, implying that there are no exponentially growing
tensor modes. Therefore, the stability of Kerr black hole will be determined
solely by the linearized scalar equation (14) in the ECSS theory. Observing
(10) roughly, its sign would be positive or negative. From now on, we consider
two cases of α > 0 and α < 0.

3.1 α > 0 case

First of all, we examine the ∗R̄R̄-term in (10) from Fig.1. For θ = 0 and
a/M2 ≤ 0.866 with M = 1, ∗R̄R̄ remains positive definite and monotonic
in r. Choosing θ = 0 is closely related to finding the instability bound for
l → ∞-scalar mode in the ECSS theory with α < 0. For a/M2 > 0.866, ∗R̄R̄
becomes negative and thus, the high rotation can make the effective mass
(µ2

eff = −2α∗R̄R̄) less negative or even positive near the horizon for α > 0.
It suppresses the effect of scalarization. However, if one considers the EGBS
theory, this suppressing bound is given by a/M2 > 0.5 [14]. Considering
the opposite case of α < 0, this may be the enhancing (instability) bound
[(a/M) > (a/M)crit = 0.5] for the scalarization in the EGBS theory with
negative coupling parameter. Similarly, (a/M) > (a/M)crit = 0.866 may be
the enhanced (instability) bound for scalarization in the ECSS theory with
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Figure 2: α-dependent instability bound positive α. Shaded region denotes
unstable region, while unshaded region represents stable region by observing
evolution of m = 0(l = 0) scalar mode. Rotating scalarized black holes are
possible to emerge in the shaded region. The starting point (left) of threshold
curve is at [log(0.107), 0.998] and the ending point is at [log(2030.5), 0.00025].

negative coupling parameter.
Now, we compute the late-time tails of a perturbed scalar numerically

in time-domain by employing the (2+1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation
method [22, 18, 21]. Here, we do not wish to describe the details of compu-
tation steps because we have recovered the main results (especially Fig. 6)
in [22] exactly. The Kerr black hole is unstable under m = 0(l = 0) scalar
mode in the certain region of the parameter space (log[α], a), as is shown
in Fig. 2. Our picture shows a bigger unstable region because we include
the region for α ∈ [0.107, 2030.5]. The curve represents the threshold one
which is the boundary between stable and unstable regions. For the points
in the region above the curve (shaded region), there exist unstable scalar
modes and thus, the Kerr black hole is unstable. This region denotes onset
of tachyonic instability, implying emergence of the rotating scalarized black
holes. Clearly, the shaded region in Fig. 2 represents an α-dependent bound
for tachyonic instability. For the points in the region below the curve (un-
shaded region), there exist stable scalar modes and thus, the Kerr black hole
is stable. This region has nothing to do with onset of tachyonic instability.
The shaded region is compared to that of EGBS theory [14] in the sense that
the latter includes the tachyonic instability line on the log[α]-axis for static
black holes in the non-rotating limit of a → 0. In addition, it is hard to
realize the unstable region in the extremal limit of a → 1 for small α. This
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means that the highest rotation excludes the spontaneous scalarization.

3.2 α < 0 case

Recently, it was shown that the tacyonic instability condition of Kerr black
holes is found as a bound of a/M ≥ 0.5 in the EGBS theory with α < 0 by
solving the (1+1)-dimensional linearized scalar equation [16]. This was con-
firmed analytically in [17] and numerically in [18]. This is so-called the spin-
induced black hole scalarization in the EGBS theory with negative coupling
constant because this never occurs in the static black holes. Hence, it is very
curious to see whether such a bound occurs or not in the ECSS theory with
negative coupling constant. First of all, we employ the (2+1)-dimensional
hyperboloidal foliation method to find the m = 0(l = 0) time-evolving scalar
mode. The result displays in Fig. 3 which is the same figure as in Fig. 2.
The shaded region in Fig. 3 represents an α-dependent bound for tachyonic
instability. Importantly, this implies that there is no α-independent bound
for the rotation parameter a to describe the onset of tachyonic instability
when considering −α ∈ [0.107, 2030.5]. This result could be confirmed by
checking “no α-independent bound” analytically in the (1+1)-dimensional
linearized scalar equation. For this purpose, let us introduce a projection of
Eq.(14) onto a basis of spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, ϕ) to obtain the coupled
(1+1)-dimensional evolution equation [16]

[(r2 + a2)2 − a2∆(1− cmll )]ψ̈l

+a2∆(cml,l+2ψ̈l+2 + cml,l−2ψ̈l−2) + 4iamMrψ̇l

−(r2 + a2)2ψ′′

l −
[

2iam(r2 + a2)− 2a2∆
r

]

ψ′

l

+∆
[

l(l + 1) + 2M
r

− a2

r2
+ 2iam

r

]

ψl

+∆
∑

j < lm|µ2
eff [r

2 + (a cos θ)2]|jm > ψj = 0 , (16)

ψl(t, r) ≡
∫

rδφYl0Y
∗

l0dΩ ≡< lm = 0|rδφ|lm = 0 > , (17)

cmjl ≡< lm| cos2θ|jm >

=
δlj
3
+ 2

3

√

2j+1
2l+1

〈j, 2, m, 0|l, m〉 · 〈j, 2, 0, 0|l, 0〉 . (18)

Here < j1, j2, m1, m2|j3, m3 > are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. We note
that the evolution modes of different m decouples because of the axisymme-
try. Also, even l and odd l modes decouple because of the reflection symme-
try. According to the Hod’s approach with m = 0 mode [17], at the onset of
tachyonic instability, the mixed term of ∆

∑

j < lm|µ2
eff [r

2+(a cos θ)2]|jm >
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Figure 3: α-dependent instability bound for negative α. Shaded region de-
notes unstable region, while unshaded region represents stable region by
observing evolution of m = 0(l = 0) scalar mode. Rotating scalarized
black holes are possible to emerge in the shaded region. The starting point
(left) of threshold curve is at [log(0.107), 0.998] and the ending point is at
[log(2030.5), 0.00025]. This picture shows that there is no α-independent
instability bound for a.

ψj can be replaced by a single term as

∆ < l1m = 0|µ2
eff [r

2 + (a cos θ)2]|l2m = 0 > ψl1 (19)

at asymptotically late times.
Importantly, the spontaneous scalarization is related to an effective bind-

ing potential well in the vicinity of r = r+ whose two turning points of rin
and rout are classified by the relation rout ≥ rin = r+. A threshold critical
black hole with a = acrit which marks the boundary between Kerr and ro-
tating scalarized black holes is characterized by the presence of a degenerate
binding potential well whose two turning points merge at the outer horizon
r = r+ as

< l1m = 0|µ2
eff [r

2+(a cos θ)2]|l2m = 0 > |r=rin=rout=r+(acrit) = 0, for a = acrit
(20)

in the limit of α → −∞. In this case, the critical rotation parameter acrit is
determined by the resonance condition of

∫ π

0

ar+ cos θ(3r2+ − a2 cos2 θ)(r2+ − 3a2 cos2 θ)

(r2+ + a2 cos2 θ)5
Yl10Yl20 sin θdθ = 0, for a = acrit.

(21)
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In order to solve Eq.(21) for acrit analytically, one introduces â = acrit/r+
and x = â cos θ. Then, Eq.(21) takes the form

∫ â

−â

x(3 − 10x2 + 3x4)

(1 + x2)5
Yl10(x/â)Yl20(x/â)dx = 0. (22)

One finds easily that this integration is zero for all l1 = l2 = l = 0, 1, · · ·
because the integrand is always an odd function (Y 2

l0 = [(2l+1)/4π]p2l → even
function). It seems that we may not determine acrit for l = 0, 1, · · · modes
by using the Hod’s approach. In the asymptotic limit of l1 = l2 = l → ∞,
Y 2
l0 → δ(θ) around the poles of θ = 0, π. In this case, Eq.(22) leads to a

simple condition for the resonance

â(3− 10â2 + 3â4) = 0 (23)

which solves to give â = 0, 0.577. This implies

( a

M

)

crit
= 0, 0.866 (24)

for the critical black hole rotation parameter. The former confirms “no α-
independent bound” that appeared in the Fig.3, while the second is just the
enhanced (instability) bound [(a/M) > (a/M)crit = 0.866] for the scalariza-
tion in the ECSS theory with negative coupling parameter. At this stage,
it is not easy to prove the existence of this enhanced bound by choosing
l → ∞-scalar mode in the ECSS theory with negative coupling parameter.

On the other hand, for the EGBS theory with negative coupling paramter [17],
the resonance condition leads to

∫ â

0

1− 15x2 + 15x4 − x6

(1 + x2)5
Yl10(x/â)Yl20(x/â)dx = 0. (25)

One found that for l1 = l2 = 0, (a/M)crit = 0.9008, for l1 = l2 = 1,
(a/M)crit = 0.6409, and for l1 = l2 = ∞, (a/M)crit = 0.5. From the last,
one recovers the α-independent bound of (a/M) ≥ 0.5 for tachyonic instabil-
ity [16]. This implies that slowly rotating Kerr black holes with (a/M) < 0.5
could not develop the tachyonic instability and could not have rotating scalar-
ized black holes.

4 Discussions

We have investigated the onset of rotating scalarized black holes in the ECSS
theory with coupling parameter α. For positive coupling parameter (α > 0),
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the Kerr black hole is unstable against scalar-mode perturbation. In this case,
we obtained the α-dependent instability bound shown in Fig. 2. In case of
α < 0, it is shown that the Kerr black hole is unstable (the α-dependent
instability bound shown in Fig. 3) without any α-independent instability
bound on the rotation parameter a. The disappearance of the a-bound is
confirmed analytically as (a/M) > 0 by considering l → ∞-scalar mode in
the limit of α → −∞. In addition, we found the other bound of (a/M) >
0.866 which may be identified with an instability bound for scalarization in
the ECSS theory with negative coupling constant. If this bound occurs really,
it implies that rotating Kerr black holes with (a/M) < 0.866 do not develop
the tachyonic instability and could not obtain rotating scalarized black holes.
However, we could not prove the existence of this bound directly.
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