arXiv:2103.06449v2 [gr-qc] 12 Aug 2021

Slowly rotating black holes and their scalarization

Yun Soo Myung”H and De-Cheng ZoubH

“Institute of Basic Sciences and Department of Computer Simulation, Inje University
Gimhae 50834, Korea
bCenter for Gravitation and Cosmology and College of Physical Science and Technology,
Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, China

Abstract

We study scalarization of slowly rotating black holes in the Einstein-scalar-Gauss-
Bonnet (GB)-Chern-Simons (CS) theory. In the slow rotation approximation of a < 1
with rotation parameter a, the GB term is given by a term for Schwarzschild black
hole, whereas the CS term takes a linear term of a. The tachyonic instability for slowly
rotating black holes represents the onset of spontaneous scalarization. We use the
(2+1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method to show the tachyonic instability
for slowly rotating black holes by considering the time evolution of a spherically
symmetric scalar mode. A threshold (existence) curve is obtained from the constant
scalar modes under time evolution, which means the boundary between stable and
unstable black holes. It is found that the slowly rotating black holes turn out to
be unstable against a spherically symmetric scalar-mode propagation for positive
coupling a. However, we could not find tachyonic instability and any a-bound for

scalarization for negative coupling «.
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1 Introduction

Kerr black holes were used to derive spontaneous scalarization in the Einstein-scalar-Gauss-
Bonnet-scalar (EsGB) theory together with positive coupling [1l 2]. The tachyonic instabil-
ity for Kerr black holes is considered as the onset of spin-induced spontaneous scalarization.
Here, it is interesting to note that the sufficiently high rotations (a > 0.5) suppresses spin-
induced scalarization since the GB term might become negative outside the outer horizon.

Contrastively, the sufficiently high rotations (a-bound of a/M > 0.5) enhance spin-
induced scalarization for Kerr black holes in the same theory with negative coupling [3].
This a-bound was found analytically by considering an [ — oo-scalar mode [4] and numeri-
cally by solving the (2+1)-dimensional evolution equation [5]. Further, any instability was
not triggered when a < 0.5 with M = 1 in the same theory [6]. Consequently, the spin-
induced scalarized black holes were constructed for sufficiently high rotations in the EsGB
theory with negative coupling [7, 8]. We wish to mention again that spin-induced scalar-
ization was realized through scalar couplings to the GB term. However, we have found the
threshold curve for tachyonic instability without a-bound when performing the instability
analysis for Kerr black holes [9] and slowly rotating black holes [10] in the Einstein-scalar-
Chern-Simons (EsCS) theory with negative coupling. This implies that the presence of
a-bound represents a feature of the GB term together with negative coupling.

At this stage, it is very curious to introduce slowly rotating black holes because they do
not allow for sufficiently high rotations of @ > 0.5. These black holes could be obtained by
confining all quantities of interest to first order in a (that is, slow rotation approximation
a < 1). We would like to stress that most black holes are born very slowly rotating [11]. For
example, black holes born from single stars rotate very slowly with a = 0.01 and fairly slow
rotating black holes born from single stars are regarded as those with a < 0.1. So, we expect
that scalarization of slowly rotating black holes does not require a-bound, compared to the
spin-induced scalarization of Kerr black hole in the EsGB theory with negative coupling.

In this work, we will investigate the onset of scalarization for slowly rotating black holes
in the Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet-Chern-Simons (EsGBCS) theory with the scalar cou-
pling parameter a. This theory includes two single terms: the GB term being independent
of a and the CS term depending on a cos §. For our purpose, we need to introduce a setup of
the numerical method. We will use the (2+1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method

to derive the tachyonic instability of slowly rotating black holes for positive coupling «



when choosing a spherically symmetric scalar-mode propagation. On the other hand, it
may imply no tachyonic instability and thus, no a-bound for spontaneous scalarization

when considering negative coupling a.

2 EsGBCS theory for slowly rotating black holes

We start with the EsGBCS theory given by

5= % / Ao/ 7GR~ 5(00) + ad? (R + RR)). (1)

Here we use geometric units of G = ¢ = 1. We wish to describe briefly a significance of our
action (). An action including both topological terms with different linear couplings was
firstly obtained from some superstring models [I2] and the heterotic strings [13]. Also, we
have studied spontaneous scalarization for Schwarzschild black hole in the action including
both topological invariants with different quadratic couplings [14]. Inspired by these, we
introduced the action ().
In Eq. (), the same quadratic scalar coupling function is chosen for two topological
terms: the GB term
Rip = R® — 4R, R" + Ry po R (2)
and the CS term
*RR = %e‘“”“R”

§po

Rgmw : (3)

Varying ([Il) with respect to g,, and ¢ implies Einstein and scalar equations

1 1
G = 50400, = 1900 — 40[V9° () Paps + o, (@)
Vi + 20(Rep + "RR)p = 0, (5)
where P,,,,-tensor is a divergence-free part of Riemann tensor satisfying V, P, = 0.

Also, €}, is the Cotton tensor given by
loa 1 a
Cru = V(¢7) € 7(;LVVRV)U + §vaa(¢2) E(yméR 11)y8 (6)

Choosing ¢ = 0, Eq. (@) reduces to R, = 0 which allows the Kerr spacetime as a

solution written in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

2 e JT 7%
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5 dr® + p*do* + [adt — (r* + a®)d]®.  (7)




Here, we have mass M, angular momentum .J, rotation parameter a = J/M > 0, A =
r? — 2Mr + a?, and p? = r? + a®cos? 0. It is meaningful to note that Eq. () describes
a stationary, axisymmetric, and non-static spacetime. Considering A = 0 leads to the
outer/inner horizons as 7. = M + v/ M? — a2.

In this case, two topological terms for Eq. ([l are given by

48M?(rS — 15r%a® cos? 6 + 15r%a* cos? § — a® cos® 0)

52
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48 M*? 21a? cos? 0
A A, ©)
L == 96rM2%acosd(3r* — 10r?a® cos? 0 + 3a® cos* )
RR = 12
96 M2a cos 6 28a? cos® 0

Here R%5(*RR) is even (odd) with respect to parity transformation: Rig(m —6) = RZ5(0)
and *éé(ﬂ —0) = —*RR. This property plays an important role in conjecturing the
threshold curve for negative coupling « together with the transformation of a — —a. Also,
the second term in Eq. (§)) implies that for negative «, a spherical scalar mode is stable
at low rotations (a < 0.5) whereas it is unstable at sufficiently high rotations (a > 0.5),
implying the a-bound of a > 0.5 with M = 1 for spin-induced scalarization in the EsGB
theory [3].

Taking the slow rotation approximation (a < 1), we introduce the slowly rotating black

hole keeping up to O(a)-order [18] [19]

dsippy = Gudrtdz”
IM dr? 4aM sin® 0
- — (1 — —)dt2 + 1 TQM + 72(d6* + sin? Odp?) + &dtd% (10)
, _2M r

where the last term represents the axisymmetric and non-static spacetime. Hereafter, we
ignore all terms involving higher order than a in all other quantities of interest such that
R ~0, Ry ~ 0, Ry # 0, ---. In this case, the (outer) horizon is given by the
Schwarzschild radius as

ry =2M, (11)
whereas the inner horizon (r = r_) disappears. Up to O(a)-order, two topological terms

are given by two single terms as

(12)



and

“RR ~ 288M:7a COSQ. (13)
We wish to mention that Eq. (I2) is just the term for the Schwarzschild black hole, while
Eq. ([@3) is a linear term which approaches zero as a — 0. It clear from Eq. (I2)) that
there is no unstable spherical scalar mode of [ = m = 0 for negative coupling o because the
second term of 21a* cos® 0/r? in Eq. (8) disappears. This might imply no a-bound of a > 0.5
appeared in the Kerr black hole in the EsGB theory with negative coupling a. On the other
hand, considering Eq. (I3)), the instability of the spherical mode is determined mainly by
acos . This means that the rotation a plays a role in determining the instability of slowly
rotating black holes, implying o > ayy(a)-bound for positive coupling «. These indicate
different features of two topological terms when making the slow rotation approximation. In
the slow rotation approximation, the GB term provides the property of the static solution,
while the CS term gives the property of non-static solution. This explains that the scalarized
Schwarzschild (slowly rotating) black holes could be found from the GB (CS) coupling, but
these are never found from the CS (GB) coupling.

Before we proceed, let us briefly mention the tachyonic instability on the non-rotating
black holes. If a = 0, Eq. ([I0) reduces to the line element for Schwarzschild black hole

(SBH)

dsipn = Gudatdz”
2M dr? )
= — (1 - T)dt2 + —m + 72(d6* + sin” Odp?). (14)

In this background, one has a linearized scalar equation

_ 96 M?

Considering

6p(t,r,0, ) = @emlﬁm(& ©), (16)

and introducing a tortoise coordinate r, = r+2M In(r/(2M) — 1) defined by dr, = dr/(1—
2M /r), the radial equation of (IH]) leads to the Schrodinger-type equation

@ + |w? — VSBH(T)]U(T) =0, (17)

2
dr?



where the potential Vsgy(r) is given by

i) - (1 5[ 50

In the case of s(l = 0)-mode, from [,y drVsgu(r)/(1 —2M/r) < 0, we obtain a sufficient

condition of an unstable bound on the coupling parameter « [15]

(18)

=0 > 0.4167M2. (19)

However, ([I3)) is not a necessary and sufficient condition for instability. In order to de-
termine the tachyonic instability precisely, one has to solve the second-order differential

equation numerically
d*u

el L Ve (r) [ u(r) = 0, (20)
which may allow an exponentially growing mode of e%(w = i€)) as an unstable mode.
Here we choose two boundary conditions: a normalizable solution of u(oo) ~ e % at

infinity and a solution of u(2M) ~ (r — 2M)** near the horizon. Actually, the bound for
tachyonic instability is less than (I9]) and given by « > 0.3628 with M = 1. This shows
that small @ < 0.3628 is not enough to trigger the tachyonic instability. The unstable
region will be represented by a red-line on the a-axis in the GBCS-threshold curve. The
spontaneous scalarization of SBH was studied in the EsGB theory [15], 16, 17] and the
EsGBCS theory [14].

Finally, we would like to mention that the s(I = 0)-mode analysis is not enough to
deduce stability /instability because the analysis for higher mode with [ > 1 is necessary to
be performed. In this case, from (I8]), there exists a positive contribution of I(I + 1)/r? to
the potential with [ = 0. It is worth noting that Vsgy with [ > 1 indicates potential barrier
[see (Left) Fig. 1] for fixed a = 0.6, whereas it shows potential well in the near horizon [see
(Right) Fig. 1] with o > 0.6 for fixed [. This implies that the | = 1-mode may be stable
even for the unstable region (o > 0.3628) of the | = 0 mode. We note that the shapes
of potential Vgpy with [ = 0 for @ < 0.5 are similar to (Right) Fig. 1. Analytically, the
sufficient condition for instability could be derived from [}y, drVspu(r)/(1 — 2M/r) < 0 as

al. > 0.4168 4 0.83331(1 + 1), (21)
which means that increasing [ makes increasing a-bound. Explicitly, it implies for [ =1
o=t > 2.0833, (22)

which is large than the lowest bound of I = 0 given by (19).
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Figure 1: Potentials Vgpy around SBH: (Left) Vsgy with different [ for fixed a = 0.6.
(Right) Vsgn with different « for fixed [ = 1, showing potential wells in the near horizon.

Here we choose M = 1.

3 Unstable slowly rotating black holes

To explore the onset of scalarization for slowly rotating black holes, the perturbations

(hyuw, 6¢) propagating around the slowly rotating black hole background are introduced as
Gy = G + P, ¢ =0+ 06 with ¢ =0. (23)

The linearized equation to ({]) takes a simple form like the general relativity as
dR,.(h) ~ 0, (24)

where

0Ruw(h) = = (V'V,uhyy + V'Vl — V?h,, —V,V,h). (25)

DO | —

The linearized scalar equation is important to test the stability of slowly rotating black

holes and it is given by

(V2 us) o0 =0 (26)

with an effective mass composed of two terms

pag = Hep + pes = —2aRgs — 2a *RR(a). (27)

It is helpful to note that a tensor-stability analysis for the slowly rotating black hole with

Eq. (24) is the same as in the general relativity. One might not find unstable tensor modes
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Figure 2: 3D graphs of p%; for a=0.05 with positive o (Left) and a= 0.05 with negative «
(Right) including r € [ry = 2,5] and 6 € [0, 7]. The red, green, and blue surfaces represent
a = 0.3, £ 0.4 and +1.0, respectively. For positive o (Left), the potential wells are
deeper and deeper as « increases while the potential barriers are higher and higher as —a«

increases for negative v (Right).

propagating around the slowly rotating black hole background [20]. Hence, the stability of
slowly rotating black hole will be determined totally by the linearized scalar equation (26])
in the EsGBCS theory. We remind the reader that pp(uég) is variant (invariant) under a
combined transformation of &« — —a and 6§ — 7 — 6 [21I]. From now on, we consider the
case of a > 0.

We find from Eqs. ([I2) and (I3) that R%y is always positive and decreasing with
r (being independent of a), while *RR(a) is an odd function with respect to cos. We
observe from (Left) Fig. 2 that pZ; indicates negative regions outside the horizon. The
potential wells are deeper and deeper as « increases. It seems that these may provide the
tachyonic instability. At this stage , we note that small negative p¢|o—0.3 is not sufficient
to trigger the tachyonic instability whereas large negative p¢|o—; is sufficient to trigger the
tachyonic instability. On the other hand, from (Right) Fig. 2, the negative « case suggests
positive regions outside the horizon, implying no instability. However, the above is a rough
estimation to see the instability even for positive o because p?; depends « as well as a.
We note that the threshold curve ay,(a) for slowly rotating black holes depends on a. It
will be determined precisely by carrying out numerical computations. As an example, after
computing the threshold of instability ay,(a = 0.05) = 0.3627, we know that it is stable for
a(=0.3) < oy, while it is unstable for a(= 0.4,1) > a4y.

Let us briefly mention the (241)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method to solve Eq.



([26) numerically [22]. Firstly, we introduce the ingoing Kerr-Schild coordinates {t, 7,6, }

by considering the coordinate transformations

. 2M
di = dt + Ardr, dp = dp + %dr. (28)
Considering separation of variables
So(t,r,0,p) = Zumt'rﬁ me (29)

Eq.([26) leads to a (2+1)-dimensional Teukolsky equation as
A2, + AT 0D, + AT 0Pty + APtk + B O, + BT Oytty + BBty + Cty, = 0 (30)
with coefficients

A = 2 oMy, AP =AMy, A=A, A% = 1,

; 2
B'=2M, B" = =(a®*— Mr) — 2ima, B’ = —cotf, (31)
T

m? 2(a®> — Mr)  2ima

C = 7 e’

sin?f r
As the second step, we wish to solve Eq. ([B0) by adopting the hyperboloidal foliation
method [23] with compactified horizon-penetrating hyperboloidal (HH) coordinates {7, p, 8, ¢}
In this case, Eq. ([B0) could be rewritten as

Pty = A0, 0ptty + AP D2, + AP Oty + BT 0t + BPOpti, + B Ot + Ciy = 0, (32)

where coefficients appeared in [6]. Finally, introducing a momentum II,,, one finds two

coupled first-order equations as

Ortlyy, = Iy, (33)
01, = B, + A0,IL, + A Puy + A% fus, + BP0y, + B’ Ogtiy, + Ctiy. (34)

The p and #-differential equations are solved by using the finite difference method,
whereas the time (7) evolution is obtained by applying the fourth-order Runge-Kutta inte-
grator. Using the HH coordinates leads to the fact that the ingoing (outgoing) boundary
conditions at the horizon (infinity) are satisfied automatically. Furthermore, the boundary

conditions at the poles are given as t,,|g—o = 0 for odd m and Jyui,|e—o» = 0 for even m.
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Figure 3: Time evolution of a scalar mode log,, |uoo(7, p = 6M, «)| for a = 0.15 with three
different o. a = 0.36 represents stability (), @ = 0.3625 denotes threshold (—), and
a = 0.364 represents instability (). The middle curve represents the threshold point at
a =0.15in Fig. 4.

One introduces a Gaussian function [ug, (7 = 0,p,60) ~ lm(@)e_%] localized at
p = p. outside the horizon as an initial data for w;,. In addition, we may have an initial
boundary condition of I1;,,(7 = 0,p,0) = 0 if Eq. ([B3) holds at 7 = 0. Here, we take
pe = 6M with M = 1. Observers are assumed to be located at p = 6M and 0 = 7 /4.

The mode coupling may occur because the slowly rotating spacetime is not spherically
symmetric. This implies that different -modes with the same m are not independent and
thus, coupled to each other. However, it is suggested that the [ = m will become dominant.
As an example, the late-time dominant mode is the mode with [ = m = 0 among the
processes starting with [ = 0,1,2 and m = 0 [22]. This means that the [ = m = 0
case is always a dominant mode whatever the initial mode is chosen. Concerning the
range for a, we confine ourselves to 0 < a < 0.3 including fairly slow rotating black
holes (0 < a < 0.1) because we are considering the slowly rotating black holes. Also, we
expect that the GBCS-threshold curve a@ = ayy,(a) being the boundary between stable and
unstable black holes may exist around o = 0.3628 because R%y in () is dominant in the

slow rotating approximation.
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Figure 4: GBCS-threshold (existence) curve a = ay(a) being the boundary between stable
and unstable slowly rotating black holes is obtained from observing time evolution of [ =
m = (-scalar mode for positive a. The dashed line denotes the upper limit for fairly slow
rotating black holes (0 < a < 0.1). Also, it includes the stable and unstable (red-line:
a > 0.3628) Schwarzschild black holes on the a-axis found from the GB term only.

Here, we take a spherically symmetric mode of [ = m = 0 as an initial mode. As
is shown Fig. 3, the time evolution for log,, |ug (7, p = 6M, )| provides stability (),
threshold (—), and instability () with increasing time (7).

From Fig. 4, we find a threshold curve a = oy, (@) which is the boundary between stable
and unstable black holes based on the constant scalar modes [log,q |uoo(T, p, )| ~—]. We
observe that the GBCS-threshold curve decreases very slowly as a increases and it hits the
a-axis at a = 0.3628 when a = 0. The region for fairly slow rotating black holes denotes
0 < a < 0.1 and the upper limit is represented by a dashed line at a = 0.1. The unshaded
lower region [av < ayp(a): no growing mode] represents stable slowly rotating black holes,
while the shaded upper region [ > ay,(a): growing mode] denotes the unstable slowly
rotating black holes. Also, Fig. 4 includes stable (o < 0.3628) and unstable (red-line:
a > 0.3628) Schwarzschild black holes on the a-axis which is derived from the GB term
solely. If one uses either [ = m = 1 or [ = m = 2 as initial modes, the stable region
(unshaded lower region) will be increased, compared to the | = m = 0 case.

At this stage, we consider the case with negative coupling a. In this case, there is no

tachyonic instability for scalarization because p2g has positive region outside the horizon for
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negative «a (see (Right) Fig. 2). Also, this implies the absence of a-bound for spontaneous
scalarization.

Finally, we would like to mention the superradiant instability, which is known to exist
at high rotations for constant real masses [24} 25] 26, 27]. Further, superradiance appears
if bosonic waves with angular momentum are amplified when scattered by a spinning black
hole, which spins down the black hole. Superradiant scattering could develop into an
instability since the the bosonic field is confined near the black hole by its constant mass. It
is worth noting that superradiant instability may occur with nonconstant effective mass [2§].
In our work, however, the tachyonic instability is more plausible to occur than superradiant
instability because rapid falloffs of (I2)) and (I3)) are present [3]. More precisely, this is
because ([2) and (I3) make a potential well but not a potential shape with barrier-well-

mirror which provides quasibound states for superradiant instability [25] 29].

4 Discussions

It is very curious to note that most black holes born from single stars rotate slowly. We have
performed spontaneous scalarization of slowly rotating black holes in the EsGBCS theory.
The fairly slow rotating black holes represent the cases with 0 < a < 0.1 [II]. In the slow
rotation approximation with a < 1, the GB term is a larger term for Schwarzschild black
hole while the CS term takes a smaller linear term of a-rotation parameter, implying that
its tachyonic instability is determined mainly by the GB term. The tachyonic instability
for slowly rotating black holes implies the onset of spontaneous scalarization.

The (2+1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method is used to show the tachyonic
instability of slowly rotating black holes when considering a spherically symmetric scalar-
mode propagation ug. The time evolution for log,, |ue(T, p, )| indicates stability (),
threshold (—), and instability () with increasing time (7) shown in Fig. 3. It is shown
that slowly rotating black holes are unstable against a spherically symmetric scalar-mode
of [ = m = 0 for positive coupling o only. To this end, we have constructed a threshold
curve @ = ayy(a) in Fig. 4 which is the boundary between stable and unstable black holes
based on the constant scalar modes [log;, |uoo(T, p, )| ~—].

For negative coupling, there is no tachyonic instability for scalarization since uZ; has

positive region outside the horizon. Additionally, we could not find the a-bound for spin-

12



induced scalarization obtained from the Kerr black hole in the EsGB theory. However, we
propose that the a-bound for spin-induced scalarization of Kerr black holes will be shifted

from a > 0.5 to a lower bound due to the CS term in the EsGBCS theory with negative
coupling [30].
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