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Abstract

We study the stability of five-dimensional Myers-Perry black holes with
equal angular momenta which have an enlarged symmetry, U(2). Using this
symmetry, we derive master equations for a part of metric perturbations which
are relevant to the stability. Based on the master equations, we prove the
stability of Myers-Perry black holes under these perturbations. Our result
gives a strong evidence for the stability of Myers-Perry black holes with equal
angular momenta.
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1 Introduction

Recently, higher dimensional black holes have attracted much interest [1]. In addi-
tion to Myers-Perry black holes |2, which have been found as the higher dimensional
generalization of Kerr black holes, there are many exotic black holes in higher di-
mensions [3—-11]. It is quite important to study the stability of these black holes.

The stability of higher dimensional Schwarzschild black holes has been shown [12—
14]. For Myers-Perry black holes, the stability analysis is more difficult because of
the difficulty of separation of gravitational perturbation equation.! Nevertheless,
there have been several works on the stability analysis. In the case of Myers-Perry
black holes with equal angular momenta in odd dimensions higher than five, it was
shown that the special modes can be reduced to single ordinary differential equa-
tions. For these specific modes, the stability has been shown [32]. In the case of
five-dimensional Myers-Perry black holes with equal angular momenta, we have de-
veloped a method of analyzing the stability by focusing on the spacetime symmetry
U(2) [33]. This method has been proved to be useful for the stability analysis of
other U(2) symmetric black holes [34,35]. The purpose of this work is to study the
stability of five-dimensional Myers-Perry black holes with equal angular momenta by
making use of our method. We extend the previous stability analysis of Myers-Perry
black holes with equal angular momenta [36].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In §2 we introduce Myers-Perry
black holes with equal angular momenta and discuss the spacetime symmetry. In §3|
we explain how to find master variables with which one can deduce single ordinary
equations. In §4, the master equation for most symmetric mode is derived. The
stability for this case is analytically shown. In §5l the master equations for other
modes are derived and the stability of Myers-Perry black holes for these modes is
numerically shown. The final section is devoted to conclusions. In Appendices [Al
and Bl detailed calculations for deriving master equations are shown.

2 Myers-Perry black holes with equal angular mo-
menta and their symmetry

In this section, we introduce five-dimensional Myers-Perry black holes with equal
angular momenta and clarify the symmetry of the spacetime.

The metric is given by?
dr* 7

G0 + Z{4a+a_ + ()} + i—l; <dt + g<73>2 : (1)

ds® = —dt?
S + 5

!The separability of geodesic Hamilton-Jacobi equations, Klein-Gordon equations and Dirac
equations in the Myers-Perry spacetime have been shown in Refs. [15-31].

2In our previous work [33], we used a different coordinate. To put the metric into this form, we
need the coordinate transformation r2 + a? — r2 and a change of the parameter m — 2p.



where , -
H Ha
Glr)=1——= 9
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and parameters p and a are defined for > 0 and a® < p/2. Here, we define the
invariant forms o (a = 1,2,3) of SU(2) satisfying the relation do® = 1/2¢%0? A o°
as

o' = —sin1df + cos 1 sin Od¢ |
0% = cosdf + siny sin Odg |
0® = dip + cos0dg (3)

and made a combination

1
o 5(01 Fio?) . (4)
The coordinate ranges are 0 < 0 < 7, 0 < ¢ < 27, and 0 < ¢ < 4w. The dual

vectors of 0 are given by

e1 = —sinYdy + cos;ﬂ s — cot 0 cos Py, ,
ey = an(z) — cot §sin 0y ,

=0y, (5)

and, by definition, they satisfy the relation ofe; = 7.
The horizon r = r, is found by solving G(r.) = 0, namely,

= p 4/ p(p — 2a?) . (6)

The angular velocity of the horizon is given by

a

In term of 7, and Qp, the two parameters (a, i) in the metric (Il) can be rewritten
as )

1 r

2 +

=7riQ =—_— 8

G R T T a2 ®)
We see the the upper bound of the angular velocity,

1
Qp < —— = Qmax | (9)

\/§7"+

Apparently, the metric () has the SU(2) symmetry characterized by Killing
vectors &, , (@ = z,y, 2):

9

coS ng

&y = —sin g0y —|— 0
£ =20y . (10)

Oy — cot 0 cos pOy



The symmetry can be explicitly shown by using the relation £, 0® = 0, where L,
is a Lie derivative along the curve generated by the vector field &,. From the metric
(), we can also read off the additional U(1) symmetry, which keeps part of the
metric, 0o, invariant. Thus, the symmetry of five-dimensional degenerate Myers-
Perry black hole becomes SU(2) x U(1) ~ U(2).* The Killing vectors es, &, &, and
¢, constitute the symmetry, i.e., e3 is a generator of U(1) and &, (o« = z,y, z) are
generators of SU(2).
Let us define the two kinds of angular momentum operators

La = iga > Wa = 1€, ) (11)
where o, 3,--- =x,y,zand a, b, - - - = 1, 2, 3. They satisfy the commutation relations
[Lom LB] = 'éeaﬁ'yL'y s [Waa Wb] = _'éeachc s [Lon Wa] =0 5 (12)

where €,3, and €4, are antisymmetric tensors that satisfy €23 = €. = 1. Note
that L? = L2 = W2, The symmetry group, U(2) ~ SU(2) x U(1), is generated by
L, and Wj5. Here, we should note the fact that

Ly,0F =+0%, Ly,c®=0. (13)

Let us construct the representation of U(2). The eigenfunctions of L? are degen-
erate, but can be completely specified by eigenvalues of other operators L, and Wj.
They are called Wigner functions and are defined as

L*D}, = J(J+1)D%y . L.Djyy =MD}y, , WsD%y =KDy, (14)

where J = 0,1/2,1,3/2--+ and MK = —J,—J + 1,---,J. From Eqgs. (I4]), we
see that D%, forms the irreducible representation of U(2) ~ SU(2) x U(1). The
Wigner functions are functions of (6, ¢,1) and satisfy the orthonormal relation:

s 2 4
/ dﬁ/ dgﬁ/ di/)SlIlHDIJ(M(e, ¢,1D)D}]</f§w(9,¢, 1/1) = 6JJ’5KK’5MM’ . (15)
0 0 0
The following relations are useful for later calculations

W+DIJ{M - iEKD}]{—l,M ’ W—D}]ﬂw - _i€K+1D}]<+1,M ) W?»D}]{M - KDIJ(M y
(16)
where we have defined Wy = Wy £iWs and e = /(J + K)(J — K + 1). From this
relation, we obtain the differential rule of Wigner functions as

8+D}]<M = 6KD}]<_1,M ) 8—D}](M = —€K+1D}]<+1,M ) 83D}](M = —iKD}]<M , (17)

where we have defined dy = €'.0; and 05 = €40;.

3The spacetime () also has a time translation symmetry generated by 9/9t. Because of this
symmetry, we can separate the time dependence of fields as oc e=**. However, this is obvious and
we will not pay much attention to this symmetry hereafter.



3 A way to find master variables

For the stability analysis of the Myers-Perry black hole (), it is necessary to find
master equations for metric perturbations. Because Myers-Perry spacetime ([I]) has
the U(2) symmetry, a group theoretical method with a twist can be used |[33,37].
In this section, we explain a way to find master variables. Once the master variables
are found, we can deduce the master equations from the gravitational perturbation
equations

1
6Gru = 5 [V Vhy + V¥ lsy = Vs = Y,V
— 9w (VPN hyy — V?h — R hyy) — Rhy] =0, (18)

where V, denotes the covariant derivative with respect to g,,, and we have defined
Gy — Guv + hyw and h = g hy,,.

Now, we consider the mode expansion of h,,. The metric perturbation can be
classified into three parts, hag, ha; and h;; where A, B =¢,r and i,j = 0, ¢,v. They
behave as a scalar, vector and tensor for coordinate transformations of 8, ¢ and 1,
respectively. The scalar h4p can be expanded by Wigner functions immediately as

hap = Z Iap(@*) D (') . (19)

Here, we have omitted the indices J and M because the differential rule of Wigner
function (I7) cannot shift J and M and therefore the modes with different eigen-
values J and M are trivially decoupled in the perturbation equations.

To expand the vector part hy;, we need an elaborate method. First, we change
the basis {0;} to {e®}, that is, ha; = ha,of where a = 4, 3. Then, because hy, is
scalar, we can expand it, using Wigner functions as

hai(z") = hay(x “)0~+ +ha-(2")o7 + hag(a")o}
= Z h +DK 1+ hA ( )U;DK_H + h§3($A)O'?DK] . (20)

In the expansion of ha,, ha_ and h a3, we shift the index K of Wigner functions, for
example, hy, is expanded as ), hE +Dg_1. The reason is as follows. The invariant
forms 0% and ¢® have the U(1) charge +1 and 0, respectively (see Eq. (I3)), while
Wigner function Dy has the U(1) charge K (see Eq. (I4])). Therefore, by shifting
the index K, we can assign the same U(1) charge K to U;_DK_l, 0; D41 and 03 Dg
in Eq. (20).

The expansion of tensor part h;; can be carried out in a similar way as

hij(z") = Z [thraja;rDK_g + th_U;LUj_DK + thga;ra?DK_l
K
+hE o; 0; Dicyo + 2h"307 02 Dicyr + higolo? D] . (21)
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To assign the same U(1) charge K to each term, we shift the index K of Wigner
functions.

Substituting Egs. (I9), (20) and (2I) into the perturbation equations (I8]), we
obtain the equations for each mode labelled by J, M and K. Because of U(2)
symmetry, different eigenmodes cannot appear in the same equation.

It is interesting that we can find master variables from the above information.
First, we should note that coefficients of the expansion have different indices K and,
therefore, coefficients of components h%i5, b, and h% are restricted as follows:

byt hay,hys | hap,hasg,hy— hsz | ha,h 3 h_—
K—2|<J||K—-1]<J K[ <J K+1<J|[K+2[<J

For example, for the J = 0 mode, we can classify the metric perturbation as follows:

his | hayshis | hag, has, ho— hss | ha— hs h_—
K =2

K=1

K=—1

K=-2

In the above table, variables in each row can couple with each other. Apparently,
h4+ are decoupled, hence, it is straightforward to obtain the master equation for
these variables. Other variables, (hay,hi3), (hap,has, hi_, hs3) and (ha_,h_3), are
coupled in each set. However, after fixing the gauge degrees of freedom, we have
the master equation for each set. In total, there are five master equations, which
matches the physical degrees of freedom of the tensor perturbations at this level.
We can continue this analysis. For J = 1/2 modes, we have the following table:

hiy | hay,hys | hag hag,hyhsz | ha,h 3 h__
K =572
K=3/2| K=3/2
K=1/2] K=1/2
K=-12 |K=-1/2
K= 32 K=_3/2
K= 52

From the above analysis, we see that (J,M, K = 4(J + 2)) modes are always
decoupled. Each mode can be reduced to the single master equation. Thus, we
have shown that we obtain an infinite number of master equations for the metric
perturbations, although they are not everything.

Because of the relations h* = = hyy, hl_ = hay and h*; = hys, we see that
(J, M, —K) modes are complex conjugate of (J, M, K) modes. Therefore, we will
assume K > 0 in the following sections.



4 Stability analysis for (J =0, M =0, K =0) mode

In the previous section, we showed how to find master variables. In this section, we
will derive the master equation for the J = M = K = 0 mode and show the stability
for this mode. The stability for this mode has previously been shown in Ref. [36].
However, we will show the stability again using our formalism.

For the (J = 0,M = 0, K = 0) mode, we must consider metric components
Pty Py By Bz, s, by and hss. We set hy,, as

hydztdx” = Re{e_w [htt(r)dt2 + 2hy, (r)dtdr + Ry, (r)dr® 4 2hys(r)dto®
+ 2h,3(r)dro® + 2hy_(r)otoT + has(r)oe®] ), (22)

where Re represents the real part of a complex quantity. With the gauge parameters

€a(z") = Refa(r)e™"} . &(a") = Re{&(r)e™™'a}} (23)
the gauge transformations for those components are given by
Ohy = —2iwé; — M?)(mfr )
r
4p , pua
N - _ope
5h’t7” - gt T3G(T’) gt ngT’ + TSG(T) 53 )
2uaG(r .
Shes = — 2900 e e,
r
/ 4:“’(T2 — 2@2)
-9 B e
5h’7“7“ 57” + T5G(’r) 57“ 9
e ;o 2(rt = 2ur? — 2ua?)
Ohrs = 7‘3G(r)£t & r5G(r) S
Ohy_ =rG(r), ,
rt — 2ua?®)G(r
gy — L 2ED (24)

23

where ' = 0, and ¢ represents the gauge transformation defined by dh,, = V&, +
V.&,. The following gauge conditions fix the gauge degrees of freedom completely:

htt:07 h’t3:07 h33:O’ (25)

Substituting Eqs. (22) and (25]) into Eq. (I8]), we obtain a set of ordinary differ-
ential equations. These equations can be found in Appendix[Al Eliminating hy,, h,,
and h,3 from these equations, we obtain the Schrédinger-type master equation,

d*®,
dr?

+ Vo(r)®o = w’ Py , (26)



where we define the new variable

(r* — 2ua®) (r* + 2ua®)'/4
r3/2(3r4 + 2ua?) L

Q)

and the tortoise coordinate

(r* + 2ua)'/?

dre = G(r)r?

dr . (28)

The potential Vj is given by

G(r)

4(3r* 4 2pa?)?(r* + 2pa?)3r?
+ 13927 + 5400p2a*r"® + 58083 a*r'® + 2608.°a’r®

+ 60804 a’r® — 2064 a®r* + 32p°a’r® — 160p°a™] . (29)

Vol(r) = (31572 + 162pr"® + 2430 pa’r'

To prove the stability, we must show the positivity of V4. The typical profiles
of Vi shown in Fig. [l indicate that the potential is always positive. In fact, the
positivity can be proved from the expression (29)). To see the positivity of Vy(r), we
focus on 7% r* and r¥ terms in the big bracket in Eq. (29). After dividing them by
164a®, we collect them as

£(r) = 3801 — 12067 — 10" . (30)
If f(r) is positive, Vo(r) is also positive. From Eq. (@), we see u < r2 and o < 1% /2.
Therefore,

129 5 129
f(r) > 380r° — Tﬁ ‘- 57& =313r° + 7r‘*(r2 — i)+

This proves the stability for the J = M = K = 0 mode.

2 6
2(r —r+)>0 (31)

5 Stability analysis for K # 0 modes

5.1 Master equation for (J =0,M =0,K = 1) mode

As we have shown in §3] for the (J =0, M = 0, K = 1) mode, we have to consider
components hy, h., and hyz, namely,

hydatde” = Re{2ht+ (t,r)dtot + 2h,(t,r)dro® + 2h 3(t,7) 3}

With the gauge parameter & (2#) = Re{&,(t,7)o; }, the gauge transformations for
these components are given by

4z,ua 2ipa?

. , 2
Ohey =8+ +—&, Ohpy =& — ;€+ ; Ohys=—1&, (33)



r/ry

Figure 1. Typical profiles for the potential Vj are depicted. From top to bottom,
each curve represents the potential for Qg /QF* = 0.1,0.7,0.9 and 0.99. We see the
positivity of these potentials.

where = 9/t and ' = 9/0r. To derive the master equation, it is convenient to use
the action instead of equations of motion (I8). The action for metric perturbation
in a vacuum is given by

§—2 / &x/=g [~V h,, V'R + ¥V AV
+ 2V, h, VYR — 2N 7D, VY], (34)

where we use the unit 167G5 = 1; here G5 is the five-dimensional Newton’s constant.
Now, we define gauge invariant variables,

ht+ i7’2 . 2 hr+ )

=— his — —h .= *hys) . 35
Ji = 2 +2,ua2 +3 7 s f 2NCL2(T +3) (35)

In term of these variables, the action (34) becomes

1 4 2?)
5= [ dtar [—\fr R+

4 _ 42
+ua(r a®)

rd

Ifr\2+2ua1m{7’( LS AR }]

In the above action, there are two fields f; and f.. However, f; is not the physical
degree of freedom. Therefore, we can eliminate it from the action and get the master
equation. In Appendix [B] we show the details. As a result, in terms of the new
variable

32 (rt 4 2ua®)'/ r(rt + 2ua®)

he (710 + 2pa?r6 + p2ab)1/2 4 (fr =10+ z'uarfr} ’ (37)




the master equation can be obtained as

_ d*®,

02 +Vi(r)®; = [w —2Q,(r))*®, , (38)
where ) ) 4(5 ‘g 2)G( )
ua a“r=(or® + bua T
O(r) = 1 s (11— 10 2,6 2.6 ) (39)
r* + 2pa 4(r10 + 2ua?rb + p2ab)
and
G
Vi(r) = (r) [35r32 + 18ur® + 310ua®r*®

42 (rd 4 2pa2)3(r10 4 2ua?rS + pi2ab)?
+ 160p2ar?® 4+ 1192%a*r** + 2p%a* (1520 — 75a%)r?* 4 30682 a’r*°
— 644%a8(2p + 15a2)r'® + 5208 a®r'® — 16u*a® (30 + 133a2)r™*
+ 3ua* (14240 + 5a®)r'? — 1654p°a ™ + 2p5a'? (432 + 25a%)r®
— 168%™ r® + 684°a’®r" — 24p"a'*r 4 56p7a""] . (40)
We used the tortoise coordinate defined in Eq. (28). In Eq. (38)), we separated the

t dependence of ®; by the Fourier transformation ®;(t,7) = e=“'®;(r).
The asymptotic forms of 4 (r) and Vi(r) are

Q(r) =0 (r—o0), Q(r)—=Qy, (r—ry) (41)

and
Vi(r) =0, (r—ry,00) (42)

where Q is the angular velocity of the horizon defined in Eq. (). Therefore, the
asymptotic form of the solution of master equation (38) becomes

By — e (r o 00), By — eH@TH - (p ) (43)

Before discussing the stability for this mode, we shall derive the master equation
for (J, M, K = J + 2) modes. The stability analyses of both cases will be discussed
simultaneously.

5.2 Master equations for (J, M, K = J + 2) modes
To obtain the master equations for (J, M, K = J 4 2) modes, we set h,, as

hyw (a#)datdz” = Re [hy i (t,r)Dy(a')ato™] | (44)

where Dj = Dy_;,,. This hy, field is gauge invariant. Substituting Eq. (4] into
Eq. (34)) and using the differential rule of Wigner functions ([I7)), we obtain the action



for the K = J + 2 mode,

1 rt 4+ 2ua® G(r i(J+2)pa ., o
S = —/dtd?” {7M|h+—i—|2 - ( )|h/++|2 - M(h—i--l—hq--k - h++h++>

4 4r3G(r) Ay rG(r)
1 _ 8 2 6
+ TllG(r){ (J+1)(J+2)r°+2u(J*+3J + 1)r

+2u(2u + (J + 4)a®)r* — 12p°a°r® + 8p*a* fhys|?| , (45)

where the asterisk denotes the complex conjugate. We can derive the equations
of motion for (J, M, K = J + 2) modes from the above action. Defining the new
variable

r* 4+ 2ua?)V*
Pyt = %h—k—i— ) (46)
we obtain the master equation,
Py B 9
T a2 + Viga(r)®re = [w — 2(J + 2)Qypa(r) " @2, (47)
where 5
na
Qyia(r) = T 2t (48)
and
G
Viyga(r) (r) (4] +7)(4J 4+ 5)r*2 + 18ur'® + 2ua*(16.J% + 32.J + 5)7°

- 4r2(rt 4 2pa?)3
— 40p2a’r® — 4p2a*(16J + 35)r* + 8pPa’r® — 40p”a®] . (49)
We separated the ¢ dependence of ® ;.5 by the Fourier transformation ® ;. o(t,7) =

e_i‘*’tCI)JH (’f’)
Since the asymptotic forms of Q;,5(r) and V;,o(r) become

Qyio(r) =0 (r—o00), Qio(r) = Qy, (r—ry) (50)

and
Viea(r) =0, (r—ry,00) (51)

we get the asymptotic form of solution of master equation (47) as

Fiwrs

Dy 9 —e , (r—o0), Py — eFHw=2J+2) 2}

(r—ry) (52)
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5.3 Method to study the stability of K # 0 modes

Since the master equations for K # 0 modes are not of the Schrodinger type, we
cannot show the stability for these modes from the positivity of the potential as was
done in the case of the J = M = K = 0 mode. Here, we will follow the method
used to show the stability of Kerr black holes [32,38].

To discuss the master equations for (J =0,M =0, K = 1) and (J, M, K = J+2)

simultaneously, we write the master equations as

ALY
dr?

+ Vie(r)®xc = [w — 2KQue(r) P . (53)

For K = 1 and K = J + 2, the above master equations reduce to Eq. ([B8) and
Eq. (1), respectively.

Now, we will examine if there exists a quasi-normal mode with Imw > 0 in
the system. Because of the time dependence hy,, oc e ™! the existence of such a
mode implies instability of the system. Recall that the boundary conditions for
quasi-normal modes are given by

P — 6—i(w—2KQH)m ’ (7, N T’_,_)

D — Zoe™™ . (r — 0) (54)

Namely, the wave function must be ingoing at the horizon and outgoing at infinity.

To study the stability using the master equation (53], we start with the assump-
tion that Myers-Perry black holes are stable for sufficiently small angular velocity
Qp. This is a natural assumption because the higher dimensional Schwarzschild
black hole is stable [13]. In fact, in the limit of @ — 0, the master equation (53]
takes the Schrodinger form and the positivity of the potential is easily seen. Under
this assumption, for small Qg, the imaginary part of the quasi-normal frequency
must be negative, Imw < 0. Now, if there exists instability, a quasi-normal mode
with Imw > 0 will appear at some point as we increase (2. This means that one
of quasi-normal modes must cross the real axis in the complex w plane for some
Qpg. Therefore, if the black hole is unstable for large €2y, there must be a critical
value Qp = Q% for which there exists a mode with Imw = 0 under the boundary
condition (54)). We look for such Q.

For the numerical analysis, it is convenient to define quasi-normal modes as
follows. Given the ingoing wave at the horizon,

e e N ) (55)
we generally obtain the wave function at infinity as
Pg = Zow™™ + Zipe ™™ | (1 — 00) (56)

where Z,,; and Z;, are constants. Hence, quasi-normal modes are defined by the
condition Zi, = 0.

11



For the purpose of searching for Q¢ we take w to be real. In this case, the
Wronskian of @ is conserved, that is,

r=ro

d
o [ %%‘DK] -0 (57)
* r=ri

for any r; and 5. We take r; = r, and r9 = oco. Then, from Eq. (7)), we obtain
the relation,
2Ky — w = w|Zyw|?, (58)

where we used the boundary condition (54)). Since the master equation (53) is
invariant under w — —w and a — —a, we take w > 0. Then, from Eq. (58], we
obtain the inequality

0<w< 2Ky . (59)
We should recall that Qg must also satisfy Eq. [@). We will search for Q% in this
region.

5.4 WKB analysis

Before the numerical analysis, we study the master equation (53) using the WKB
approximation. Let us define

Vi (r) = Vie(r) — (w — 2K Qg (r))? . (60)

If Vi < 0 everywhere, one of the WKB solutions of the master equation (53) is

Dy ~ exp (i/dr*ﬁ> . (61)

The asymptotic form of this solution becomes

—i(w—2KQp)rs
)

Qi —e (r—ry)

Py — ™ (r — o0) (62)

where we use Eq. (59). Equation (62) nothing but the boundary condition (54). On
the other hand, if there is a region satisfying Vi > 0, the WKB analysis leads to
| Zout/ Zin| ~ 1. Thus, the condition

V(r) <0 forall r (63)

can be considered as a rough criterion for the existence of instability. Let us look at
the potentials ‘71 and ‘72 shown in Fig. 2l The potential ‘72 tends to be negative for
large Qy and w. For K > 2, we find a similar behavior to that of ‘72 In the case of
‘71, however, a positive region remains even for sufficiently large w and y. From
the results of these WKB analyses, we can speculate that the (J =0,M =0, K = 1)
mode is stable and the (J, M, K = J+2) modes might be unstable for large Qy and
w. With this intuition, we shall perform numerical calculations.

12
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Figure 2: Vi and V, fo~r Qp /> = 0.99. We see that Vs tends to be negative for
large w. However, for Vi, a positive region remains even for sufficiently large w.

5.5 Numerical analysis

Now, we must solve Eq. (53) numerically. We integrate this master equation from
r1 = (1.0 + 107%)r, to ro = 100.0r, with the initial condition ®x = exp(—iwr,)
at r = ry. This is nothing but the ingoing boundary condition at the horizon. At
r = ry, we checked the ratio of the amplitudes of ingoing and outgoing modes:

2(w, Q) = | Zows /| Zual? - (64)

We calculated this ratio for each w and Qg in domains (@) and (B9). If Z;, = 0 at
r = ry for some w and Qy, the function Z(w, Qy) would diverge. This would be a
signal of instability. We plot

Znax(Qp) = (max Z(w, Q) (65)
in Fig. Bl For (J =0,M = 0,K = 1), we see Zpn.x ~ 1. It is expected from the
WKB analysis in the §5.41 For (J, M, K = J + 2), the figure shows that Z,,, takes
a maximal value at Qy = QF**. This behavior is also expected from the results of
the WKB analysis in the previous subsection. Taking a look at Fig. 3 at least for
Op < Qmax 7 «(Qp) is finite. Therefore, we conclude that Myers-Perry black
holes are stable when Qp < Q.

6 Conclusions

We have studied the stability of five-dimensional Myers-Perry black holes with equal
angular momenta. Utilizing the symmetry of these solutions, SU(2) x U(1) ~ U(2),

4Note that, in the maximally rotating case, the outer and inner horizons are degenerate and
the spacetime structure changes from that in the Qg < Q}** case. Therefore, we must analyze
the case of Qy = QF** separately.
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Figure 3: Function Zy,. () for (J =0, M =0, K = 1) mode and (J, M, K = J+2)
modes. We see that Zy,, is finite for Qpy < QF**.

we have identified the master variables with which the perturbed equations can be
reduced to master equations. By analyzing the master equations, we have shown the
stability of Myers-Perry black holes with equal angular momenta. Strictly speaking,
we have not shown the stability of Myers-Perry black holes completely, because we
analyzed restricted modes. Empirically, however, the instability appears in the lower
eigenvalue modes. For example, the Gregory-Laflamme instability appears in the
s-wave. Therefore, our results for (J =0, M =0, K = 0,41, £2) modes give strong
evidence for the stability of Myers-Perry black holes.

In this paper, we considered the Myers-Perry black holes with equal angular
momenta. There are several qualitative arguments for the stability of general Myers-
Perry black holes. In the case of D > 6, the argument goes as follows. The Myers-
Perry black hole with one rotating axis reduces to a black brane solution in the
limit of large angular momentum. Since Gregory-Laflamme instability occurs in the
black brane system [39], we can speculate that the Myers-Perry black hole with one
large angular momentum is unstable in the (D > 6)-dimension [40]. In the case
of D = 5, we cannot use the above argument. Instead, we can use the fact that
the black ring solution is thermodynamically more preferable than the Myers-Perry
black hole with one large angular momentum in order to infer the instability of
the five-dimensional Myers-Perry black hole with one large angular momentum [4].
Although these arguments seem to be reasonable, the direct dynamical analysis must
be performed to achieve the final conclusion.

The Myers-Perry black holes can be generalized to those with the cosmological
constant, the so-called Kerr-AdS spacetimes [41-43|. Our method is also applicable
to five-dimensional Kerr-AdS black holes with equal angular momenta. It is interest-
ing to investigate such a case from the point of view of the AdS/CFT correspondence.
From the thermodynamics of CF'T,, which is a dual theory of five-dimensional Kerr-
AdS spacetime, instability can be expected for Kerr-AdS spacetime [43,44]. On the
gravity side, there are several works on the stability of Kerr-AdS spacetime. In

14



the case of 4-dimensional Kerr-AdS spacetime, the superradiant instability has been
found [45,46]. In odd dimensions higher than five, the same instability of Kerr-AdS
black holes with equal angular momenta has been shown to exist [32]. In the case of
a D > 7-dimensional Kerr-AdS black hole with one rotating axis, it has been shown
that the superradiant instability appears in the tensor-type perturbation [47]. How-
ever, there is no work on the stability analysis of five-dimensional Kerr-AdS black
holes (except for a massless case [48]). It is of interest to study the stability of
five-dimensional Kerr-AdS black holes using our formalism.
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A Gravitational perturbation equations for J = M =
K =0 mode

In the following, we list the components of the Einstein tensor for the (J =0, M =
0, K = 0) mode.

4iwpi*a®
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From 0G4 = 0G,, = 0G,3 = 6G,_ = 0, We can eliminate hy., h,, and h,3, and
obtain the master equation (26]).
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B Derivation of master equation for (J = 0,M =
0, K =1) mode

First, we should note there is a nondynamical variable f; in the action (B6). This
means there are constraints. To treat the constraints properly, it is convenient
to adopt a Hamiltonian formalism [49]. From the action (B6]), one can read off a
Lagrangian as

L =Ifs = fiP + Pl AP + O£
—ie?{(fo = INT = (fo = L) 1Y +ie®(ffy = [E 1) - (73)
Here, to simplify the calculation, we have introduced the notations

A r(rt+2ua?) 5 Apta

‘ T O
A2a2(r? — o2
e’ = ,ua(rs a), eP =par , e =4pa . (74)
r

The conjugate momenta of f,., f are given by

oL A g / - D

T, =—— =¢€"(fr — +e” fr
oF (fr = 1) f
oL A g / - D

mo=—=c"(fy — fi)" —ie" f. 75
57 =y i (75)

The above momenta satisfy the following canonical commutation relations,
{fT’(t> T)a W:(t> T,)} = {f:(ta T)> 7TT’(t> T,)} = 5(T - T,) ) (76)

where { , } represents a Poisson bracket. Taking the variation of the Lagrangian
(((3) with respect to f;, we obtain the constraint

fi=e P(—n. +ieff,) . (77)
The Legendre transformation gives the Hamiltonian
Ho =, f; + 5 fr = L
= Ammy — P fify = (€ = VNS f  fy

el A fr = fr) — e (fufy = fEf) (78)
Using the constraint equations, we obtain the physical Hamiltonian

Hphys — e Amat 4+ e Brlal 4 (BB O 4 DAY g o
_I_ ZeE—B(ﬂ-;f: —_ 71-7/“*](‘7”) + ieD_A(']TTf: _ W:fr) ’
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where total derivative terms are omitted. We obtain the following equation of motion
for the physical variable:

fr = e 41, — (e BrlY +i(eP~Bf,) — ieP=Af,

i o= (2B @ 4 2PN — i Bl — el A, (80)

We obtain the master equation for the (J =0, M = 0, K = 1) mode by eliminating
the variable f, from Eq. (80).
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