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Abstract

We investigate the tachyonic instability of Kerr-Newman (KN)
black hole with a rotation parameter a in the Einstein-Chern-Simons-
scalar theory coupled with a quadratic massive scalar field. This in-
stability analysis corresponds to exploring the onset of spontaneous
scalarization for KN black holes. First, we find no a-bound for α < 0
case by considering (1+1)-dimensional analytical method. A direct
numerical method is adopted to explore (2+1)-dimensional time evo-
lution of a massive scalar perturbation with positive and negative α
to obtain threshold curves numerically. We obtain threshold curves
αth(a) of tachyonic instability for positive α without any a-bounds.
We expect to find the same threshold curves αth(a) of tachyonic in-
stability for negative α without any a-bound because its linearized
scalar theory is invariant under the transformation of α → −α and
θ → −θ. In addition, it is found that the scalar mass term suppresses
tachyonic instability of KN black holes.
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1 Introduction

Recently, there was a significant progress on obtaining black holes with
scalar hair by making use of spontaneous scalarization. This corresponds to
an example for evasion of no-hair theorem proposed in [1, 2, 3, 4]. In this case,
the tachyonic instability of bald black holes represents the onset of scalarized
black holes when introducing scalar couplings to the source terms: the Gauss-
Bonnet term for Schwarzschild black hole [5, 6, 7] and Kerr black hole [8]
or Maxwell term for Reissner-Nordström black hole (RN) [9, 10] and Kerr-
Newman (KN) black hole [11]. Source terms might include either geometric
invariant sources of Ricci scalar (R), Gauss-Bonnet term (R2

GB), and Chern-
Simons term (Pontryagin density: ∗RR) or matter invariant source (Maxwell
term: F 2). Here, it is worth noting that R leads to a conformal coupling,
R2

GB takes complicated forms for RN and KN black holes [12], ∗RR is zero
for static Schwarzschild and RN black holes, and F 2 is zero for non-charged
Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes.

The study on tachyonic instability of Kerr black hole in the Einstein-
Chern-Simons-scalar theory with a quadratic scalar coupling was firstly con-
sidered for a massless scalar propgation [13, 14, 15]. It is interesting to note
that this theory differs from the dynamical Chern-Simons gravity in the sense
that the former has a linear scalar coupling to Chern-Simons term [16, 17],
while the latter shows a quadratic scalar coupling to Chern-Simons term.
Hence, the dynamical Chern-Simons gravity could not be a candidate for
spontaneous scalarization. Because its linearized scalar equation is invari-
ant under the transformation of α → −α and θ → −θ, one has recovered
the same threshold curve [logα(a)] which is the boundary between Kerr and
scalarized Kerr black holes for positive and negative α without any a-bounds.
Secondly, considering a massive scalar coupling to Chern-Simoms term [18]
has led to that the scalar mass term suppresses the tachyonic instability of
Kerr black hole.

On the other hand, the tachyonic instability of KN black hole was in-
vestigated in the Einstein-Maxwell-scalar (EMS) theory with positive and
negative scalar coupling to Maxwell term. For the positive coupling α, a 3D
graph [log10 α(a,Q)] was found, which represents the onset surface for the
spontaneous scalarization of the KN black hole without any a-bounds [11].
On the contrary, for negative coupling α, the threshold curves log[−α(a)]
with Q = 0.1, 0.4, 0.7 for spontaneous scalarization which describe bound-
aries between blad KN and scalarized KN black holes with a-bound of a ≥
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0.4142r+ [19]. This implies that the case of α > 0 shows different results
from the α < 0 case in the EMS theory.

In the present work, we wish to investigate the tachyonic instability of KN
black hole in the Einstein-Chern-Simons-scalar theory with a quadratic mas-
sive scalar coupling (ECSs theory). We expect to have the same threshold
curve αth(a) of tachyonic instability for positive and negative α without any
a-bounds because its linearized scalar theory is invariant under the transfor-
mation of α → −α and θ → −θ.

The organization of our work is as follows. In section 2, we will derive
the linearized scalar equation, which is essential for studying the tachyonic
instability of KN black holes. Analytic computation will be done to see
whether any a-bounds for spin-induced KN black hole scalarization exist or
not for the case of α < 0 in section 3. We describe a direct numerical method
to explore (2+1)-dimensional time evolution of a massive scalar perturbation
in section 4. We briefly explain numerical results in section 5 by displaying
three relevant figures. Finally, in section 6, we conclude our result and discuss
some relevant results.

2 Linearized scalar equation

Our action of the Einstein-Chern-Simons-scalar theory with a quadratic
massive scalar coupling (ECSs theory) takes the form

SECSs =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R− F 2 − 1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ+ f(ϕ)∗RR− U(ϕ)
]
, (1)

where ϕ is a scalar field and F 2 = FµνF
µν is the Maxwell kinetic term.

Moreover, the coupling function f(ϕ) is important to control a nonminimal
coupling of scalar ϕ to the CS invariant

∗RR =
1

2
ϵαβγδRµ

νγδR
ν
µαβ. (2)

For simplicity, we introduce a quadratic scalar coupling function f(ϕ) and a
potential U(ϕ) defined as

f(ϕ) = αϕ2, U(ϕ) =
1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2, (3)
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where f(ϕ) satisfies

f(0) = 0,
df

dϕ
(0) = 0,

d2f

dϕ2
(0) = 2α, (4)

and mϕ denotes a mass of the scalar field.
Varying action (1) with respect to the scalar field ϕ vector potential Aµ,

and metric tensor gµν leads to

□ϕ +
df(ϕ)

dϕ
∗RR− U ′(ϕ) = 0, (5)

∇µFµν = 0, (6)

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR = TCS

µν + T ϕ
µν + TA

µν , (7)

TCS
µν = −4∇σfϵσαβ(µ∇βR α

ν) − 4∇α∇βf ∗Rα(µν)β,

T ϕ
µν =

1

2

[
∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
gµν∂

ρϕ∂ρϕ− gµνU(ϕ)
]
,

TA
µν = 2FµρFν

ρ − 1

2
F 2gµν .

Without scalar hair (ϕ = 0), this theory admits the axisymmetric Kerr-
Newman (KN) black hole solution expressed in terms of the Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates as

ds2KN ≡ ḡµνdx
µdxν = −∆− a2 sin2 θ

ρ2
dt2 − 2a sin2 θ(r2 + a2 −∆)

ρ2
dtdφ

+
[(r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ] sin2 θ

ρ2
dφ2 +

ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2dθ2 (8)

with two parameters

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 +Q2 and ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ.

Then, the outer and inner horizons could be found by imposing ∆ = (r −
r+)(r − r−) = 0 as

r± =M ±
√
M2 −Q2 − a2. (9)

At this stage, one requires an existence condition for the outer horizon

M2 −Q2 ≥ a2. (10)
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Curiously, the CS term in the KN background takes a complicated form

∗R̄R̄ =
96M2ra cos θ

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)6

[
(3r2 − a2 cos2 θ)− 2Q2

M
r

]
×
[
(r2 − 3a2 cos2 θ)− Q2

Mr
(r2 − a2 cos2 θ)

]
. (11)

We observe that in the limit of Q → 0, Eq.(11) reduces to that for Kerr
black hole found in the ECSs theory [14]. On the other hand, one finds
that ∗R̄R̄ → 0 in the limit of a → 0, implying that there is no static limit.
Furthermore, we confirm that the CS term becomes parity odd under the
transformation of θ → π − θ because of “cos θ” in the front.

To perform the tachyonic instability of KN black holes, we need to obtain
the linearized scalar equation by linearizing Eq.(5) as(

□̄− µ2
s

)
δϕ = 0, µ2

s = m2
ϕ − 2α∗R̄R̄. (12)

A linearized scalar field acquires an effective mass square µ2
s = m2

ϕ−2α ∗RR,
which depends on r and θ and allows to have negative values near the outer
horizon (see Fig. 1). It may lead to tachyonic instability. Furthermore, It is
important to note that the linearized scalar equation (12) is invariant under
the transformation

α → −α, θ → π − θ. (13)

Hence, one expects that the case of α < 0 is the same as the case with
α > 0 in the KN background (see Fig. 1), as has been confirmed numerically
and analytically in the Kerr black hole background [14]. In the section 3,
therefore, we wish to carry out analytic computation for α < 0 case to find
that there is “no a-bound in the KN background. In the section 4, we will
consider the α > 0 case and study carefully the time evolution of a massive
scalar perturbation to find tachyonic instability.

3 Analytic results for α < 0 case

Before we proceed, we would like to mention that the tacyonic insta-
bility condition of Kerr black holes was found as a-bound of a ≥ 0.5M in
the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet-scalar (EGBs) theory with α < 0 by solving the

5



Figure 1: 3D pictures of effective scalar mass µ2
s(r, θ) for mϕ = 0.25, Q = 0.4

and a = 0.2 with two opposite couplings α = ±2.08. Here, r ∈ [r+ = 1.89, 5]
and θ ∈ [0, π]. They show odd parity under the transformation of α → −α.

(1+1)-dimensional linearized scalar equation [20]. This was confirmed ana-
lytically in [21] and numerically in [22]. This is so-called the spin-induced
black hole scalarization in EGBs theory with negative coupling because this
scalarization has never found in the static black holes. Hence, it is very cu-
rious to check whether such a bound exists or not in the KN background for
the ECSs theory with α < 0.

In this section, we will check that there is “no a-bound” analytically in
the (1+1)-dimensional linearized scalar equation. Hereafter, we set the mass
of KN black hole to be M = 1 for simplicity. As shown in Ref. [23], we can
also introduce two coordinates transformations

dφ∗ = dφ+
a

∆
dr, dx =

r2 + a2

∆
dr. (14)
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Now, we can express Eq.(12) in terms of the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates[
(r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

]
∂2t δϕ− (r2 + a2)2∂2xδϕ− 2r∆∂xδϕ

+2a
(
2r −Q2

)
∂t∂φ∗δϕ− 2a(r2 + a2)∂x∂φ∗δϕ

−∆

[
1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θ∂θδϕ) +

1

sin2 θ
∂2φ∗δϕ

]
+∆

(
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

)
µ2
sδϕ = 0. (15)

At this stage, we wish to introduce a projection of linearized scalar equation
(15) onto a basis of spherical harmonics. Let us consider a decomposition of
δϕ in terms of spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, φ)

δϕ(t, r, θ, φ) =
∑
m

∞∑
l=|m|

ψlm(t, r)

r
Ylm(θ, φ). (16)

We plug this decomposition into Eq.(15) and obtain a coupled (1 + 1)-
dimensional evolution equation for ψlm ≡

∫
rδϕY ∗

lmdΩ[
(r2 + a2)2 − a2∆(1− cmll )

]
ψ̈lm + a2∆

(
cml,l+2ψ̈l+2,m + cml,l−2ψ̈l−2,m

)
+2iam

(
2r −Q2

)
ψ̇lm − (r2 + a2)2ψ′′

lm −
[
2iam(r2 + a2)− 2a2∆/r

]
ψ′
lm

∆
[
l(l + 1) +

2M

r
− 2a2 + 2Q2

r2
+

2iam

r

]
ψlm

+∆
∑
jm′

< lm|µ2
s (r

2 + a2 cos2 θ)|jm′ > ψjm′ = 0. (17)

Here, the overdot (̇) represents a derivative with respect to time t, while the
prime (′) denotes a derivative with respect to x. Different m modes decouple
from one another, whereas the decomposition in spherical harmonics gener-
ates couplings for each l mode to the l±2 modes because of the axisymmetric
nature of the KN spacetime. On the threshold of tachyonic instability, the
last term of ∆

∑
jm′ < lm|µ2

s (r
2 + a2 cos2 θ)|jm′ > ψjm′ can be replaced by a

single term as

∆ < l1m = 0|µ2
s (r

2 + a2 cos2 θ)|l2m = 0 > ψl2m (18)

at asymptotically late times. We note that the onset of spontaneous scalar-
ization is related to an effective binding potential well appearing near the
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outer horizon whose two turning points of rin and rout are determined by
the relation of rout ≥ rin = r+. A critical KN black hole with a = ac is
defined by a boundary between KN and scalarized KN black holes existing
in the limit of α → −∞. In this sense, the mass term m2

ϕ in µ2
s does not

play any roles. This is usually characterized by the presence of a degenerate
binding potential well whose two turning points merge at the outer horizon
(rout = rin = r+) as

< l1m = 0|µ2
s (r

2 + a2 cos2 θ)|l2m = 0 > |r=r+, a=ac = 0 (19)

in the limit of α → −∞. Here, the critical rotation parameter ac is deter-
mined simply by the resonance condition∫ π

0

acr+ cos θA(r+, ac)

(r2+ + a2c cos
2 θ)5

Yl10Yl20 sin θdθ = 0, (20)

where

A(r+, ac) =
[
(3r2+ − a2c cos

2 θ)− 2Q2r+

]
×

[
(r2+ − 3a2c cos

2 θ)− Q2

r+
(r2+ − a2c cos

2 θ)
]
. (21)

In order to solve Eq. (20) for ac analytically, it would be better to introduce
three new variables

â ≡ ac
r+
, X = â cos θ, q =

Q
√
r+
. (22)

Then, Eq.(20) takes the form∫ â

−â

X(3X2 − 2q2 − 1)(X2 − 3− q2X2 + q2)

(1 +X2)5
Yl10(X/â)Yl20(X/â)dX = 0.(23)

In the asymptotic limit of l1 = l2 = l → ∞, one finds Y 2
l0 → δ(θ) around the

poles of θ = 0, π(X = â,−â). In case of X → â, Eq. (23) leads to a condition
of the resonance for â as

â(3â2 − 2q2 − 1)(â2(1− q2)− 3 + q2) = 0 (24)

which implies three solutions as

â = 0,

√
1

3
+

2q2

3
,

√
3− q2

1− q2
. (25)
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Here, we seek for the smallest non-zero value of the black hole spin parameter
â which may allow the existence of nonminimally coupled scalar clouds for the
critical rotation parameter. Taking Q = 0.4, for example, the middle term
of â = ac/r+ =

√
1/3 + 0.32/(3r+) is used to obtain the critical rotation

parameter

ac = 0.8551. (26)

In this case, it may imply the a-bound

a ≥ ac(= 0.8551) (27)

in the KN black hole background. On the other hand, a ≥ ac(= 0) obtained
from â = 0 confirms “no a-bound” and Fig. 3 indicates α-dependent bounds
only. It seems that Eq.(27) represents an enhanced (instability) bound for
scalarization in the ECSs theory with negative coupling parameter. Unfor-
tunately, there is no way to prove this enhanced a-bound numerically in
the KN background for the ECSs theory with α < 0. In the case of Kerr
spacetime (q = 0) [14], one has found a ≥ ac with ac = 0 and 0.866 where
the former represents “no a-bound”, while the latter denotes an unproven
a-bound for scalarization in the ECSs theory with negative coupling param-
eter. Hence, Eq.(27) corresponds to the latter bound. In the case of a scalar
coupled to Maxwell term in the KN spacetime [19], however, one has found
that “a ≥ ac(= 0.6722)” corresponds to a proven a-bound in the EMS theory
with negative coupling parameter. This is spin-induced black hole scalariza-
tion. Therefore, the slowly rotating KN black hole with a < 0.6722 could
not develop tachyonic instability and thus, cannot have scalarized KN black
holes in the EMS theory.

4 Numerical Method

In this section, we wish to describe briefly a numerical method to study
tachyonic instability of KN black hole in the ECSs theory with positive scalar
coupling.

Before proceed, we would like to mention that it is not easy to solve
the partial differential equation (15) directly. In our previous work [11],
we adopted the (2 + 1)-dimensional hyperboloidal foliation method to solve
the linearized scalar equation numerically with positive coupling parameter.
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However, the hyperboloidal foliation method is not suitable for a massive
scalar field. Hence, in the present work we adopt a more direct numerical
method to explore the (2+1) time evolution of the scalar perturbation. After
separating out the azimuthal dependence

δϕ(t, x, θ, φ∗) =
∑
m

δϕ(t, x, θ)eimφ∗
, (28)

the linearized scalar equation (15) reduces to[
(r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

]
∂2t δϕ− (r2 + a2)2∂2xδϕ−∆∂2θδϕ

+2ima(2Mr −Q2)∂tδϕ− 2
[
r∆+ ima(r2 + a2)

]
∂xδϕ−∆cot θ∂θδϕ

+∆
[
(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)µ2

s +
m2

sin2 θ

]
δϕ = 0, (29)

where m is the azimuthal mode number. For rotating solutions, it is not
possible to rigorously separate the l-dependence since different l modes couple
to each other. Therefore, we have to solve Eq. (29) numerically. For this
purpose, it is convenient to rewrite this equation as the (2 + 1)-dimensional
Teukolsky equation [11]

∂2t δϕ+ Axx∂2xδϕ+ Aθθ∂2θδϕ+Bt∂tδϕ+Bx∂xδϕ+Bθ∂θδϕ+ Cδϕ = 0, (30)

where the coefficients are

Att =
[
(r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

]
,

Axx = −(r2 + a2)2

Att
,

Aθθ = − ∆

Att
,

Bt =
2ima(2Mr −Q2)

Att
,

Bx = −2r∆+ 2ima(r2 + a2)

Att
,

Bθ = −∆cot θ

Att
,

C =
∆

Att

[
(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)µ2

s +
m2

sin2 θ

]
. (31)

For Q = 0, Eq. (30) reduces exactly to Eq. (12) in Ref. [18].
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Introducing the following auxiliary fields and dividing them into real and
imaginary parts

Φ ≡ δϕ,

Ψ ≡ ∂xΦ,

Π ≡ ∂tΦ, (32)

Eq. (30) can be rewritten as two coupled equations

∂tΠR = −
(
Axx∂xΨR + Aθθ∂2θΦR

− Bt
IΠI +Bx

RΨR −Bx
IΨI +Bθ∂θΦR + CΦR

)
, (33)

∂tΠI = −
(
Axx∂xΨI + Aθθ∂2θΦI

+ Bt
IΠR +Bx

IΨR +Bx
RΨI +Bθ∂θΦI + CΦI

)
, (34)

where the subscripts R and I denotes the real and image parts of the auxil-
iary fields respectively. For simplicity, the above equations can be rewritten
compactly as

∂tu = (G∂x + Y )u, (35)

where u = (ΦR,ΦI ,ΨR,ΨI ,ΠR,ΠI)
T and

G =


0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 G53 0 0 0
0 0 0 G64 0 0

 , (36)

Y =


0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
Y51 0 Y53 Y54 0 Y56
0 Y62 Y63 Y64 Y56 0

 (37)
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with matrix elements

G53 = G64 = −Axx,

Y51 = Y62 = −(Aθθ∂2θ +Bθ∂θ + C),

Y53 = Y64 = Bx
R,

Y54 = −Y63 = −Bx
I ,

Y56 = Y65 = Bt
I . (38)

Now, the linearized scalar equation (35) becomes a first-order equation in
time. Therefore, the time evolution can be rapidly carried out by adopting
the fourth-order Runger-Kutta integrator, while derivatives in x and θ di-
rections are approximated by making use of the high-order finite difference
formulae.

In the above, we introduced the tortoise coordinate x ∈ (−∞,∞). Two
boundary conditions are set as ingoing (outgoing) boundary conditions at
x = −∞(x = ∞). Numerically, the infinities must be truncated at finite val-
ues, which will inevitably cause spurious reflections from the outer boundary.
Fortunately, we can protect the scalar signal from the pollution of the spu-
rious reflections for a long time by pushing the numerical outer boundary
sufficiently far away. By doing so, we increase the computation time in ex-
change for satisfactorily precise scalar signals. At the poles of θ = 0, π, we
simply impose the boundary conditions of Φ|θ=0,π = 0 for m ̸= 0, whereas
∂Φ|θ=0,π = 0 for m = 0.

To implement the fourth-order Runger-Kutta integrator, we impose a
spherically harmonic Gaussian distribution as an initial condition

Φ(t = 0, x, θ) ∼ Ylm(θ, 0)e
− (x−xc)

2

2σ2 , (39)

where xc represents a location of the center and σ denotes a width of the
distribution. It is worth to point out that although there is one initial mode
with a specified l only, other l modes with the same index m will be activated
during the evolution. It is necessary to consider the influence of l and m of
the initial perturbation. However, we note that the l = m mode will have a
dominant contribution at late times. To our knowledge, similar phenomena
have occurred in other theories. Hence, we choose the initial perturbations
with l = m = 0 only for simplicity. The above numerical scheme has been
successfully implemented in the literatures [18, 19, 22].
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Figure 2: Time-domain profiles of the linearized scalar field |Φ| formϕ = 0.25,
Q = 0.4 and a = 0.3 with four different coupling α. Here, α = 1.35 represents
a threshold value αth. α = 1.37, 1.39 are unstable modes and α = 0 is a
stable mode.
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Figure 3: Similar time-domain profiles of the linearized scalar field |Φ| for
mϕ = 0.5, Q = 0.4 and a = 0.8 with six different couplings α = ∓0.55,∓0.50,
and ∓0.49. Each of three opposite pairs shows similar unstable nature.

5 Numerical Results

In this section, we describe schematic pictures on the influences of scalar
coupling parameter α and scalar mass mϕ on scalar wave dynamics by study-
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ing the (2+1)-dimensional time evolution of a massive scalar perturbation in
the ECSs theory. Considering different coupling parameter α, the time do-
main profiles of the l = m = 0-scalar mode |Φ| are shown in Fig. 2.

A case of αth = 1.35 represents the threshold (marginal) evolution of
tachyonic instability for mϕ = 0.25, Q = 0.4, and a = 0.3. From this figure,
it is easily known that tachyonic instability is triggered once the coupling
constant α exceeds a threshold value αth. Importantly, Fig. 3 indicates
time-domain profiles of the l = m = 0-scalar mode with mϕ = 0.5, Q = 0.4,
and a = 0.8 for six different couplings α = ∓0.55,∓0.50, and ∓0.49.

As was pointed out, one expects that the case of α < 0 is nearly the
same as the case of α > 0 in the KN background because of the symmetry
in Eq.(13). We observe from Fig. 3 that each pair of opposite signs for α
shows similar time-domain profiles |Φ|. Hence, we consider the case of α > 0
for simplicity.

A more clear picture for influences of three parameters (a, α,mΦ) on the
onset of tachyonic instability is depicted in Fig. 4. Formϕ = 0, the scalar field
becomes massless and its threshold curves are located in the lowest for a given
α. This implies that the presence of a positive scalar mass term suppresses
or even quench the tachyonic instability [18, 24]. Considering the existence
condition of the outer horizon Eq.(10), one could determine the upper bound
of a. For Q = 0, 0.4, and 0.8, the maximum values (upper bounds) of a
are given by 1, 0.917, and 0.6, respectively. For α < 0, we expect to obtain
the same graphs as shown in Fig. 4 because of the symmetry under the
transformation Eq.(13). Hence, we do not wish to display the corresponding
pictures for α < 0.

6 Conclusions and discussions

We have investigated the tachyonic instability of Kerr-Newman (KN)
black hole in the Einstein-Chern-Simons-scalar theory with a quadratic mas-
sive scalar coupling (ECSs theory). This analysis corresponds to exploring
the onset of spontaneous scalarization for KN black holes. For this purpose,
we confirm that there is no a-bound for α < 0 case by adopting (1+1)-
dimensional analytical method proposed by Hod [21]. This case contrasts
to the KN black hole found in the Einstein-Maxwell-scalar theory where an
a-bound was known to be a ≥ ac(= 0.6722) [19], whereas this is consistent
with Kerr black hole found in the ECSs theory [14].
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Figure 4: Threshold curves αth(a) for different charge Q = 0, 0.4, 0.8 with
different scalar massmϕ = 0, 0.25, 0.5. All colored curves denote the bound-
aries between stable (lower) and unstable (upper) region. Black solid lines
represent the existence condition (M2 −Q2 ≥ a2) of the outer horizon.

We have performed the (2+1)-dimensional time evolution of a scalar per-
turbation with positive α to obtain threshold curves numerically by choosing
a direct numerical method. We have obtained threshold curves αth(a) of
tachyonic instability for positive α with three different Q = 0, 0.4, 0.8 with-
out any a-bounds. We expect to have the same curves αth(a) of tachyonic
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instability even for negative α with three different Q = 0, 0.4, 0.8 without any
a-bounds because its linearized scalar theory is invariant under the transfor-
mation of α → −α and θ → −θ. In addition, it is shown that the scalar
mass term suppresses tachyonic instability of KN black holes.
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