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We report on the potential occurrence of a numerical instability in the long-time simulation

of black holes using the Baumgarte-Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura formulation of numerical rel-

ativity, even in the simple set-up of a Schwarzschild black hole. Through extensive numerical

experiments, we identify that this “late-time instability” arises from accumulated violations

of the momentum constraint. To address this issue, we propose two modified versions of

the so-called conformal covariant Z4 scheme, designed to propagate momentum constraint

violations without damping. Our results demonstrate that these alternative formulations,

which we refer to as CCZ4’ and CCZ3, effectively resolve the late-time numerical instability

not only in Schwarzschild spacetimes but also in black hole spacetimes with matter fields.

Notably, by preventing damping of the momentum constraint violation, the Hamiltonian

constraint damping can be significantly increased, which plays a crucial role in stabilizing

long-term evolution in our proposed schemes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recent observational breakthroughs in black hole physics [1–3] underscore the need for stable,

long-time numerical relativity simulations to study black hole evolution, particularly in systems

affected by weak instabilities characterized by very long time scales. Investigating the evolution

of such systems through numerical relativity cannot only provide gravitational wave templates for

experiments, but also help explore and understand their theoretical properties [4–7].

A remarkable example of such weak instabilities is the superradiant extraction of mass from

a spinning black hole by a massive probe scalar field [8, 9]. In this process, the mass of the

scalar field serves as a reflective outer boundary, enabling continuous mass extraction from the

black hole, leading to the formation of a scalar cloud encircling it [10]. However, the growth

rate of such superradiant instabilities is extremely slow, posing significant numerical challenges for

studying the long-term evolution of this phenomenon [11, 12]. To evade this issue, research on

the non-linear evolution of these set-ups has shifted to scenarios involving a charged scalar field

around a charged black hole or a massive vector field around a spinning black hole, where the
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instability rates are significantly faster [13, 14]. Despite this advantage, the studies still require

robust numerical techniques capable of simulating long-term evolution. It has been shown, for

instance, that a saturated cloud of massive vectors can radiate slowly through gravitational wave

emission over time-scales extending to about 105 in units of the initial black hole mass, as the hole

spins down and exits the superradiant regime [14]. In addition to superradiance, weak non-linear

instabilities have also been reported in spacetimes featuring a stable light ring [15, 16]. Numerical

studies suggest that exotic compact objects may experience light-ring instabilities after long-term

evolution [16]. Conversely, simulations indicate that black holes with multiple photon spheres

appear free of such instabilities, even after extended evolution [7], although again diagnosing this

outcome is only possible by means of long-term simulations.

One of the most remarkable developments in numerical relativity has been the Baumgarte-

Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura (BSSN) formulation [17, 18], which is widely used for its accuracy

and stability in simulating black hole evolution, particularly for modeling binary mergers and

computing gravitational waves [4–6]. The BSSN formalism is based on the construction of a

conformal connection as an evolution variable in a specific coordinate system, in order to ensure

strong hyperbolicity through the application of the momentum constraint equation. Subsequently,

the BSSN formulation has been generalized to a covariant form by introducing a reference metric

[19–22]. This generalized scheme allows for the definition of a covariant and conformal connection,

facilitating black hole evolution in coordinate patches that optimize computational efficiency.

On the other hand, the BSSN formulation does not propagate Hamiltonian constraint viola-

tions. To address this limitation, the so-called conformal covariant Z4 system (CCZ4), and the

related Z4c, have been proposed, in which constraint violations are promoted to dynamical vari-

ables [23–25]. The CCZ4 formulation effectively converts the violations of the Hamiltonian and

momentum constraints into wave propagation equations. In contrast, the Z4c formulation focuses

solely on propagating the Hamiltonian constraint violation, preserving a structure closer to the

BSSN formulation [25, 26]. Similarly to the generalized BSSN formulation, the CCZ4 formulation

has also been extended to a fully covariant form by introducing an additional reference metric [27–

29]. While the CCZ4 formulation has demonstrated higher accuracy in simulating binary neutron

stars compared to the BSSN formulation, it suffers from non-linear numerical instabilities when

applied to black hole spacetimes. As shown in previous studies [27, 30], these instabilities can

be alleviated by adequately introducing damping for the constraint violations. However, a key

observation is that the damping effect must not be excessively strong to avoid the emergence of

further numerical instabilities.
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The purpose of this paper is to develop a numerical scheme that ensures stable, long-term

evolution and can be applied to studying the ultimate fate of systems afflicted by the aforementioned

weak instabilities. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we review several

numerical schemes for solving the time evolution of the Einstein equations, and introduce two new

proposals specifically tailored for long-term numerical stability, which we dub CCZ4’ and CCZ3

schemes, which are characterized by the propagation of the violations of the momentum constraints

without damping. In Section III, we demonstrate that the CCZ4’ and CCZ3 formulations enable

stable evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole over time-scales up to 105 in units of the black hole’s

mass. Section IV explores the application of these schemes to the fully non-linear evolution of

matter fields in black hole spacetimes, showing that the CCZ3 formulation appears to offer the

highest degree of stability and accuracy for studying systems with weak instabilities. We close with

a summary of our findings and conclusions in Section V. Throughout this paper, we adopt units

with G = c = 4πϵ0 = 1.

II. NUMERICAL SCHEMES FOR EVOLVING THE EINSTEIN EQUATIONS

To numerically evolve the metric variables, we adopt the fully covariant and conformal formu-

lation of the Einstein field equations in the context of the damped Z4 (CCZ4) system [23, 30].

The CCZ4 scheme is specifically designed for numerical relativity simulations, where the Einstein

equations are reformulated to improve the numerical stability and accuracy. In this system, the

Einstein equation is extended to

(4)Rµν + 2∇(µ
(4)Zµ) − κ1

[
2n(µ

(4)Zν) − (1 + κ2) gµνn
ρ(4)Zρ

]
= 8π

(
Tµν −

1

2
gµνT

)
, (1)

where (4)Rµν is the four-dimensional Ricci tensor associated with the metric gµν , ∇µ is the covari-

ant derivative, and Tµν is the stress-energy tensor (with T ≡ Tµ
µ). Here, the four-vector (4)Zµ

quantifies deviations from the Einstein equation, particularly important for keeping track of con-

straint violations during numerical evolution. When (4)Zµ = 0, the system reduces to the standard

Einstein equation. The constants κ1 and κ2 are damping parameters introduced to control the

magnitude of (4)Zµ in numerical simulations. The normal vector to the three-dimensional spatial

hypersurface Σ is denoted by nµ, pointing along the time evolution of the foliation Σ in the future

direction.

In the 3+1 decomposition of spacetime, the line element is expressed in terms of ADM variables
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as

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij
(
dxi + βidt

) (
dxj + βjdt

)
, (2)

where α is the lapse function, βi is the shift vector, and γij is the induced physical metric on Σ.

The normal vector is given by nµ = (−α, 0, 0, 0), or nµ =
(
1/α,−βi/α

)
.

Using Bianchi identities, taking the divergence of the modified Einstein equation (1) yields a

propagation equation for (4)Zµ,

□(4)Zµ = −Rµν
(4)Zν − κ1∇ν

(
nµ

(4)Zν + nν
(4)Zµ + κ2gµνnσ

(4)Zσ
)
, (3)

which governs the evolution of constraint violations (4)Zµ. In weakly curved spacetimes, this

approximates a standard damped wave equation. Here, κ1 and κ2 serve as damping factors aimed

at suppressing the amount of violation of the constraints. In the 3+1 decomposition, (4)Zµ is split

into components along the normal vector nµ and directions tangential to the spatial hypersurface

Σ,

Θ = −nµ
(4)Zµ, Zi = γµi

(4)Zµ, (4)

where the projection operator is γνµ = δνµ + nµn
ν . Similarly, the stress-energy tensor Tµν is decom-

posed as

ρ = nµnνTµν , Si = −γµi n
νTµν , Sij = γµi γ

ν
j Tµν . (5)

From Eq. (3), the evolution equations for Θ and Zi in terms of the ADM variables read

∂⊥Θ =
α

2

(
R+K2 −KijK

ij − 16πρ
)
− αΘK + αDiZ

i − Zi∂iα− ακ1 (2 + κ2)Θ, (6)

∂⊥Zi = α
(
DjK

j
i −DiK − 8πSi

)
+ α∂iΘ− 2αKj

iZj −Θ∂iα− κ1αZi, (7)

where ∂⊥ ≡ ∂t − Lβ and Kij ≡ −Lnγij/2 is the extrinsic curvature of the hypersurface Σ. In the

absence of constraint violations (i.e., (4)Zµ = 0), the ADM Hamiltonian and momentum constraints

of general relativity are recovered as

H =
1

2

(
R+K2 −KijK

ij
)
− 8πρ = 0, (8)

Mi = DjK
j
i −DiK − 8πSi = 0. (9)

Comparing Eqs. (8) and (9) with Eqs. (6) and (7), it is evident that Θ characterizes the Hamiltonian

constraint violation while Zi measures the momentum constraint violation. Therefore the evolution
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equations for Θ and Zi (Eqs. (6) and (7)) describe the propagation of constraint violations during

numerical simulations.

In this paper, we focus on the fully covariant and conformal formulations of numerical relativity.

To achieve a conformal formulation, the spatial metric γij is decomposed as

γij = e4ϕγ̄ij , (10)

where e4ϕ is the conformal factor. In addition, we impose Brown’s Lagrangian condition ∂tγ̄ = 0,

where γ̄ represents the determinant of the conformal metric γ̄ij [19]. In this conformal formalism,

the extrinsic curvature is rescaled as

Āij = e−4ϕ

(
Kij −

1

3
γijK

)
. (11)

To implement a fully covariant formulation, a reference metric γ̂ij is introduced as a fixed back-

ground that remains static throughout the simulation. Using this reference metric, a covariant

connection is defined by the difference

∆Γi
jk ≡ Γ̄i

jk − Γ̂i
jk, (12)

where Γ̄i
jk is the connection associated with the conformal metric γ̄ij and Γ̂i

jk is the connection

associated with the reference metric γ̂ij .

Collecting all equations in this formulation we arrive at the following CCZ4 system [20, 27]:

∂⊥γ̄ij =
2

3
γ̄ij

(
αĀk

k − D̄kβ
k
)
− 2αĀij , (13)

∂⊥Āij =e−4ϕ
[
−2αD̄iD̄jϕ+ 4αD̄iϕD̄jϕ+ 4D̄(iαD̄j)ϕ− D̄iD̄jα+ α

(
R̄ij + 2D(iZj) − 8πSij

)]TF

− 2

3
ĀijD̄kβ

k − 2αĀikĀ
k
j + αĀij (K − 2Θ) , (14)

∂⊥K =e−4ϕ
[
α
(
R̄− 8D̄iϕD̄iϕ− 8D̄2ϕ

)
−
(
2D̄iαD̄iϕ+ D̄2α

)]
+ α

(
K2 − 2ΘK

)
+ 2αDiZ

i − 3ακ1 (1 + κ2)Θ + 4πα (S − 3ρ) , (15)

∂⊥ϕ =
1

6
D̄kβ

k − 1

6
αK, (16)

∂⊥Θ =
1

2
α

[
e−4ϕ

(
R̄− 8D̄iϕD̄iϕ− 8D̄2ϕ

)
− ĀijĀ

ij +
2

3
K2 − 2ΘK + 2DiZ

i

]
, (17)

∂⊥Λ̃
i =γ̄jkD̂jD̂kβ

i +
2

3
Λ̃iD̄jβ

j +
1

3
D̄iD̄jβ

j − 2Āij (∂jα− 6α∂jϕ) + 2αĀjk∆Γi
jk

− 4

3
αγ̄ij∂jK + 2γ̄ij

(
α∂jΘ−Θ∂jα− 2

3
αKZj

)
− 2ακ1γ̄

ijZj − 16παγ̄ijSj , (18)

where ‘TF’ denotes the trace-free part of the corresponding tensor. Here, D̂i, D̄i and Di represent

the covariant derivatives with respect to the reference metric γ̂ij , the conformal metric γ̄ij , and the
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ADM metric γij , respectively. In Eq. (18), the dynamical variable Λ̃i is defined as

Λ̃i ≡ Λ̄i + 2γ̄ijZj , (19)

with Λ̄i ≡ γ̄jk∆Γi
jk. We remark that the evolution equation for Λ̄i can also be derived from

the momentum constraint equation, indicating it is not independent of Eq. (7). In the CCZ4

formulation, Eq. (18) governing Λ̃i serves two purposes: it functions like Λ̄i in the BSSN formulation

for constructing a strongly hyperbolic system and also propagates momentum constraint violations

as in Eq. (7).

Regarding the fixing of gauge, we employ the 1 + log slicing condition for the lapse field α and

the Γ-driving condition for the shift vector field βi [20, 31–33],

∂⊥α = −2α (K − 2Θ) , (20)

∂⊥β
i = Ci,

∂⊥C
i =

3

4
∂⊥Λ̃

i − ηCi, (21)

where Ci is an auxiliary field and η is another damping parameter, and for simplicity we choose

η = 1 throughout this paper.

In accordance with our aim of comparing different numerical schemes, we introduce the following

schemes as alternatives to the CCZ4 formulation outlined above:

BSSN: This formulation is composed of Eqs. (13), (14), (16), and together with

∂⊥K =
1

3
αK2 + αĀijĀ

ij − e−4ϕ
(
2D̄iαD̄iϕ+ D̄2α

)
, (22)

∂⊥Λ̄
i = γ̄jkD̂jD̂kβ

i +
2

3
Λ̄iD̄jβ

j +
1

3
D̄iD̄jβ

j − 2Āij (∂jα− 6α∂jϕ)

+ 2αĀjk∆Γi
jk −

4

3
αγ̄ij∂jK − 16παγ̄ijSj . (23)

In this formulation, Θ and Zi are set to zero in all equations.

CCZ4’: This formulation follows the equations of the CCZ4 systems as defined in Eqs. (13),

(14), (15), (16), (17) and (18). However, the damping factor κ1 is replaced by κΘ in

Eq. (15) and by κΓ in Eq. (18). In other words, we allow for different damping factors

in these two equations.

CCZ0: This formulation consists of the same equations as the CCZ4 system: (13), (14), (15),

(16), (17) and (18), except that Zi = 0 is set in all equations.
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CCZ3: This formulation uses the evolution equations (13), (14), (15), (16) and (18). In this

formulation, Θ = 0 is set in all equations.

The CCZ4’ and CCZ3 formulations correspond to our new proposals, which we will show to be

effective for the purpose of long-term black hole evolution and the related question of numerical

stability. On the other hand, the BSSN and CCZ0 will instead be used for the purpose of comparison

and for explaining the advantages of our formulations.

III. STABLE EVOLUTION OF BLACK HOLE SPACETIMES

In this Section, we study the application of the numerical schemes discussed in the previous Sec-

tion to long-term simulations of black hole evolution. Numerical experiments with a Schwarzschild

black hole reveal that the standard numerical scheme, specifically the BSSN formulation, exhibits

numerical instabilities during long-time simulations. We trace the source of these instabilities to vi-

olations of the momentum constraint. We then show that our modified numerical schemes, namely

CCZ4’ and CCZ3, succeed in addressing this issue by ensuring long-term stability in black hole

simulations.

We integrate the numerical framework reviewed in Section II into the BlackHoles@Home plat-

form [34]. For practical implementation, we employ a reference metric given by

d̂l
2
= dr2 + r2dΩ = (dr/dR)2dR2 + r(R)2dΩ, (24)

in spherical-like coordinates (R, θ, φ). Here, the radial coordinate r is scaled to a dimensionless

quantity R by

r = rmax

(
RR0 +

eR/a − e−R/a

e1/a − e−1/a

)
, (25)

where rmax denotes the outer boundary in the numerical simulation, and R0 and a are scaling

factors linking r and R. This transformation maps the radial range [0, rmax(R0 + 1)] onto [0, 1],

and note that rmax(R0+1) ≈ rmax since R0 is chosen to be very small. Notice that we restrict our

attention to spherically symmetric systems in this paper. Radial discretization is achieved using a

uniform grid in the rescaled coordinate R, with a grid size of NR cells. To stabilize the simulations

and mitigate high-frequency numerical noise, we apply the Kreiss-Oliger (KO) dissipation technique

to all evolved variables. Additionally, we consider the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) condition

(see e.g. [35]), defined by the factor

CFL =
∆t

∆rmin
, (26)
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where ∆rmin is the smallest spatial step in the grid. To maintain numerical stability, the CFL

factor must not exceed one, ensuring that information does not propagate more than one grid

cell during a single time step. We use fourth-order finite differential on the spatial direction, and

forth-order Runge-Kutta for the time integration.

The benchmark parameters used in our simulations are as follows:

rmax = 60000M, R0 = 0.00012, a = 0.07, NR = 300, ϵKO = 0.2, CFL = 1.0, (27)

where ϵKO specifies the strength of the KO dissipation. Here and in what follows, M is the

initial mass of the black hole. Unless otherwise stated, these parameters (27) are used as the

default settings for numerical evolution in this study. In the following, we simulate the area of the

apparent horizon Ah for the purpose of examining the numerical stability.

A. Late-time numerical instability

For the numerical evolution of an isolated black hole, we employ pre-collapsed initial data

representing a Schwarzschild black hole. This configuration transitions from a wormhole slice to a

trumpet slice using the moving puncture method [4, 6, 36]. The initial data for the spacetime is

given by

eϕ = 1 +
M

2r
, (28)

with pre-collapsed lapse α = e−2ϕ and vanishing shift βi = 0.

In Fig. 1, we present the results of our simulations of the evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole

within the BSSN formulation, using various numerical parameter settings. The upper-left panel

compares different scaling parameters, where rmax = 500M, R0 = 0.0015, a = 0.15 (orange line);

rmax = 1000M, R0 = 0.001, a = 0.12 (green); and rmax = 60000M, R0 = 0.0012, a = 0.07 (blue).

For smaller values of rmax, noticeable numerical perturbations emerge due to noise from the outer

boundary during the simulation. The upper-right panel varies grid numbers: NR = 200 (orange),

NR = 300 (blue) and NR = 400 (green). Simulations with fewer grid points (NR = 200) exhibit

more pronounced numerical errors compared to higher-resolution set-ups (NR = 300 or 400). The

lower-left panel examines dissipation schemes with ϵKO = 0.1 (orange), ϵKO = 0.2 (green) and

ϵCAKO = 0.2 (blue). Here, ϵCAKO = e−2ϕϵKO is the curvature-adjusted KO dissipation strength,

which was proposed to reduce numerical noise near the puncture by an additional dissipation term

[37]. Lastly, the dependence on the CFL factor is tested in the lower-right panel: CFL = 0.3
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FIG. 1. Schwarzschild black hole evolution, as measured by the area of the apparent horizon, Ah, under

various parameter settings. These include different scaling parameters (upper-left panel), varying grid

numbers (upper-right), applying different dissipation schemes (lower-left), and different CFL factors (lower-

right). See the main text for further details. The results demonstrate that the numerical instability persists

at late times irrespective of parameter adjustments.

(orange), CFL = 0.5 (green), CFL = 1.0 (blue); the variation in this case is essentially negligible,

as seen in the graph where all three curves overlap.

The clear lesson revealed by the simulations is the presence of a late-time numerical instability

that persists for a broad range of parameter adjustments. These findings suggest that this “late-

time instability” is an essential aspect of the numerical formulation rather than the parameter

settings.

B. Modified numerical schemes

In the BSSN formulation, constraint violations are not part of the evolution equations of the

system. Numerical errors, which are unavoidable in practical computations, can arise from trun-

cation in finite differencing during spatial discretization, inaccuracies in time integration using the

Runge-Kutta algorithm, or precision loss after numerous iterations. Without appropriate miti-
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FIG. 2. Numerical evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole, as measured by the area of the apparent hori-

zon, Ah, under different numerical schemes. Upper-left panel: The CCZ4 formulation demonstrates that κ1

impacts numerical stability, with nonlinear instabilities suppressed by moderate damping but exacerbated

by excessive damping. Upper-right: The modified CCZ4’ formulation considers two different damping pa-

rameters in place of κ1, i.e. κΘ and κΓ, with the results showing that suppressing momentum constraint

violations (κΓ = 0) stabilizes the simulation, while omitting Hamiltonian constraint damping causes insta-

bilities. Lower-left: The CCZ0 formulation, which disables momentum constraint propagation (Zi = 0), is

seen to exhibit a “late-time instability” similar to the BSSN formulation. Lower-right: The CCZ3 formula-

tion, defined by the disabling of the propagation of the Hamiltonian constraint (Θ = 0), effectively removes

late-time instabilities in the absence of damping, but is seen to introduce new instabilities when damping

terms are applied.

gation, these errors can accumulate, specifically during black hole evolution, causing constraint

violations (Θ and Zi) to grow significantly, potentially leading to numerical instabilities at late

times. Thus we anticipate that the “late-time instability” we have identified already in the simple

set-up of a Schwarzschild black hole, within the BSSN formulation, may potentially be removed

by employing the CCZ4 formulation, or its modified versions proposed here, which are designed to

propagate constraint violations.

In Fig. 2, we present the numerical evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole using different
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FIG. 3. Numerical evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole, as measured by the area of the apparent horizon,

Ah, using the CCZ3 formulation. The “late-time instability” is seen to be absent for all parameter settings

used in the previous analysis, cf. Fig. 1, with numerical errors remaining small throughout the simulation.

numerical schemes, where in all cases we have set κ2 = 0 (a choice which ensures appropriate

damping [38] and is commonly made in the literature). In the upper-left panel, the results indicate

that κ1 has a significant impact on the numerical stability in the CCZ4 formulation. Non-linear

effects arising from constraint violations can destabilize the simulation, as shown by the blue curve.

As reported in [27, 30], introducing the damping factor κ1 indeed helps alleviate these instabilities.

However, excessively large values of κ1 can lead to other numerical instabilities, as illustrated

by the green line (κ1 = 0.05). While the CCZ4 formulation offers slight improvements in long-

term stability over the BSSN formulation, it is clear that it does not fully resolve the “late-time

instability” issue.

The upper-right panel examines our first modified scheme, what we refer to as CCZ4’ formula-

tion, where κ1 is replaced by κΘ, which damps the Hamiltonian constraint violation Θ, and by κΓ,

which damps momentum constraint violations Zi. Without damping of the momentum constraint

violation (κΓ = 0), the numerical instability is found to be suppressed for sufficiently large values

of κΘ. On the other hand, as shown in the inset, excluding the damping effect for Hamiltonian

constraint violations results in unstable simulations regardless of the choice of κΓ. This result sug-
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gests that, in the CCZ4’ formulation, the absence of damping for momentum constraint violations

allows for a large κΘ to be effective in removing late-time instabilities.

The lower-left panel presents simulations using the CCZ0 formulation, where momentum con-

straint propagation is disabled by setting Zi = 0. The numerical behavior closely resembles that

of the BSSN formulation in Fig. 1, with the presence of late-time instabilities. This outcome

clearly shows that the evolution of the breaking of the momentum constraint is key to the issue of

long-term evolution.

Finally, in the lower-right panel, we study the scheme that we refer to as CCZ3, where the

Hamiltonian constraint propagation is disabled by setting Θ = 0. The numerical results show that

the “late-time instability” can be effectively eliminated when the damping term is absent (κ1 = 0).

However, introducing a damping term leads to the reappearance of numerical instabilities at late

times.

To further investigate the robustness of the CCZ3 formulation, we present in Fig. 3 numerical

simulations of a Schwarzschild black hole, employing the same parameter settings as in Fig. 1. The

results make it manifest that the “late-time instability” is absent in all cases, with numerical errors

remaining under control and within a narrow range of deviation. Together with the outcomes of the

above analysis, we can infer that the late-time numerical destabilization observed in the previous

Section may be attributed to numerical noise arising from violations of the momentum constraint.

It is noteworthy that applying a damping effect to the momentum constraint deviation can induce

non-linear numerical instabilities, even with small damping values. The clear conclusion is that the

evolution of the momentum constraint violations Zi, without the introduction of damping terms,

is key for achieving robust long-term simulations of black holes.

IV. APPLICATIONS TO NON-VACUUM BLACK HOLES

We study next the application of the numerical schemes discussed in Section III to the evolution

of black hole spacetimes in the presence of matter fields, specifically focusing on the Reissner-

Nordström (RN) black hole and a black hole that undergoes spontaneous scalarization within the

Einstein-Maxwell-scalar (EMS) system [7, 39, 40]. Our numerical results strongly suggest that the

CCZ3 formulation is the most robust and accurate for simulating long-term black hole evolution

in the presence of matter fields.
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A. Numerical evolution of matter fields

In the EMS system, a scalar field Φ (here assumed real for simplicity) is minimally coupled to

gravity and non-minimally coupled to the electromagnetic field Aµ,

S =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g [R− 2∂µΦ∂

µΦ− f (Φ)FµνFµν ] , (29)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. The coupling function is chosen as f (Φ) = eα0Φ2
, a choice that

ensures the existence of tachyonic-type instabilities in the vicinity of a RN black hole, provided the

coupling constant α0 is large enough [39]. Varying the action (29) with respect to the scalar and

electromagnetic fields yields their equations of motion,

□Φ =
1

4
ḟ (Φ)F 2, (30)

∇µF
µν = −∂µf (Φ)Fµν , (31)

where ḟ (Φ) = df (Φ) /dΦ. The corresponding stress-energy tensor sourcing the Einstein equation

(1) is given by

Tµν =
1

8π

[
2∂µΦ∂νΦ− gµν∂ρΦ∂

ρΦ+ f (Φ)

(
2FµρF

ρ
ν − 1

2
gµνF

2

)]
. (32)

The electromagnetic field also obeys a constraint equation given by the Gauss law: ∇[ρFµν] = 0.

Similar to the CCZ4 approach to the Einstein equations, one can introduce quantities measuring

the violation of the constraints, respectively ΨE for the electric field and ΨB for the magnetic field,

by extending the electromagnetic field equations as [41]

∇µ (Fµν + gµνΨE) = −∂µf (Φ)Fµν + κEnνΨE ,

∇µ (∗Fµν + gµνΨB) = κBnνΨB, (33)

where ∗Fµν is the Hodge dual of Fµν , and κE and κB are damping factors aimed at reducing the

amount of constraint violations.

Analogously to the projections defined in Eq. (4), we decompose the Maxwell field into electric

and magnetic fields via

Ei = γµi n
νFµν , Bi = γµi n

ν (∗Fµν) . (34)

In relation to the scalar field, we also introduce the variable Π = nµ∇µΦ, which acts as the
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FIG. 4. Evolution of a RN black hole, as measured by the area of the apparent horizon, Ah, with

Q/M = 0.995 and using various numerical schemes. The simulations demonstrate that the BSSN (upper-

left panel) and CCZ0 (lower-left) formulations exhibit numerical instabilities at late times, while the CCZ4’

(upper-right) and CCZ3 (lower-right) formulations propagate the constraint violations in a stable manner,

maintaining accuracy without late-time divergences.

momentum of the field. The collected evolution equations for the matter fields are then given by

∂⊥Φ = αΠ,

∂⊥Π = Di (αDiΦ) + αΠK − α

4
ḟ (Φ)F 2,

∂⊥E
i = αKEi − αDiΨE + ϵijkDj (αBk) + α

ḟ (Φ)

f (Φ)

(
ϵijk∂jΦBk − EiΠ

)
,

∂⊥ΨE = −α

(
ḟ

f
DiϕE

i +DiE
i + κEΨE

)
,

∂⊥B
j = −ϵjklDk (αEl) + α

(
KBj +DjΨB

)
,

∂⊥ΨB = α
(
DiB

i − κBΨB

)
. (35)
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B. RN black hole

Focusing first on the electric RN black hole spacetime, the initial data is given by [42]

e2ϕ =

(
1 +

M

2r

)2

− Q2

4r2
, Er = e−6ϕ Q

r2
, Bi = 0, Φ = 0. (36)

In Fig. 4 we present the results of several simulations of this spacetime, considering a large charge-

to-mass ratio (Q/M = 0.995) in order to appreciate the differences relative to the vacuum case

studied in Section III. The four panels in the figure correspond to the different numerical schemes:

BSSN (upper-left panel), CCZ4’ (upper-right), CCZ0 (lower-left) and CCZ3 (lower-right). Similarly

to the simulation of a Schwarzschild black hole, the BSSN and CCZ0 formulations fail to maintain

a stable numerical evolution at late times, exhibiting oscillating divergences. In contrast, the

CCZ4’ and CCZ3 formulations successfully simulate the evolution without encountering late-time

instabilities, once again highlighting the virtue of the propagation of the momentum constraint Zi

in long-term simulations.

It is noteworthy that the propagation of constraint violations in the electromagnetic system does

not lead to significant improvement in numerical stability. In particular, the CCZ3 formulation is

observed to yield the most accurate results in the case where the electromagnetic constraints are

defined as non-propagating, i.e. ΨE = ΨB = 0. This appears to apply in general, as suggested by

similar findings in the hairy black hole model studied in the next subsection.

C. Spontaneous scalarization

We next simulate the evolution of the spontaneous scalarization mechanism of a charged black

hole in the EMS model. The simulations start with a RN black hole background with the initial

data of Eq. (36), along with a small initial perturbation of the scalar field corresponding to a

spherical Gaussian wave-packet: δΦ = pe−
r2

M2 , with p = 10−4. The coupling constant is set to

α0 = 1, ensuring the scalarization rate is slow enough to call for robust long-term numerics. Fig.

5 displays the numerical evolution in the time domain of the system, in which the initial RN black

hole evolves into a scalarized state with scalar hair. The numerical schemes are the same as in Fig.

4. Similarly to the vacuum and electro-vacuum cases, our results show that the BSSN and CCZ0

formulations do not provide robust results in the long term, failing in this case to fully capture

the formation of the scalarized black hole, with the evolution diverging in a comparatively short

time. In contrast, both the CCZ4’ and CCZ3 formulations successfully establish stable long-term

evolutions for the spontaneous scalarization process triggered by weak physical instabilities.
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FIG. 5. The area of the apparent horizon, Ah, during the evolution of spontaneous scalarization in the EMS

model with coupling constant α0 = 1. The evolution starts from the RN black hole with Q/M = 0.995 and

an initial perturbation of the scalar field given by a Gaussian wave-packet (see the main text). The results

indicate that only the CCZ4’ (upper-right panel) and CCZ3 (lower-right) formulations yield stable long-term

evolution and correctly simulate the formation of a scalarized black hole, whereas the BSSN (upper-left)

and CCZ0 (lower-left) schemes fail to accurately do so.

Finally, we study the comparison of the two new proposed schemes, CCZ4’ and CCZ3, and

considering different choices for the numerical formulation of the electromagnetic field constraints.

To this end, we introduce the quantity

∆Ah (t) = A
δΦ(p=10−4)
h (t)−A

δΦ(p=0)
h (t) +A

δΦ(p=0)
h (0) , (37)

which effectively subtracts the background noise A
δΦ(p=0)
h (t), as a way to better track the area of

the apparent horizon during the scalarization process. Additionally, we compute the scalar field

value Φh at the location of the apparent horizon. In Fig. 6 we show the results of simulations using

the two formulations. The CCZ4’ scheme does not succeed to accurately simulate the evolution, at

least insofar as the apparent horizon is concerned, which is seen not to converge (upper-left panel).

On the other hand, the CCZ3 scheme is able to maintain numerical stability and yield convergent

results, although we also learn that additional care is needed in the presence of constraints in the

matter sector. In the case of the EMS system considered here, we see that different schemes for the
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FIG. 6. The evolution of the subtracted apparent horizon area ∆Ah (left panels), cf. Eq. (37), and the

horizon value of the scalar field Φh (right panels) for the spontaneous scalarization process, using the CCZ4’

(upper panels) and CCZ3 (lower panels) formulations. The CCZ3 scheme is seen to exhibit the most accurate

and robust results for the apparent horizon growth during the scalarization process, cf. in particular the

blue line in the lower-left panel.

evolution of the Gauss constraints lead to different outcomes, with the choice that results in highest

accuracy and stability being the setting with non-propagating constraints, i.e. ΨE = ΨB = 0 (cf.

the blue curves in the lower panels of Fig. 6).

V. CONCLUSIONS

Our aim in this paper was to investigate the numerical stability of long-term black hole simula-

tions within numerical relativity. We have identified a potential “late-time instability” in the evo-

lution of static black holes, present already in the simplest context of the Schwarzschild spacetime,

and which could not be resolved through various numerical manipulations. Drawing inspiration

from the CCZ4 formulation, which is designed to propagate constraint violations as extra equa-

tions in order to enhance numerical stability, we have proposed several modified schemes aimed at

mitigating this instability in black hole evolution.
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Our numerical experiments with the evolution of a Schwarzschild black hole demonstrated

that propagating the momentum constraint violation Zi without introducing a damping effect

successfully alleviates late-time numerical instabilities. Based on this observation, we introduced

two modified versions of the CCZ4 formulation, referred to here as CCZ4’ and CCZ3, both of which

enable stable long-term evolution, reaching times of order 105M in our simulations.

The advantage of the CCZ4 formulation over the BSSN approach is the implementation of

constraint violations as propagating equations. Critical to the success of this method is the inclusion

of appropriate damping factors. However, it has been appreciated that excessive damping may

induce non-linear numerical instabilities, cf. Fig. 2 and Refs. [27, 30]. This observation underscores

the need for a comprehensive assessment of different schemes in the implementation of damping

factors in numerical relativity, which is precisely what we have endeavored to do in this paper.

We have found that this type of instabilities can be avoided provided that the damping effect

on the momentum constraint violation, Zi, is turned off, even with substantial damping applied

to the Hamiltonian constraint violation Θ (cf. the upper-right panel of Fig. 2 where κΘ = 1

and κΓ = 0). As a result, both the CCZ4’ and CCZ3 formulations were shown to significantly

enhance the numerical stability of black hole evolution over long time scales. The importance

of the momentum constraint versus the Hamiltonian constraint, at least insofar as the long-term

evolution of black holes is concerned, is further made clear by the drawbacks of the CCZ0 scheme,

which we introduced specifically for the purpose of comparison.

To further test our proposed formulations, we also studied their application to black hole space-

times with matter fields, concretely the EMS model described in Section IV. In these cases, we

observed that the CCZ3 scheme is superior to the CCZ4’, while also emphasizing that additional

care is required in the presence of constraints in the matter sector of the theory. At least for

the system we considered here, turning off the evolution of the matter constraints appears to be

the appropriate choice in the context of physical instabilities with slow growth rates. It would be

interesting to further test this numerical scheme in other set-ups with weak instabilities, such as

rotating black holes undergoing superradiance.
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