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We investigate the interplaying effects of black hole scalarization and superradiance in

the context of the Einstein-Maxwell-scalar model, with the scalar field possessing electric

charge. Restricted to spherical symmetry, our linear analysis about a Reissner-Nordström

background confirms the persistence of tachyonic scalar modes upon inclusion of electric

charge. However, fully nonlinear numerical simulations reveal that the system no longer

evolves into a scalarized, hairy black hole state. Instead, we find that the superradiance

phenomenon (specifically the electromagnetic version of the effect) causes the scalar conden-

sate to become fully depleted through accretion into the black hole and radiation to spatial

infinity. The combination of the two effects, which we refer to as “tachyonic superradiance”,

may thus be seen as a particularly efficient mechanism for the extraction of energy from a

black hole, exploiting both the tachyonic growth and superradiant emission. We accurately

compute the amounts of energy transfer in different channels by deriving formulae for the

energy fluxes of matter fields in the presence of a dynamical horizon, which are amenable

for evaluation in numerical relativity calculations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The amplification of light fields in the vicinity of a black hole (BH) is an interesting scenario

in the prospect of probing the existence of new light particles as well as testing their influence on

the gravitational field, and hence potentially the dynamics of gravity itself [1–8]. Two well-studied

mechanisms leading to the growth of the field amplitude are the scalarization and superradiance

effects.

Spontaneous scalarization (see [9] for a review), which as the name indicates applies specifically

to scalar fields, concerns the scenario in which a field develops a negative potential well as a result

of its coupling with the nontrivial curvature of the BH background, and possibly with other matter

fields. The trivial vacuum state of the scalar field is thus subject to a tachyon-type destabilization

and the subsequent formation of a condensate, or ‘scalar cloud’. Naturally this effect is not specific

to BHs, and in fact the mechanism was originally described in the setting of neutron stars, i.e.
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the so-called matter-induced scalarization [10]. It was later understood however that the same

effect may be realized in vacuum (i.e. without matter fields beyond the scalar) via curvature-

induced scalarization, for which scalar-Gauss-Bonnet theory provides a compelling setup [11–13].

Being applicable to vacuum BHs, this description offers a cleaner realization of the mechanism,

not to mention that the BHs with scalar hair (i.e. the stabilized endpoint state of the scalar cloud)

predicted by this model are very interesting systems in their own right.

Superradiance (see [14, 15] for reviews) refers to the amplification of waves by a dissipative

object or medium. Perhaps most familiar and intuitive is the superradiant enhancement of a wave

scattering off a rotating object, in which the wave gains energy at the expense of the rotational

motion of the object. Although again not peculiar to them, BHs provide a clean and interesting

arena to study the effect, as the existence of an ergoregion allows for the extraction of energy

(as well as angular momentum and charge) from a BH by a wave scattering off its gravitational

potential. Superradiance may also lead to a destabilization process in the event that the magnified

scattered waves are continuously reflected back to the BH or are otherwise confined in some way

[16–19].

In this paper, we wish to understand the details and consequences of the interplay between

the two effects of scalarization and superradiance. As both mechanisms act so as to increase the

scalar field amplitude, this combined process, which we refer to as “tachyonic superradiance”, may

be expected to provide an interesting channel for the generation of sizeable radiation out of an

initial small perturbation of a (electro-)vacuum BH. On the other hand, as the two effects are

associated with different physics, and with different timescales in particular, a careful study of

the time evolution and energy transfer among the various fields in the spacetime appears to be

warranted. In particular, we discover that the final state of this process is a hairless BH, at least

within the model we consider. Tachyonic superradiance may therefore be seen as a particularly

efficient mechanism for the extraction of energy from a BH, taking advantage of both the tachyonic

growth and superradiant emission.1

Our study is restricted to spherical symmetry within the Einstein-Maxwell-scalar (EMS) model

[26, 27]. This theory provides a particularly convenient and minimal setup for investigating the

combined effects of scalarization and superradiance. On the one hand, the model exhibits tachyonic

instabilities similarly to the curvature-induced scalarization models mentioned above, however

1 A different mechanism to boost superradiant emission has been discussed in [20, 21], which takes advantage of

matter accretion. Relatedly, Ref. [22] performed a linear analysis of a system that exhibits superradiance and

matter-induced scalarization, although not both in conjunction. Finally, we mention the unrelated mechanism of

“descalarization” [23–25], which can also result in the depletion of a scalar cloud.
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it achieves so through a nonminimal coupling between the scalar and the electromagnetic field,

while all fields are only minimally coupled to standard Einstein gravity. This makes the model

theoretically appealing while also allowing one to avoid the complications introduced by higher-

order curvature terms. On the other hand, the scalar field in the EMS system is also subject to

superradiance if both the BH and the field are charged under the Maxwell U(1) symmetry. This

electromagnetic version of the superradiance effect [28–30] provides again a cleaner arena for our

researches, allowing us to bypass the complications related to BH rotation and the Kerr metric.

We refer to our setup as the ‘charged EMS’ model, to emphasize the fact that the scalar field is

electrically charged, requiring therefore the extension of the original proposal to the case where the

scalar field is complex. This also provides a natural generalization of the setup studied recently in

[31], where the field was assumed complex but neutral. Naturally, in this model, both mechanisms

of scalarization and superradiance necessitate the existence of BH electric charge, which is not

expected to be sizeable in the astrophysical context. As an alternative scenario, the gauge field of

the EMS system need not correspond to the Standard Model photon but may instead be associated

with a dark U(1) sector [32]. One can speculate that astrophysical BHs might acquire a charge

corresponding to this U(1) symmetry and thus support the scalarization and superradiance effects

that we investigate here.

Our setup is described in detail in Sec. II. We begin with a description of the model and the

derivation of the equations of motion in the 3 + 1 decomposition that we employ in our numerical

relativity calculations. As we are especially interested in the details of energy and charge transfer

toward spatial infinity and between the different degrees of freedom in the system, we provide

explicit derivations of expressions for the total energy and charge of the BH as well as their fluxes,

which are well-suited for evaluation in numerical simulations. In particular, we generalize existing

formulae for the local continuity of energy to the situation where the BH horizon is expanding.

Finally, we derive the linearized equation for scalar modes and discuss the boundary conditions

relevant for determining the presence of tachyonic and superradiant effects. Sec. III presents

our numerical results and their analysis. As our main objective is to highlight the characteristic

properties of the tachyonic superradiance mechanism, we start for the sake of comparison with the

study of some simpler systems which exhibit either superradiance or scalarization, but not both,

before turning to the general case. Some final comments and prospects are offered in Sec. IV. The

Appendices contain some technical information related to our numerical calculations.
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II. SETUP

We describe in this section the details of the charged EMS model and the fully nonlinear

evolution equations to be solved in our numerical simulations. We provide approximate expressions

for the BH mass and charge valid in spherically symmetric but time-dependent systems, which are

suitable for numerical evaluation. We next derive a continuity equation for curvature and matter

energies in the spacetime region between a dynamical horizon and a distant observer, generalizing

previous work to include the case when the spacetime possesses no time-like Killing vector. Finally,

we derive the linearized equation and appropriate boundary conditions from which the existence

of tachyonic instabilities and superradiance of the scalar field may be studied.

A. Charged EMS model

The EMS model consists of a scalar field Φ minimally coupled to Einstein gravity and non-

minimally coupled to the electromagnetic field Aµ. In the original setup studied in the context of

BH scalarization [27, 33–36], the scalar field is real and uncharged under the electromagnetic U(1)

gauge symmetry. Here we consider the inclusion of electric charge for the scalar, i.e. Φ is complex

in our setup. The EMS model with complex scalar field, but without charge, was first investigated

in [31] (cf. also [37, 38] in the context of scalar-Gauss-Bonnet theory). The action is given by2

SEMS =
1

16π

ˆ
d4x

√
−g [R− 2 (DµΦ)

∗DµΦ− f (|Φ|)FµνFµν ] , (1)

in terms of Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and Dµ ≡ ∇µ − iqAµ, where q is the charge of the scalar field.

We adopt the choice f (|Φ|) = eα0|Φ|2 , where α0 is a real constant, for the nonminimal coupling

function in (1), which allows for hairless RN BH solutions.

Varying the action (1) with respect to the scalar and electromagnetic fields yields the following

equations of motion (here F 2 ≡ FµνFµν):

DµDµΦ =
1

2
α0e

α0|Φ|2F 2Φ , (2)

∇νF
µν = 4πjµe , (3)

in terms of the electric current density

jµe = −e−α0|Φ|2

4π

[
Fµν∂ν

(
eα0|Φ|2

)
+

1

2
iq (Φ∗∂µΦ− Φ∂µΦ∗) + q2Aµ|Φ|2

]
. (4)

2 We use geometrized units with G = c = 4πϵ0 = 1. Note that the matter fields are not canonically normalized.
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To the end of investigating the fully nonlinear dynamics of the EMS model, we adopt a 3 + 1

decomposition of spacetime in terms of the ADM metric

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij
(
dxi + βidt

) (
dxj + βjdt

)
, (5)

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

3-dimensional spatial slice Σ [39, 40]. The normal vector to Σ is nµ = (−α, 0, 0, 0), or nµ =(
1/α,−βi/α

)
, and γνµ = δνµ + nµn

ν defines a projector which maps a 4-vector onto Σ.

The matter variables are similarly decomposed. We introduce the variable Π = nµ∇µΦ related

to the momentum of the scalar field, as well as the projections

A∗ = −nµAµ , Ai = γµi Aµ , (6)

of the Maxwell field. The electric and magnetic fields are also defined in terms of projections of

Fµν ,

Ei = γµi n
νFµν , Bi = γµi n

νF̃µν , (7)

where F̃µν is the Hodge dual of Fµν . With these definitions, and adopting the Lorenz gauge

∇µA
µ = 0, the matter equations (2) and (3) may be recast into the following set of equations:

(∂t − Lβ) Φ = αΠ ,

(∂t − Lβ)Π = Di

(
α∂iΦ

)
+ αΠK − 2iqα

(
Ai∂

iΦ+A∗Π
)

− α

[
1

2
α0e

α0|Φ|2F 2Φ+ q2
(
AiAi −A2

∗
)
Φ

]
, (8)

(∂t − Lβ)E
i = αKEi + αϵijkDjBk − ϵijkBjDkα− 4πα(3)jie ,

(∂t − Lβ)Ai = −α (Ei +DiA∗)−A∗Diα ,

(∂t − Lβ)A∗ = −AiDiα+ α
(
KA∗ −DiAi

)
,

where Lβ is the Lie derivative along the shift vector βi, Di and ϵijk are respectively the covariant

derivative and Levi-Civita tensor associated with γij , and K = γijKij is the trace of the extrinsic

curvature on Σ [41–43]. The electric charge density ρe and spatial current density (3)jie are given

by

ρe = −nµj
µ
e , (3)jie = γiµj

µ
e . (9)

Concerning the numerical evolution of the Einstein equations, we utilize the so-called CCZ3

formulation, a recently developed numerical scheme that has been shown to provide robust and
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accurate simulations of BH spacetimes; see [44] for the relevant equations and further explanations.

The equations require as input the 3 + 1 components of the stress-energy tensor, defined as

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

ν
j Tµν , (10)

where in the charged EMS model one has

Tµν =
1

8π

[
(DµΦ)

∗DνΦ+ (DνΦ)
∗DµΦ− gµν (DρΦ)∗DρΦ+ eα0|Φ|2

(
2FµρFν

ρ − 1

2
gµνF

2

)]
. (11)

B. Black hole mass and charge

In asymptotically flat spacetimes, the ADM mass quantifies the total energy of the spacetime,

including contributions from both curvature and matter [45]. On a constant-time slice Σt, the

ADM mass may be defined as [46]

MADM = − 1

8π
lim

St→∞

˛
St

d2θ
√
σ (k − k0) , (12)

where St is a two-sphere at spatial infinity (as implied by the limit), k is the trace of the extrinsic

curvature of St embedded in Σt, and k0 is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of St embedded in

flat spacetime.

In this paper, we focus on spherically symmetric spacetimes, so that the line element dl2 on Σt

can be expressed in terms of the areal radius R as

dl2 =
1

1− 2M(R)
R

dR2 +R2dΩ2 , (13)

so that the ADM mass can be expressed as

MADM = lim
R→∞

M (R) . (14)

Since the energy density of matter fields decays as a power law at spatial infinity, evaluating M (R)

at a sufficiently large R provides a convenient measure for the total energy of the spacetime, which

we denote by MBH, in practical numerical simulations [41].

To determine the BH charge in a time-dependent system, we first consider the continuity equa-

tion that follows from (3),

∇µj
µ
e = 0 . (15)

In terms of the 3 + 1 decomposition variables, the left hand side of (15) reads

∇µj
µ
e = α−1

[
Di

(
α(3)jie − ρeβ

i
)
+ ∂tρe

]
, (16)
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so that the continuity equation can be recast as

∂tρe = Di

(
ρeβ

i − α(3)jie

)
. (17)

In spherically symmetric spacetimes, the electric charge Q (r) enclosed within a 2-sphere Σ (r) of

radius r (in some suitable coordinates) is defined as

Q (r) =

ˆ
Σ(r)

dV ρe . (18)

Considering the time derivative of this expression and employing (17) along with Gauss’s law, we

obtain [41]

dQ (r)

dt
=

ˆ
∂Σ(r)

dS r̂i

(
ρeβ

i − α(3)jie

)
= 4π

√
γrrγθθ

(
ρeβ

r − α(3)jre

)
, (19)

where we make use of the spherical symmetry and the corresponding form of the unit normal vector

r̂i = (γrr, 0, 0) to arrive at the last equality.

Summarizing, the mass and charge measured by a distant observer at r = Robs in a time-

dependent BH spacetime can be approximated as

MBH (t) = M (t)|r=Robs
, (20)

QBH (t) = Q0 + 4π

ˆ t

t0

dt
√
γrrγθθ

(
ρeβ

r − α(3)jre

)∣∣∣∣
r=Robs

, (21)

where M (t) is evaluated using Eq. (13), and Q0 is the initial BH charge. In our numerical simula-

tions, the observer’s location will coincide with the spatial boundary of our numerical domain, and

the changes in MBH and QBH may be used to measure the energy and charge radiated to infinity

by the fields.

C. Local continuity of energy

In analogy with the electromagnetic continuity equation (17), we aim to derive the corresponding

continuity equation for matter and curvature energy, relating the energy current and flux within

a local region. We begin by defining a current Jµ by projecting the stress-energy tensor Tµν onto

the time-like direction tµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),

Jµ = tνTµ
ν . (22)

Energy-momentum conservation implies ∇µT
µν = 0, however it does not follow that ∇µJ

µ = 0

because tµ is not a Killing vector in a dynamical spacetime. Integrating the divergence of the
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FIG. 1. Representation of energy flows during BH evolution. The 4-dimensional manifold M represents

the spacetime exterior to the BH in a finite-domain simulation, which is bounded by the purple lines: the

time-dependent horizon surface ∂MH , the hypersurface of a distant observer ∂MO, and two spatial slices

Σ (t0) and Σ (t0 + δt). The energy flux through the BH horizon surface turns out to be the combination

of the matter flux FH
matter through the horizon and the flux FH

horizon due to the dynamical expansion of the

horizon. Additionally, an extra energy source S arises from the conversion between matter and curvature

energies, which occurs due to the absence of a time-like Killing vector in a dynamical system. Further details

on the diagram are given in the main text.

previous expression we have

ˆ
M

d4x
√
−g∇µJ

µ = −
ˆ t

t0

dt

ˆ
Σ(t)

d3x
√
γ S , (23)

where M is the 4-dimensional manifold bounded by spatial hypersurfaces Σ(t0) and Σ(t), and S

represents the additional source density, given by

S = −αTµν∇µtν = ρ∂tα− Si∂tβ
i − α

2
Sij∂tγij . (24)

The physical implication of S, as described in [47, 48], is that it characterizes the energy transfer

from the curvature to the matter sector.

The dynamical BH setup is represented in Fig. 1. The manifold M is bounded by two hyper-

surfaces ∂MH (the dynamical BH horizon) and ∂MO (the hypersurface of a distant observer),

along with the two 3-spatial slices Σ (t0) and Σ (t) already mentioned; we write t = t0 + δt and

we will eventually take the limit δt → 0. For latter reference, we denote the 2-dimensional spatial
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surface corresponding to the BH horizon by ∂H, which is located at r = rh(t), and the 2-sphere for

a distant observer at r = Robs by ∂ΣO. Note that ∂H is not necessarily spherical in this discussion

(although it will be in our calculations). We shall also need to be careful in distinguishing different

sets of coordinates with specific notations:

• xµ = (t, r, θ, φ) for the 4-dimensional manifold M;

• xi = (r, θ, φ) for the 3-dimensional spatial hypersurfaces (Σ (t0), Σ (t0 + δt) and Hr);

• Xa = (t, θ, φ) for the 3-dimensional time-like hypersurfaces (∂MH , ∂MO and Ht);

• θm = (θ, φ) for the 2-dimensional surfaces (∂H and ∂ΣO).

Lastly we provide a detailed description of the hypersurfaces depicted in Fig. 1, along with some

additional definitions:

• Σ (t0): This is the 3-dimensional spatial slice normal to the unit vector nµ. The unit vector

Nµ =
(
0, N i

)
is normal to nµ, i.e. it satisfies nµN

µ = 0 and gµνN
µNν = γijN

iN j = 1. The

induced metric on Σ (t0) is given by γij .

• Σ (t0 + δt): This is the spatial slice obtained by evolving Σ (t0) along the normal vector

nµ through a time step δt. The normal vector and the induced metric are nµ and γij at

t = t0 + δt, respectively.

• ∂MH : This is the 2 + 1 hypersurface representing the evolution of the BH horizon ∂H

along the direction n̄µ ∝
(
1, ui

)
, where ui is the expansion velocity of ∂H. The unit vector

N̄H
µ =

(
−uiN̄H

i , N̄H
i

)
is normal to n̄µ, and the normalization condition gµνN̄H

µ N̄H
ν = 1

implies

N̄H
i =

α√
α2 − (βi + ui) (βj + uj)NH

i NH
j

NH
i , (25)

where NH
µ = Nµ|r=rh . On the BH surface ∂H, we specify NH

i to be its normal vector, so that

N̄H
µ is normal to the hypersurface ∂MH . The induced metric h̄Hµν is given by projecting gµν

onto ∂MH via h̄Hµν = gµν − N̄H
µ N̄H

ν . The determinant of h̄Hab =
∂xµ

∂Xa
∂xν

∂Xb h̄
H
µν can be expressed

as

h̄H = −
[
α2 −

(
βi + ui

) (
βj + uj

)
NH

i NH
j

]
σH , (26)

where σH is the determinant of the induced metric σH
mn on ∂H.
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• ∂MO: This is the 2 + 1 hypersurface representing a distant observer at r = Robs evolving

along the direction tµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Its normal vector is ÑO
µ =

(
0, ÑO

i

)
with

ÑO
i =

α√
α2 − βiβjNO

i NO
j

NO
i , (27)

where NO
µ = Nµ|r=Robs

, and the direction of NO
i is normal to ∂ΣO. The induced metric h̃Oab

on ∂MH can be expressed as h̃Oµν = gµν − ÑO
µ ÑO

ν , and its determinant

h̃O = −
(
α2 − βiβjNO

i NO
j

)
σO, (28)

where σO is the determinant of the induced metric σO
mn on ∂ΣO.

• Ht: This is the 2 + 1 hypersurface of r = rh (t0) representing the evolution of the horizon

∂H along the direction tµ. Its normal vector is ÑH
µ =

(
0, ÑH

i

)
, where ÑH

i satisfies the

relation ÑH
i = αNH

i /
√
α2 − βiβjNH

i NH
j . The induced metric projection h̃Hab is obtained

from h̃Hµν = gµν − ÑH
µ ÑH

ν , and has the determinant h̃H = −
(
α2 − βiβjNH

i NH
j

)
σH .

• Hr: This is the 3-dimensional spatial slice representing the motion of the horizon ∂H along

the direction ui, which has the normal vector nµ and the induced metric γij at t = t0+δt. This

slice Hr is bounded by the horizon surfaces ∂H (t0) and ∂H (t0 + δt) with a perpendicular

interval length δs = NH
i uiδt in the limit δt → 0, where NH

i is normal to ∂H (t0).

Applying Gauss’s law to the left-hand side of (23) and making use of the previous definitions,

we have

ˆ
M

d4x
√
−g∇µJ

µ =

ˆ
Σ(t0)

d3x
√
γ (nµJ

µ) +

ˆ
Σ(t0+δt)

d3x
√
γ (−nµJ

µ)

+

ˆ
∂MH

d3X
√

−h̄H
(
−N̄H

µ Jµ
)
+

ˆ
∂MO

d3X

√
−h̃O

(
ÑO

µ Jµ
)
. (29)

So far everything is exact. Now we consider the limit δt → 0. We divide (23) by δt and consider

the different terms on the right-hand side of (29), arriving at the following equation expressing the

continuity of energy:

dEmatter

dt
= FH

matter + FH
horizon + FO

matter + S , (30)

where one has the following definitions:

• Ematter is the total matter energy in the region Σ (and note that in the limit δt → 0 one need

not specify the time value of Σ(t)), which arises from the first two terms on the right-hand
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side of (29), and is given by

Ematter =

ˆ
Σ
d3x

√
γ (nµJ

µ) =

ˆ
Σ
d3x

√
γ Ematter , (31)

where Ematter ≡ αρ− βkS
k is the energy density of matter.

• FH
matter is the flux of matter energy through the BH horizon 2-surface ∂H, and is given by

FH
matter =

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σ
(
−αNH

i J i
)
=

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σHFH

matter , (32)

in terms of FH
matter ≡ −NH

i

[(
βi

(
αρ− βjSj

)
+ α

(
βkSi

k − αSi
))]

.

• FH
horizon is the horizon flux related to the expansion of the horizon itself, and it is expressed

as

FH
horizon =

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σ
(
αuiNH

i J0
)
=

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σHFH

horizon , (33)

where FH
horizon ≡ −NH

i uiEmatter. Notice that FH
matter and FH

horizon come from expanding the

third term on the right-hand side of (29).

• FO
matter is the flux of matter energy measured by the distant observer at r = Robs. It is

written as

FO
matter =

ˆ
∂ΣO

d2θ
√
σ
(
αNO

i J i
)
=

ˆ
∂ΣO

d2θ
√
σOFO

matter, (34)

with FO
matter ≡ NO

i

[(
βi

(
αρ− βjSj

)
+ α

(
βkSi

k − αSi
))]

.

• S represents the integrated source term, which as explained accounts for the energy transfer

from the curvature to the matter sector,

S =

ˆ
Σ
d3x

√
γ S . (35)

Note that the minus sign in the definition of FH
matter means that FH

matter < 0 signals an ingoing

energy flux through the BH horizon, while FO
matter < 0 indicates an outgoing energy flux measured

by the distant observer.

Additional insight may be gained by performing the surface integration over Ht and Hr in the

limit δt → 0,

ˆ
Ht

d3X

√
−h̃H

(
ÑH

µ Jµ
)
= δt

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σHαNH

i J i = −δt FH
matter , (36)

ˆ
Hr

d3x
√
γ (−nµJ

µ) = −δt

ˆ
∂H

d2θ
√
σHNH

i uiEmatter = −δt FH
horizon , (37)
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which lead to the interesting identity

lim
δt→0

ˆ
∂MH

d3X
√

−h̄H
(
−N̄H

µ Jµ
)
= lim

δt→0

[ˆ
Ht

d3X

√
−h̃H

(
ÑH

µ Jµ
)
+

ˆ
Hr

d3x
√
γ (−nµJ

µ)

]
.

(38)

which is nothing but the statement that the total energy flux through the dynamical BH horizon is

the sum of two contributions: the matter flux FH
matter directly through the horizon and the horizon

flux FH
horizon induced by the expansion.

D. Linear analysis

Considering a rigid RN BH background, the equation of motion for a charged scalar perturbation

δΦ can be derived by linearizing Eq. (2),

(
DµDµ − µ2

eff

)
δΦ = 0 , (39)

where the effective mass is given by

µ2
eff = α0F

2/2 = −α0Q
2/R4 , (40)

in terms of the RN BH charge Q and the areal radius R. For a positive coupling constant, α0 > 0,

the negative value of µ2
eff indicates a potential tachyonic instability and the onset of spontaneous

scalarization. To verify this rigorously, however, one needs to construct solutions satisfying physical

boundary conditions, as we discuss next.

Focusing on a spherically symmetric perturbation, we introduce the variable U(t, R) via δΦ ≡

U/R. Eq. (39) then becomes[
∂2

∂t2
− ∂2

∂x2
− 2iqAt (R)

∂

∂t
− q2A2

t (R) +
N (R)

R2

(
1−N (R)− Q2

R2
− α0

Q2

R2

)]
U (t, R) = 0 , (41)

where x is the tortoise coordinate defined by dx/dR = 1/N (R), while N (R) is given by

N (R) = 1− 2M

R
+

Q2

R2
, (42)

where M is the RN BH mass and At (R) = −Q/R is the electromagnetic potential. Recall that

x = −∞ corresponds to the BH horizon (at R = Rh in the areal coordinate) and x = +∞ represents

spatial infinity. Equivalently, in the frequency domain,[
∂2

∂x2
+ (ω + qAt (R))2 − N (R)

R2

(
1−N (R)− Q2

R2
− α0

Q2

R2

)]
U (R) = 0 , (43)

where U(R) is the Fourier transform, implicitly a function of ω.
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A physical class of solutions is obtained by imposing the ingoing wave boundary condition at

the BH horizon and the outgoing wave boundary condition at spatial infinity,

U (R) ∼ e−ikhx as x → −∞ ,

U (R) ∼ e+iωx as x → +∞ , (44)

where kh ≡ ω + qAt (Rh). It is noteworthy that the ingoing waves have a group velocity vg =

−dω/dkh = −1, indicating that these waves propagate towards the horizon even though their

phase velocity is positive for kh < 0. As is well known, the boundary conditions (44) select a

discrete set of quasi-normal modes ω = ωR + iωI , where a positive ωI indicates an unstable mode.

To explore this possibility, we will numerically solve Eq. (41) for the temporal evolution of an initial

Gaussian wavepacket and use the Prony method to extract the quasi-normal mode frequencies. We

refer the reader to [49] for details on the numerical scheme.

A different class of solutions arise by considering the scattering of an incident wave from spatial

infinity. The boundary conditions in this setup read

U (R) ∼ T e−ikhx as x → −∞ ,

U (R) ∼ Ie−iωx +Re+iωx as x → +∞ , (45)

where Ie−iωx represents the incident wave, T e−ikhx is the transmitted wave that falls into the BH

horizon, and Re+iωx represents the reflected wave that propagates back towards spatial infinity. It

has been shown that the scattering coefficients, I, T and R, obey the relation [50–52]

|R|2 − |I|2 = −kh
ω

|T |2 . (46)

It follows that charged scalar waves with 0 < ω < −qAt (Rh) or −qAt (Rh) < ω < 0 undergo

superradiant amplification, as defined by the condition |R| > |I|, resulting in the extraction of

energy from the BH and the magnification of the reflected scalar wave [42, 49, 53].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we examine the fully nonlinear evolution of a scalar wavepacket around a RN

BH, focusing first on the model without nonlinear coupling (α0 = 0). This scenario leads to the

phenomenon of nonlinear superradiance for the charged scalar field. When a nonlinear coupling

between the scalar and electromagnetic fields is introduced (α0 = 10 in our calculations), tachyonic
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instabilities trigger the formation of a scalar condensate from a small initial perturbation. Ulti-

mately, this instability drives the system either towards a hairy BH in the case of a neutral scalar

field (q = 0) or a hairless RN BH in the charged case (q ̸= 0) through the superradiance effect.

To facilitate later analysis, we decompose the stress-energy tensor into scalar and electromag-

netic components as Tµν = T scalar
µν + TEM

µν , where

T scalar
µν =

1

8π
[(DµΦ)

∗DνΦ+ (DνΦ)
∗DµΦ− gµν (DρΦ)∗DρΦ] ,

TEM
µν =

1

8π

[
eα|Φ|2

(
2FµρF

ρ
ν − 1

2
gµνF

2

)]
. (47)

This decomposition allows separation of the matter energy (Ematter) and fluxes (FH
matter and FO

matter)

into scalar and electromagnetic sectors:

Ematter = Escalar + EEM , FH
matter = FH

scalar + FH
EM , FO

matter = FO
scalar + FO

EM . (48)

It should be emphasized that, in spherically symmetric spacetimes, the electromagnetic flux

vanishes due to the absence of a magnetic field, i.e. FH
EM = FO

EM = 0. As a consequence, there is

no spontaneous electromagnetic radiation in our setup. However, a dynamical horizon can induce

an electromagnetic-like flux through the term FH
horizon (see Eqs. (33) and (47)). For convenience,

we denote all fluxes collectively as F ≡ FH
horizon +FH

scalar +FO
scalar, and the continuity equation (30)

becomes

Ėmatter = F + S , (49)

where Ėmatter ≡ dEmatter/dt. The continuity equation (49) can then be used to validate the

numerical results presented below.

In the following, we focus on an initial RN BH with charge Q0 = 0.9 and mass M0 = 1, which

is described by

γij = W 2diag
(
1, r2, r2 sin2 θ

)
, α = W−1 , βi = 0 , Er =

Q0

r2W 3
, Aϕ = Ai = 0 , (50)

where W ≡ (1 +M0/2r)
2 −Q2

0/
(
4r2

)
. A scalar wavepacket with Gaussian profile,

δΦ = pe−
(r−r0)

2

2σ2 , (51)

is placed around the RN BH, where r0 labels the location of the wavepacket, while p and σ

characterize its amplitude and width. An observer, corresponding to the spatial boundary of our

simulations, is defined in the far field at r = Robs = 250M0. The evolution equation (8) for the

matter fields is integrated within the CCZ3 formulation [44] for the metric field evolution on the

BlackHoles@Home platform [54]. Hereafter, all numerical results are expressed in units of the

initial BH mass (i.e. M0 = 1).
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FIG. 2. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar wavepacket in a charged BH spacetime, in the context

of the minimal EMS system (α0 = 0) with a neutral scalar field (q = 0). Top-left panel: contributions to

the energy continuity equation (cf. (49)) and scalar field components. Top-right: scalar fluxes and energy

rate, horizon flux and source term. Bottom-left: Total energies of the matter fields. Bottom-right: Total

mass and charge of the BH spacetime. The wavepacket, initially at r = 50, radiates approximately half of

its energy into the BH at t ≈ 50, while the other half propagates outward and is detected by an observer

at t ≈ 200. A weak reflection, resulting from scattering between the incident waves and the curvature, is

detected by the observer at t ≈ 300. The total scalar radiation measured is Erad = 0.0914, with no charge

transport.

A. Nonlinear superradiance

We first study the standard setup for the superradiant amplification of a scalar wave by a

RN BH, where the scalar field is only minimally coupled with both the gravitational and the

electromagnetic fields within the EMS model (α0 = 0). We refer to this effect as “nonlinear

superradiance”, to emphasize that our treatment is fully nonlinear, and also to distinguish it from

the scalarization model (i.e. with nonminimal electromagnetic coupling) that we investigate in the

next subsection.

The scalar wavepacket is described by Eq. (51) with the choice of parameters p = 0.02 and σ = 5,
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FIG. 3. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar wavepacket in a charged BH spacetime, in the

context of the minimal EMS system (α0 = 0) with a charged scalar field (q = 0.4). The panels match those

of Fig. 2. High-frequency components of the wavepacket are absorbed by the BH, while low-frequency waves

undergo superradiant amplification, reflected to infinity and detected at t ≈ 300. The results confirm that

superradiance takes place through the energy transfer from the electromagnetic field to the scalar field, and

demonstrate the process of extraction of BH charge and energy by the scalar field, carried to spatial infinity.

and is initially placed at r0 = 50. In this setup, the system has the total energy M = 1.1789,

consisting of the background BH energy M0 = 1 and the wavepacket energy Mscalar = 0.1789.

Details on solving for the initial BH data can be found in Appendix A.

The initial BH, described by the wormhole-like data (50) or (A3), begins in a non-equilibrium

state and evolves into a trumpet slice [55–57]. From our simulations, we extract several physical

quantities as functions of time, including the energies and fluxes for the different matter sources;

the scalar field components ϕ1 and ϕ2, defined via Φ = ϕ1 + iϕ2; and total energy and charge of

the system as given by the quantities MBH and QBH discussed in the previous section.

Fig. 2 presents the results in the case of a neutral scalar field (q = 0). The non-equilibrium

nature of the initial configuration is made clear by the time evolution, notably by the initial negative

value of FH
horizon (upper-right panel), indicating horizon expansion. The upper-left panel illustrates
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the perfect agreement (within numerical precision) of our simulation with the continuity equation

for energy (49); the inset displays the scalar field components, and we observe that the imaginary

direction ϕ2 is not excited since we choose its initial condition to be zero and we observe that ϕ1 and

ϕ2 are decoupled when q = 0, cf. (2). The bottom-left panel highlights in particular the evolution

of the scalar field’s energy (brown curve): one observes that the field radiates approximately half

of its energy into the BH horizon t ≈ r0 = 50, i.e. the light-crossing time between the horizon

and the initial wavepacket, while the other half is emitted to spatial infinity, where it is detected

by the observer at t ≈ Robs − r0 = 200. This “equipartition” is expected from the fact that the

wavepacket is chosen with zero initial momentum in our simulations. Finally, a small fraction of

the scalar radiation interacts with the BH’s potential, resulting in a weak reflected scalar wave

which is detected by the observer at t ≈ r0 +Robs = 300.

The processes of radiation into the horizon and towards the spatial boundary are confirmed

by a calculation of the flux components FH
scalar and FO

scalar, see in particular the gray and

green curves in the upper-right panel of Fig. 2. The total scalar radiation measured by the

observer is EO
rad =

´ 500
0

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.0914, which includes the initial radiation from the

wavepacket,
´ 250
0

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.0882 ≈ Mscalar/2, and the radiation from the reflected wave´ 500

250

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.0032, where t = 250 is here chosen as a suitable middle point between the

times that characterize the two effects. Finally, the bottom-right panel displays the time evolution

of the BH mass and charge as determined by the fields at the location of the observer, i.e. the

expressions in Eqs. (20) and (21). The numerical results confirm that there is no charge transport

in the absence of electric charge in the scalar field.

In Fig. 3 we present the numerical results for the same setup as above, except that the scalar

field is now charged, with q = 0.4. According to the discussion of Sec. IID, we expect qualitatively

new features due to the fact that scalar waves with frequencies in the range 0 < ω < −qAt (Rh)

can undergo superradiant amplification.

The upper-left panel qualitatively illustrates the phenomenon, showing that high-frequency

components of the wavepacket penetrate the curvature potential barrier and are absorbed by the

BH (see the inset), while low-frequency scalar waves are reflected towards spatial infinity, forming

a significant signal detected by the observer at the light-crossing time t ≈ r0 + Robs = 300. The

upper-right panel evinces the presence of a positive scalar current Ėscalar when the wavepacket starts

scattering off the curvature at t ≈ r0 = 50, indicating the superradiance effect. As a result of this

process, the total scalar radiation detected by the observer is EO
rad =

´ 500
0

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.1410,

which includes the initial radiation,
´ 250
0

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.0882 ≈ Mscalar/2, and the amplified
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FIG. 4. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar wavepacket in a charged BH spacetime, in the context

of the nonminimal EMS system (α0 = 10) with a neutral scalar field (q = 0). The panels match those of

Fig. 2. The initial scalar perturbation triggers tachyonic instabilities, leading to the formation of a hairy BH

via spontaneous scalarization (upper-left panel). Energy is transferred from the electromagnetic field to the

scalar field during scalar condensation (bottom-left panel), while part of the matter energy is absorbed by

the BH as shown by the horizon expansion (upper-right panel). The scalar cloud relaxes, radiating waves to

spatial infinity and returning a small fraction of energy to the electromagnetic field (lower-left panel). The

final state is a lower-energy equilibrium hairy BH, with no charge transport observed (bottom-right panel).

reflected radiation
´ 500
250

(
−FO

scalar

)
dt = 0.0528.

Interestingly, the bottom-left panel illustrates the mechanism behind superradiance: the energy

gain of the scalar waves originates from the transfer of energy from the electromagnetic field to the

scalar field, even as the total matter energy decreases. The bottom-right panel further shows that,

in the presence of charge in the scalar field, the nonlinear superradiance of scalar waves leads to

the extraction of both BH energy and charge, which are then carried to spatial infinity.
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FIG. 5. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar wavepacket in a charged BH spacetime, in the context

of the nonminimal EMS system (α0 = 10) with a charged scalar field (q = 0.05). The panels match those

of Fig. 2. The simulation demonstrates the competing effects of scalar condensation and superradiance. A

positive scalar current Ėscalar from superradiance is measured after cloud formation (around 100 < t < 300),

despite the loss of scalar energy via BH accretion (negative FH
scalar). The effect is also illustrated by the

energy extraction from the electromagnetic field, increasing the scalar energy while decreasing the total

matter energy, along with the extraction of BH energy and charge by scalar radiation into spatial infinity.

B. Tachyonic superradiance

Next, we turn our attention to the nonlinear evolution of a scalar perturbation in a charged BH

spacetime described by the EMS model, with the nonminimal coupling constant set to α0 = 10.

The initial scalar wavepacket is described by (51) with parameters p = 10−6, σ = 5 and r0 = 5.

Owing to the negligible amplitude of the perturbation, the evolution of the system maintains the

total energy and charge within numerical precision, i.e. M ≈ M0 = 1, and Q ≈ Q0 = 0.9. As

in the previous subsection, we study both the uncharged and charged scalar field cases, as a way

to better understand the effects of electric charge in the evolution of matter fields in this theory.

We expect an interesting interplay of both tachyonic and superradiant effects in the general case,
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FIG. 6. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar wavepacket in a charged BH spacetime, in the context

of the nonminimal EMS system (α0 = 10) with a charged scalar field (q = 0.15). The panels match those of

Fig. 2. Larger values of the electric charge q more clearly illustrate the tachyonic superradiance effect. The

scalar condensate rapidly converts into radiation, extracting BH energy and charge toward spatial infinity.

The final state is again a hairless RN BH free of tachyonic instabilities.

which we refer to as “tachyonic superradiance”.

The existence of a tachyonic instability may be verified by solving Eq. (43) with the boundary

condition (44) for the dominant unstable mode and its frequency ω0 (where by ‘dominant’ we

mean the mode with greatest imaginary part3). We display the results in Table I for three different

values of the scalar field charge q. Notice that unstable modes are not characterized by a purely

imaginary frequency in the charged case, owing to the complex nature of the quasi-normal mode

equation.

Fig. 4 presents the results of our numerical simulation in the model with uncharged scalar field

(q = 0), i.e. the setup already considered previously in [31]. The figure demonstrates the dynamics

of spontaneous scalarization initiated by a neutral scalar field, revealing the formation of a hairy

3 Actually, for the parameter settings we have studied, only a single unstable mode exists in each case. Higher

(less dominant) unstable overtones will be present if the depth of the effective potential in Eq. (43) is larger, in

particular if Q or α0 are larger.
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BH induced by the tachyonic growth of the field; see in particular the inset in the upper-left

panel. During this process, the development of a massive scalar condensate results in the transfer

of energy from the electromagnetic field to the scalar field (lower-left panel). Simultaneously, a

portion of the matter energy is absorbed by the BH due to the expanding horizon, as evidenced

by the negative horizon flux (upper-right panel). Eventually, the scalar condensation undergoes

relaxation, returning a small fraction of energy to the electromagnetic field (lower-left panel) and

radiating scalar waves (EO
rad = 0.0224) towards spatial infinity (upper-right panel). The final state

is a lower-energy equilibrium hairy BH. The lower-right panel confirms that no BH charge transport

occurs during spontaneous scalarization by a neutral scalar field.

In Table I, the charge-to-mass ratio of the final hairy BH (bottom two rows) is obtained through

two approaches: (1) by calculating the energy and charge transport of the BH from the simulations,

as shown e.g. in Fig. 4, and (2) by solving for the hairy BH solution that matches the scalar field

value at the horizon (see Appendix B). Both methods yield consistent results for the final Q/M of

the spontaneous scalarization process, incidentally providing a nontrivial check of our numerics.

We consider at last the general setup with charged scalar field and nonminimal electromagnetic

coupling in the EMS model. We study first the case of small electric charge, setting q = 0.05.

As already mentioned, the quasi-normal mode spectrum still features an unstable mode (in this

case ω0 = 0.0241+0.1831i), inducing the formation of a scalar cloud, similarly to the scalarization

process observed in Fig. 4. However, the field also experiences now the superradiant effect, and

the expectation from linear analysis is that an increased amount of energy will be emitted towards

spatial infinity, potentially causing the depletion of the scalar condensate.

Our numerical simulation, shown in Fig. 5, confirms that superradiance results in the full

depletion of the scalar cloud formed as a consequence of the tachyonic destabilization. The top-

right panel illustrates both effects, as well as their qualitative differences, as seen in particular in

the curve of Ėscalar (brown): the large peak characteristic of spontaneous scalarization (cf. Fig. 4)

is followed by a period of net growth of the total energy of the scalar, despite a negative flux FH
scalar

that signifies the absorption of scalar radiation by the BH during this process. The two phases

are also clear in the bottom-left panel in the figure, which further highlights the mechanism of

superradiance, namely the amplification of scalar waves via the extraction of BH energy through the

electromagnetic sector. Finally, and more importantly, the panel makes evident that superradiant

scattering results in the complete depletion of the scalar cloud, as is also legible in the upper-left

panel (inset) showing the damping of the scalar field, and in the upper-right panel showing the

persistence of scalar radiation detected by the observer in the far-field region.
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TABLE I. Numerical results for the evolution of a scalar perturbation in the EMS system (α0 = 10)

around an initial RN BH (Q0 = 0.9, M0 = 1). The unstable modes with frequency ω0 characterize the

initial tachyonic instability. The bifurcation point Q/M represents the critical ratio above which tachyonic

instabilities emerge. The final state corresponds to the endpoint of the nonlinear evolution driven by these

instabilities. The hairy BH solution is obtained numerically by solving the EMS equations with a static

ansatz, for a given value Φh of the scalar field at the horizon (see Appendix B). One observes the good

agreement of the values of Q/M extracted from the dynamical simulation and from the analysis of the static

system, validating the accuracy of the numerical calculations.

It is known that tachyonic modes exist in the EMS model only if the charge-to-mass ratio (Q/M)

of the BH exceeds a certain critical value, for a given coupling α0 [27]. We refer to this value as

the bifurcation point.4 We find that the bifurcation point is also a function of the charge q of the

scalar field, and appears to increase with q, at least in the small-q range that we have explored; cf.

the second row of Table I. We find it intriguing that superradiance tends to alleviate the tachyonic

effect, as a larger charge q appears to slightly decrease the imaginary part of the initial unstable

mode or increase the bifurcation point Q/M . Most notably, Table I reveals that the final state

of evolution possesses a slightly lower Q/M compared to the bifurcation point, ensuring that the

final state remains a hairless RN BH free from tachyonic instabilities.

The results of the simulation for a larger value of the charge, q = 0.15, are shown in Fig. 6. The

numerical results show a similar evolution to that discussed in Fig. 5, but the increased scalar field

charge is seen to accelerate the superradiance process driven by the scalar condensate. As shown

in the bottom-left panel, the cloud fully converts into scalar radiation via superradiance, reaching

a maximum energy plateau before scalar waves are detected by the distant observer. Eventually,

this significant scalar radiation extracts energy and charge from the BH toward spatial infinity,

leaving behind a hairless RN BH without further instabilities.

4 The bifurcation point is numerically determined by solving Eq. (43) for the quasi-normal mode frequency with

vanishing imaginary part, which marks the critical value of Q/M .
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

Our aim in this paper was to provide, through fully nonlinear numerical simulations, a com-

prehensive picture of BH dynamics in the presence of tachyonic instabilities and superradiant

amplification of scalar fields. The two effects collaborate to create a macroscopic scalar condensate

out of an initial small perturbation, yet the two processes remain distinguishable in the time evo-

lution, as evidenced by our detailed results on the time dependence of the different energy fluxes

that characterize the system. One of our main conclusions is that superradiance results in the com-

plete depletion of the scalar cloud, with a significant fraction of energy and charge being lost into

radiation toward spatial infinity. Our energetics analysis has also revealed that the superradiant

amplification of charged scalar waves results, as expected, from the extraction of electromagnetic

field energy from the BH.

We take our results as a strong indication that stable, static and spherically symmetric BH

solutions endowed with scalar hair do not exist in the EMS system in the presence of electric charge.

While our numerical simulations clearly suggest this, we also have additional evidence from the

study of the EMS equations with a static ansatz, cf. Appendix B. Upon performing an extensive

scan of the parameter space, we have been unable to find scalarized solutions with q ̸= 0. On the

other hand, to our knowledge, the absence of hairy BH solutions in the charged EMS model does

not follow from any existing no-hair theorem (see [58] for a review), or at least not as an immediate

corollary thereof. In particular, the pioneering work [59] does not encompass nonminimal couplings

between scalar and electromagnetic fields; see also [60–65] for related results. It is natural to

expect, however, that generalizations of such theorems should exist that accommodate nontrivial

couplings between scalar fields and gauge fields, which would allow one to analytically demonstrate

the absence of hairy solutions in the charged EMS model, at least under the assumption of spherical

symmetry. We plan to address this question in future work.

While the end state of the evolution in the presence of the superradiant effect is the same

with and without the nonminimal coupling, the details of the evolution are clearly affected by the

scalarization process. Both the total amount and flux of scalar energy radiated depend on the initial

tachyonic growth of the scalar field, which is therefore observable. The tachyonic superradiance

effect could also serve as a mechanism to generate sizeable amounts of scalar radiation from small

initial perturbations, which we have claimed to be particularly efficient as it results in the total

depletion of the scalar cloud. It would be interesting to extend our study to the situation without

spherical symmetry, thus opening the channels for electromagnetic and gravitational radiation. On
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the other hand, as we alluded to in the introduction, the physical relevance of this mechanism is

questionable due to the need of significant BH charge. However, we expect that the interesting

interplay between scalarization and superradiance will persist in other systems which do not rely

on BH charge, such as a rotating BH in scalar-Gauss-Bonnet theory.
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Appendix A: Initial data

In this appendix, we describe the equations needed to determine the initial BH data after placing

a non-perturbative scalar wavepacket around a RN BH. The constraint equations for the metric

field are given by

H = (3)R−KijK
ij +K2 − 16πρ = 0 ,

Mi = DjK
j
i −DiK − 8πSi = 0 , (A1)

where (3)R is the 3-dimensional curvature scalar associated with the metric γij . By projecting the

Maxwell equation (3) onto the normal vector nµ, one can obtain the constraint equations for the

electromagnetic field,

DiE
i = 4πρe , DiB

i = 0 . (A2)

To solve Eqs. (A1) and (A2) in spherically symmetric spacetimes, we consider the following

ansatz:

γij = W 2 (r) diag
(
1, r2, r2 sin2 θ

)
, α = W−1 (r) , Φ = Φ(r) , βi = Kij = A∗ = Ai = Π = 0 .

(A3)

Substituting this into the above constraints one can obtain the equation

W ′′ (r) +
2

r
W ′ (r)− 1

2W (r)
W ′ (r)2 +

1

2
W (r) Φ′ (r)2 +

Q2

2r4W (r) f (Φ)
= 0 . (A4)

Notice that the electric field is determined as Er = Q/
(
W (r)3 r2f (Φ)

)
in terms of the function

W , where Q is the BH charge and primes denote derivatives with respect to r. Additionally, the
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BH horizon rh is determined by

W ′ (rh) = −W (rh)

rh
, (A5)

which provides the boundary condition, together with W (r = ∞) = 1, for solving Eq. (A4) for the

function W (r).

Considering a spherically symmetric Gaussian wavepacket as the initial configuration for the

scalar field, placed around a RN BH of mass M0, charge Q0 and horizon radius r = rh, the metric

function W (r) is obtained by solving Eq. (A4) with fixed values of Q0 and rh. The system then

has the total energy (from Eq. (13))

M = lim
r→∞

[
−r2W (r)2W ′ (r)

]
, (A6)

which includes both the initial BH mass M0 and the additional contribution from the scalar field.

Appendix B: Static hairy black hole solution

As is well known, and as demonstrated in this paper, the EMS model with neutral scalar

field accommodates static hairy BH solutions. These are determined by numerically solving the

Einstein and matter equations described in Sec. II. To this end we consider the following spherically

symmetric ansatz:

ds2 = −N(R)e−2δ(R)dt2 +
1

N(R)
dR2 +R2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
,

Aµdx
µ = At(R)dt , Φ = ϕ(R) , (B1)

respectively for the metric, electromagnetic and scalar fields. Note that, in the neutral case, the

scalar field may be assumed real without loss of generality. The above ansatz leads to the following

set of ordinary differential equations:

N ′(R) =
1−N(R)

R
− Q2

R3eα0ϕ2(R)
−RN(R)

[
ϕ′(R)

]2
,[

R2N(R)ϕ′(R)
]′
= − α0Q

2ϕ(R)

R2eα0ϕ2(R)
−R3N(R)

[
ϕ′(R)

]3
,

δ′(R) = −R
[
ϕ′(R)

]2
, (B2)

A′
t(R) =

Q

R2eα0ϕ2(R)
e−δ(R) ,

where Q is the BH charge.
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To solve for hairy BH states one must impose appropriate boundary conditions. At the event

horizon Rh, one has

N(Rh) = 0 , δ(Rh) = δ0 , ϕ(Rh) = ϕ0 , At(Rh) = V0 , (B3)

where V0 is the horizon electrostatic potential, and δ0 and ϕ0 are parameters that characterize a

specific BH solution. At spatial infinity, the asymptotic behavior is

N(R) = 1− 2M

R
+
Q2 +Q2

s

R2
+. . . , δ(R) =

Q2
s

2R2
+. . . , ϕ(R) =

Qs

R
+. . . , At(R) = −Q

R
+. . . , (B4)

where M is the BH mass, and Qs is the scalar charge (not to be confused with the electric charge

of the scalar field). For given values of α0 and ϕ0, one can numerically solve Eqs. (B2) for the BH

configuration that satisfies the above boundary conditions.
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Dynamical formation of a Reissner-Nordström black hole with scalar hair in a cavity. Phys. Rev. D,

94(4):044061, 2016. arXiv:1607.06304, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.044061.

[43] Eric W. Hirschmann, Luis Lehner, Steven L. Liebling, and Carlos Palenzuela. Black Hole Dynamics

in Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton Theory. Phys. Rev. D, 97(6):064032, 2018. arXiv:1706.09875, doi:

10.1103/PhysRevD.97.064032.

[44] Sebastian Garcia-Saenz, Guangzhou Guo, Peng Wang, and Xinmiao Wang. Stable long-term evolution

in numerical relativity. 1 2025. arXiv:2501.01055.

[45] Charles W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler. Gravitation. W. H. Freeman, San Francisco,

1973.

[46] Eric Poisson. A Relativist’s Toolkit: The Mathematics of Black-Hole Mechanics. Cambridge University

Press, 12 2009. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511606601.

[47] Katy Clough. Continuity equations for general matter: applications in numerical relativity. Class.

Quant. Grav., 38(16):167001, 2021. arXiv:2104.13420, doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ac10ee.

[48] Robin Croft. Local continuity of angular momentum and noether charge for matter in general relativity.

Class. Quant. Grav., 40(10):105007, 2023. arXiv:2203.13845, doi:10.1088/1361-6382/accc6a.

[49] Guangzhou Guo, Peng Wang, Houwen Wu, and Haitang Yang. Superradiance instabilities of charged

black holes in Einstein-Maxwell-scalar theory. JHEP, 07:070, 2023. arXiv:2301.06483, doi:10.1007/

JHEP07(2023)070.

[50] Shahar Hod. Stability of the extremal Reissner-Nordstroem black hole to charged scalar perturbations.

Phys. Lett. B, 713:505–508, 2012. arXiv:1304.6474, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2012.06.043.

[51] Zhiying Zhu, Shao-Jun Zhang, C. E. Pellicer, Bin Wang, and Elcio Abdalla. Stability of Reissner-

Nordström black hole in de Sitter background under charged scalar perturbation. Phys. Rev. D,

90(4):044042, 2014. [Addendum: Phys.Rev.D 90, 049904 (2014)]. arXiv:1405.4931, doi:10.1103/

PhysRevD.90.044042.

[52] Yang Huang and Dao-Jun Liu. Charged scalar perturbations around a regular magnetic black hole.

Phys. Rev. D, 93(10):104011, 2016. arXiv:1509.09017, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.104011.

[53] Nicolas Sanchis-Gual, Juan Carlos Degollado, Pedro J. Montero, José A. Font, and Carlos Herdeiro.
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