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Abstract

It is known that the Meissner-like effect is seen in a magnetosphere without an electric current in
black hole spacetime: no non-monopole component of magnetic flux penetrates the event horizon if
the black hole is extreme. In this paper, in order to see how an electric current affects the Meissner-
like effect, we study a force-free electromagnetic system in a static and spherically symmetric
extreme black hole spacetime. By assuming that the rotational angular velocity of the magnetic
field is very small, we construct a perturbative solution for the Grad-Shafranov equation, which
is the basic equation to determine a stationary, axisymmetric electromagnetic field with a force-
free electric current. Our perturbation analysis reveals that, if an electric current exists, higher
multipole components may be superposed upon the monopole component on the event horizon,

even if the black hole is extreme.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is widely believed that there are supermassive black holes at the centers of galaxies,
and these are hypothesized to be the central engines for active galactic nuclei (AGNs) and
gamma ray bursts (GRBs). Two main possibilities are considered as the energy source. One
is the gravitational energy of accreting matter and the other is the rotational energy of the
black hole or the accretion disk surrounding it. However, the details of the energy extraction
process are not clear. It is also not understood well how the energy is converted into that
of AGNs or GRBs.

Blandford and Znajek showed that the rotational energy of a rotating black hole can
be extracted in the form of Poynting flux along magnetic field lines penetrating the event
horizon H], which is known as the Blandford-Znajek (BZ) mechanism. Its efficiency depends
on the rotational velocity of the black hole and the configuration of the magnetic field: the
extraction of the rotational energy becomes more efficient the more magnetic field lines pen-
etrates the event horizon and the more rapidly the black hole rotates. In the BZ mechanism,
poloidal magnetic fields which penetrate the event horizon play a crucial role for the energy
extraction as well as for the formation of jets associated with AGNs. In fact, some numerical
studies reported that Poynting-dominated jets were produced |.

Bicak and Janis showed that a magnetic field without an electric current is expelled from
the event horizon of a maximally rotating black hole [5]. This is analogous to the Meissner
effect in a superconductor. This effect for a rapidly rotating black hole would decrease
the efficiency of the BZ mechanism, though the larger rotational velocity of the black hole
would increase the efficiency. In realistic astrophysical cases, however, there would be plasma
around the black hole. How the Meissner-like effect is affected by the existence of plasma is
the main subject of this paper. We clarify the effect of an electric current on the Meissner-
like effect of an extreme black hole. Komissarov and McKinney studied numerically the
Meissner-like effect of a Kerr black hole [6]. They carried out numerical simulations for a
highly conductive magnetosphere until it almost reaches steady state, and there was no sign
of the Meissner-like effect in their numerical results. In this paper, we study how an electric
current affects the Meissner-like effect by solving a stationary problem analytically.

Since realistic situations are, in general, very complicated, it is difficult to model them.

In order to reveal the essence of the plasma effect, we consider a very simple toy model:



(i) we consider a stationary, axisymmetric force-free system of the electromagnetic field and
plasma, (ii) we consider a static spherically symmetric black hole spacetime with a degenerate
horizon as a background spacetime rather than a rotating black hole. The degenerate horizon
is the origin of the Meissner-like effect in a vacuum black hole spacetime HT, and hence, by
studying the electromagnetic field in this spacetime, we can see whether the Meissner-like
effect remains even in the case with an electric current. The spacetime considered in this
paper is known as the Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) spacetime. By these assumptions, the basic
equations reduce to only one quasi-linear elliptic equation for the magnetic flux function
called the Grad-Shafranov (GS) equation [].

For the black hole spacetime, the GS equation has three regular singular points: one is at
the event horizon, and the other two are at the inner and outer light surfaces on which the
velocities of the magnetic field lines agree with the speed of light. For non-extreme cases,
one boundary condition is imposed at each regular singular point so that the magnetic field
is smooth everywhere. However, for a given electric current function, the obtained solution
for the magnetic flux need not be C' but at most C'~ [9]. Although numerical C' solutions
have been obtained by iteratively changing the functional form of the electric current [9-14],
a mathematically rigorous proof for the existence of a C! solution has not yet been presented.
Furthermore, in the extreme case, two kinds of boundary condition must be imposed at once
on the event horizon. We shall mention all these difficulties in solving the GS equation in
8IV.

As will be shown in §V, the monopole component is a unique configuration of the magnetic
field on the event horizon if there is not an electric current. Since there is no magnetic
monopole in nature, this result implies the Meissner-like effect of the extreme RN black
hole. In order to study the electromagnetic field coupled to an electric current around an
RN black hole, we use a perturbative method which includes two expansion parameters. One
of these parameters corresponds to the rotational angular velocity of the magnetic fields.
Namely, we consider slow-rotating magnetic fields as was first considered by Blandford and
Zmajek |ll]. The other parameter is the ratio of the distance from the event horizon to the
horizon radius, since we consider only the vicinity of the event horizon, which includes the
inner light surface. Although we cannot take into account the outer light surface in our
perturbative method, we can obtain approximate solutions sufficient to study the Meissner-

like effect with an electric current.



This paper is organized as follows. In §II, we introduce the RN black hole as a back-
ground geometry. Then we show the GS equation for the RN spacetime in §III; the detailed
derivation of the GS equation is given in Appendices A and B. The regularity conditions
for the GS equation and difficulties in solving this equation are described in detail in §IV.
Using perturbative analyses, we study the cases with and without an electric current in §V
and VI, respectively. §VII is devoted to summary and discussion. In Appendix C, we show
the relation between the Kerr-Schild coordinate system and the standard static coordinate
system of the RN spacetime. In Appendix D, we give a proof of a theorem on the magnetic
field obtained by the present perturbative method.

In this paper, we adopt the geometrized units, in which the Newton’s gravitational con-
stant and the speed of light are unity, and the abstract index notation: small Latin indices,
excluding t and r, indicate the type of tensor, whereas small Greek indices, excluding 6 and
©, represent components with respect to the coordinate basis. The exceptional indices ¢, r,
6, and ¢ denote the components of time, and the radial and azimuthal coordinates in the

spherical polar coordinate system. The signature of the metric is diag|—, +, +, +].

II. BACKGROUND GEOMETRY

We consider a static and spherically symmetric spacetime of the following metric:
2
ds® = g datds” = —a’dt* + %drz + 7% (d6* + sin® 0d?) (2.1)

with

A=(r—-r))(r—r_) and a«a= : (2.2)

where we assume 7, > r_ > 0. This spacetime is known as the RN spacetime. There are
two horizons, which are determined by A = 0: r, and r_ represent the radius of the event

and Cauchy horizons, respectively. The case of r, = r_ := ry is called the extreme case.

III. GRAD-SHAFRANOV EQUATION

Maxwell’s equations are given by

v[anc} =0, (31)
V% = 4rJ® (3.2)
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where Fy,;, is the field strength tensor of the electromagnetic field, J¢ is a current density, and
V, is the covariant derivative!. If the field strength tensor is expressed by using a 4-vector

potential A, as

Fup = Vady — VyAy = 0, Ay — Oy Ay, (3.3)

then Eq. (B1)) is trivially satisfied, where 9, is the ordinary derivative.
As mentioned in §I, hereafter, we consider the axisymmetric and stationary electromag-
netic field in the RN spacetime. In order to make the problem simple, we assume that the

system field satisfies the force-free condition
FupJ" =0. (3.4)

Hereafter, we focus on the system of only Eqs. (8.2) and (8.4]). The formulation of a force-free
electrodynamics field in the black hole spacetime was given by Macdonald and Thorne [§].
Our formulation is based on their work.

In the case of a stationary, axisymmetric electromagnetic field, we can define the “angular

velocity” of the magnetic field as

Qp = — .
" Ry, F.,

The reason why 2 can be regarded as the angular velocity of the magnetic field is described

in Appendix [Al From Eqs. (8:2)) and ([3.4), the GS equation is obtained as

1 u . w
U+ —LyW 4+ = + —— = .
+ XLVt 5+ 1 =0 (3.6)

where a prime ’ represents a derivative with respect to r,

0 1 ov
LU = sinfg— [ — .
‘ Smﬂae(gneae>’ (37)
2 2
_ r T2 S o, /
U—<D+281n9d\1]\11)\11, (3.8)
2 2 2
B e dQd 5 odl
W = (89D—|— 5 sin e—d\If 89\11) OpV + 87°r 5 (3.9)

1 'We only use the RN spacetime as a background geometry rather than the Kerr spacetime, that is, a test
U(1) field on the RN spacetime is considered in our toy model. Bi¢dk and Dvordk studied perturbations
of the coupled Einstein-Maxwell system on the extreme RN spacetime without an electric current [15].

The Meissner-like effect appeared in this case.



where I = I(W) and ¥ are the electric current and the magnetic flux through an axisym-
metric polar cap, which are defined by Eqs. (B4)) and (B3), respectively, and D is defined
by

D = a* — r’Qfsin? 6. (3.10)

The derivation of the GS equation (B.0]) is given in Appendices [A] and [Bl

In general, the GS equation for a black hole magnetosphere has three regular singular
points: one is at the event horizon A = 0, and the other two are at the light surfaces
defined by D = 0. A light surface is a timelike hypersurface on which the rotational speed
of magnetic field lines are equal to the speed of light. The inner light surface given by a
function r = rps_(0) has a spacelike section with spherical topology, whereas the outer one,
r = rps+(0), has that of cylindrical topology.

In the case of the Kerr spacetime, the Kerr-Schild coordinate system is often adopted, for
example, in numerical simulations (e.g., [2, ,H]), since there is no coordinate singularity
on the event horizon. Therefore, we give the Kerr-Schild coordinate system for the RN
spacetime in Appendix In Appendix [, we show that the singular point on the event
horizon in the GS equation appears even if we adopt Kerr-Schild coordinates. This is also
true in the case of the Kerr spacetime, though it is not shown in this paper (we will show
it elsewhere). As long as a stationary magnetic field is considered, the singular point of the
basic equation will appear on the event horizon, since there is no timelike Killing vector
field on or inside the event horizon, or in other words, the stationary configuration cannot

be realized inside the black hole.

IV. REGULARITY CONDITIONS AND BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section, we consider only the case of Qp # 0. Then, by virtue of the symmetry of
the background spacetime, without loss of generality, we may assume Qr > 0. The case of

Qr = 0 will be treated as specific cases later.

A. Symmetry Axis 6§ =0

On the symmetry axis # = 0, both ¥ and [ should vanish by their definitions. [ is a

function of ¥, and thus, I|y—g should vanish.



B. Event Horizon

In Appendix [T, we give the components of Fy;, in the Kerr-Schild coordinate system
(T, ®, R,0). From Eq. (C13]), we have

M
Fre = N (4.1)
where
M—i(QM— 2)Qaw+2r21(\p) (4.2)
o T ) e sin 0 ' '

Since the Kerr-Schild coordinate system is non-singular on the event horizon, Freg must be

finite there. Thus, we have M|,—,, = 0. This leads to

I+ (2Mr —r2)Qpsinfp¥ =0  at r=r1, . (4.3)

42

The above condition corresponds to the horizon boundary condition derived by Znajek for
the Kerr black hole [18]. It is seen from the GS equation (B.6)) that, in order that W, ¥’ and

U are finite on the event horizon r = r,, the following condition should be satisfied

W
LoW + — = 0. (4.4)

However, this condition is satisfied if W satisfies the regularity condition (4.3]), and thus no
additional constraint is imposed by this equation.
In the extreme case, since the equation A = 0 has a double root ry = rg, M’|,—,, should

vanish as well as M|,—,,, = 0 so that Fge is finite on the event horizon. These conditions

imply
Qp .
1+4—;smeagxy =0, (4.5)
dl _, sind , dQp _, B
d—\If\I] + . <QF89\II + 70 \1189\11) = 0, (4.6)

on the event horizon r = ry. We can see from the GS equation ([B0) that, in order that W,
U’ and U” are finite on the event horizon for the extreme case, not only Eq. (£4]) but also

the following condition should be satisfied,

(LQ\I] + %) =0 at r =ry. (47)

This condition is satisfied if W satisfies the regularity conditions (£5) and (44]), and thus

no additional constraint is imposed by this equation.
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the magnetosphere of a non-extreme RN black hole r > r_, where

p=rsinf and z = rcos¥.

C. Light Surface
As mentioned, the light surfaces are singular points of the GS equation ([B.6). In the

extreme case, the radial coordinates of the light surfaces, which are the roots of the equation

(4.8)

D =0 in the domain r > ry, are given by
141 —4rgQpsind

r=TLs+ = -
2Q0rsin 0

In order that U and LyW are finite on the light surfaces, U + W/A must vanish there. This

requirement leads to the following regularity conditions on the light surfaces:

2
Veo,v = _87T2T2d—\11 at =1Lt (4.9)
where
2
Ve =2y (abD + % sin? eabﬂé) : (4.10)



D. Boundary Conditions in the Case of Non-Degenerate Horizons

For simplicity, in this subsection, we assume that 2p is constant. By virtue of this
assumption, the conditions (€.9) become Neumann boundary conditions on the light surfaces.

Here, we consider the non-extreme case r, > r_. Let us assume that the functional
form of I(W) has already been determined before solving the GS equation. Then, by solving
the horizon regularity condition ([@3]), we obtain ¥ on the event horizon. Since V¥ is the
magnetic flux through the polar cap (see Appendix B), ¥ should vanish at § = 0. Thus,
there seems to be no freedom for setting a boundary condition for ¥ in solving Eq. (@3], but
this is not true. Since § = 0 is a regular singular point of Eq. (£3), there still remains one
degree of freedom for choosing a boundary value of the second-order derivative of W. Hence,
a Dirichlet boundary condition for the GS equation is determined on the event horizon by
the regularity condition (L3). By imposing this Dirichlet boundary condition at r = ry
and further Neumann boundary conditions at » = rpg_ ([£9) and on the equatorial plane
(e.g., the reflection-symmetric boundary condition JyW¥|g—r;2 = 0), a solution for the GS
equation (3.6)) is uniquely determined in the domain ry < r < rpg_. By imposing two
Neumann boundary conditions (49) on the two light surfaces r = r s+ and the equatorial
plane § = 7/2, and a further Dirichlet boundary condition ¥ = 0 on the symmetry axis
0 = 0, a solution for the GS equation is uniquely determined in the domain rg_ < r < rps,.
For the domain r g, < r < 00, if we impose a boundary condition at W for r — oo, then we
can obtain a solution for the GS equation.

The GS equation can be solved for these three domains, r. <r <rps_, rps- <r < rpss,
and rpg. < r < 0o, independently by the above procedure (see Fig.[Il). Thus, for an arbitrary
electric current I(W), the obtained solution for W is, in general, not C' but at most C'~
at the boundaries r = rpgy. It was first reported by Contopoulos, Kazanas, and Fendt
(CKF) that the continuity of the first-order derivative of W at the light surface as well as the
continuity of W itself determines the functional form of the electric current /() in the case of
the pulsar magnetosphere |9]. They numerically obtained C solutions for ¥ by an iterative
method in which both ¥ and the functional form of I(¥) are determined simultaneously.
The CKF method was used by several authors to study the pulsar magnetosphere and they
showed that this method also suitable for their case of interest M, E, BE However, it

should be noted that a mathematically rigorous proof for the existence of the C'' solution



for the GS equation has not yet been given.

Although there is at most one light surface in the case of the pulsar magnetosphere, there
can be two light surfaces if Qp is a non-vanishing constant in the case of the black hole
magnetosphere (see Fig. ). Thus, if we chose the functional form of I(¥) such that ¥ is C*
in the domain r, < r < rpg., imposing an asymptotic boundary condition for r — oo does
not guarantee the continuity of the derivative of ¥ at the outer light surface r = rpgy. Thus,
in order to obtain a solution which is C* in the domain r, < r < oo, we need to solve the
GS equation for the outermost domain rp g, < r < oo as a Cauchy problem with a boundary
data for W and the derivatives of ¥ on r = rpg,. This implies that we cannot impose the
asymptotic boundary condition for » — oo. In general, it is difficult to solve an elliptic-type
differential equation numerically, such as the GS equation, as a Cauchy problem due to the
numerical instability. Thus, in the case with two light surfaces, it is difficult to numerically
obtain a solution for the GS equation in the outermost domain r.s, < r < co. However, this
might not be a serious problem, since we may understand whether the Blandford-Znajek
mechanism works by studying only the domain ry < r < rpgy.

Uzdensky applied the CKF method to the magnetospheres of the Schwarzschild black
hole [11] and of the Kerr black hole [12], but he focused on only the cases in which there
is only one light surface by virtue of a particular assumption on Qg: Uzdensky assumed
that Qp asymptotically decreases, and hence there is no outer light surface. Thus, Uzdensky
succeeded in numerically obtaining global solutions without solving Cauchy problems for

the GS equation.

E. Boundary Conditions in the Case of a Degenerate Horizon

Here, we consider the extreme case ry = r_ = ry, which is the main case of interest in
this paper. In this subsection, we also assume that 2p is constant. The horizon regularity
conditions (LH) and (L.0) give boundary values of ¥ and the derivative of W. Thus, in the
extreme case, we must solve the GS equation (3.0]) as a Cauchy problem even for the domain
ry <71 < rps— (see Fig.[). As mentioned, it is difficult to numerically solve the GS equation
as a Cauchy problem, and hence, it seems to be difficult to numerically obtain a solution
for the physically important domain rg < r < rps. in the extreme case. Further, even

if we find a procedure for numerically solving the GS equation as a Cauchy problem, the
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FIG. 2: The same as Fig. [l but for an extreme RN black hole r, = r_ = ry.

regularity condition on the inner light surface r = rpg_ may not be satisfied for an arbitrary

functional form of electric current I(¥): we must assume the functional form of I(W¥) to

solve the GS equation as a Cauchy problem, but, in general, the assumed electric current

I(¥) does not satisfy the regularity condition on the inner light surface. As a result, it seems
to be impossible to obtain a solution for the GS equation numerically, which is finite on the
inner light surface, in the extreme case. In this sense, the perturbative analytic approach
discussed in §VI is very important.

We should note that even if we find analytically the electric current I which guarantees
the finiteness of ¥ and its derivative on the inner light surface, such a electric current I might
not guarantee the finiteness of both ¥ and its derivative on the outer light surface. This
implies that either the force-free condition should break down near the outer light surface

or the rotational velocity should decay far from the black hole so that the outer light surface

does not exist, as in the situation studied by Uzdensky.

V. VACUUM CASE

In this section, we consider the vacuum case I = 0.

11



A. Qp =0 on the horizon

Here, we consider the case of 2p = 0 on the event horizon, r = r,. Even if Qp does not
vanish except on the event horizon, it satisfies

9
Dpp = d—;aeqf =0 at r=r,. (5.1)

Thus, on the event horizon, 9y ¥ = 0 or dQ2r/dV = 0 should hold. In the former case, ¥
vanishes on the event horizon, implying that the magnetic flux does not penetrate the event
horizon. In the latter case, from Eq. (8.6), in order that ¥, ¥/, and W” are finite on the

event horizon, the following equation should be satisfied:
A /
LV + r*W/ (7’_2) =0 at r=rg. (5.2)
In the extreme case, since A’ = 0 also holds on the event horizon r = ry, we have
LQ\I/ =0 at r = TH. (53)

The solution of the above equation which satisfies the regularity condition on the symmetry
axis 0 = 0 is

U = C(1 — cosh), (5.4)

where C' is an integration constant. The above solution implies that the magnetic field
which can penetrate the event horizon is the only monopole component. By contrast to the
extreme case, non-monopole components can penetrate the event horizon in the non-extreme
case, since, in this case, Eq. (B.2)) does not necessarily imply Ly ¥ = 0. As a result, we can
conclude that the Meissner-like effect of the extreme black hole appears in the vacuum case.

In the case that Qg vanishes everywhere, we can obtain global solutions. The solutions

which satisfy the regularity condition on the symmetry axis # = 0 are written in the form
U= Z Ry(r)P}(cos 6) sin 6, (5.5)
1=0
where P!'(z) is the associated Legendre function of the first kind with m = 1. Then, the GS
equation (3.0) becomes

I(1+1
B L Gt (5.6)
r
In the extreme case, in order that R;, R}, and R; are finite on the event horizon, R; of [ > 1

vanishes, and the only monopole component [ = 0 may remain.

12



B. Qp # 0 on the horizon

In this case, from the regularity condition on the event horizon ([3]), we have
Op¥ =0, (5.7)

for both extreme and non-extreme cases. Thus, ¥ = 0 is a solution which satisfies the
regularity condition on the symmetry axis § = 0. The magnetic field does not penetrate the

event horizon at all.

VI. CASE WITH AN ELECTRIC CURRENT

In this section, we focus on the extreme case r1 = rg and assume that the rotational
velocity of the magnetic field Q is constant.

In the case of Qp = 0, it is seen from Eq. (8.8]) that since D = o2, the following condition
should be satisfied on the event horizon:

diI?

¥ 0. (6.1)
The above condition allows I = const. on the event horizon. However, since I should vanish
on the symmetry axis 6 = 0, the allowed constant is zero. Thus, in this case, the same
argument as was used in the vacuum case discussed in the previous section is also true. The

allowed configuration of the magnetic field on the horizon is only the monopole component

(5.4). Hence, hereafter, we focus on the case of Qp # 0.

A. Grad-Shafranov equation near the event horizon

We are interested in the configuration of the magnetic field near the event horizon. In

order to analyze the GS equation, we introduce the following dimensionless quantities:

r=: rgy, (6.2)

U =: rgy, (6.3)

g = ’/’HQF, (64)

(V) =: eZ(v), (6.5)

87r2d—l2 =: &%r'S(v) (6.6)
R €°ry . .

13



Using these quantities, the GS equation (B.6]) becomes

2 u W _
8w+(y )2 L9w+p+m—o, (6.7)
where
D = y[(y—1)*—<c*y'sin’6], (6.8)
U = 2(y —1—e*y*sin® 0)9,1, (6.9)
W = —%° [sin200p) — S (V)] . (6.10)

The regularity conditions on the event horizon ([AH]) and (£6) become
1
Z(y)+ yy sinfopyp = 0, (6.11)
dz 1
v y@b—l— 81n909( oy) = 0. (6.12)

The regularity conditions on the light surfaces (£9) become
S(¥)

Gw - S] 29 gy tanesiﬂ 9(1 — €y2 siIl «9)8y¢ — 0 at y — yLS:I:7 (613)
where
YLs+ 1= s (6.14)
TH

Here, we assume that 1) can be written in the form of Taylor series around the event horizon,

y=1, as

Y= M)y —1)" (6.15)

The coefficients ¥(™ are, in principle, determined by the GS equation (6.7) with the regular-

ity conditions (611]), (€12), and (613). Using the expression (615), Eqs. (611 and (6.12)

can be rewritten in the forms

1 dy©

(0) ~ & =
Z(p™) + gy sin @ 7 0, (6.16)
dT 1 dyp™)
(1 pu—
0 — () gy — sin @ 7 0. (6.17)

If we fix the functional form of Z (1)), we obtain () and () from the above equations,

and further, we obtain 1™ of n > 2 from Eq. (6.7); in order to get 9™ for n > 3, we use

14



an equation obtained by (n — 2)-times differentiation of Eq. (G7) with respect to y. For

example, for n = 2, by evaluating the GS equation ([6.7)) on the event horizon y = 1, we have

dw(z) 1 dS
2 ) ) — 27 (O (2)
€ [ng + 29" + 2 cot 6 < 0 5020 w(zﬁ )w )]

WO SO [ 1 N 1S
= -2 — 12 — ™ 19— by SV (ORVACHN I
cot? ( 46 sin20 ) (sin29 e ) Y { ssrganr ¥ Y

(6.18)

Here, we should again note that Z(¢)) cannot be freely specified. The functional form of
Z(v)) must be chosen such that the regularity condition (6I3]) on the inner light surface is
satisfied.

B. Perturbative analysis

We consider slowly rotating magnetic fields, or in other words, we assume 0 < ¢ < 1. We
rewrite the basic equations in the form of the power series with respect to ¢, and then we
construct a solution of 1 on the horizon, i.e., ¥, by perturbative procedures with respect
to . Although, as mentioned, it seems to be impossible to determine the functional form of
7 numerically, we can find it by this method.

In order to construct a perturbative solution for ¢, we write

P(0) =Y geN. (6.19)
N=0
Further, we assume
I(x) =Y Inw(z)e"  and  S(z) =) Syia(z)e". (6.20)
N=0 N=0

From Eq. (4.8]), the location of the inner light surface is written as
y :1—1—%&(581119)":1+6sin9+2(5sin9)2+-~- (6.21)
b5 “ nl(n+1)! ' '

Because yrs- — 1 = O(e), we can express the quantities on the inner light surface by using

the quantities on the event horizon. For example, 0yt at y = yrs_ is written as

d (0) d (0) d (1)
Dot (yrs—, 0) = 152 +5< Zé +sin 6 152 + e (6.22)

15



Since the main purpose of this study is to see the effect of an electric current on the
configuration of the magnetic field on the event horizon, we focus on 1(°). For this purpose,
we rewrite Eqs. (6.I7) and (6.I8]) in more appropriate forms as follows.

By differentiating Eq. (G.16) with respect to 6, we have

dz dpON""d [ dp©®
A (%) - =
47wa(¢ )—l—( ¥ p7] sin @ 7 0. (6.23)
From Eq. (€I7), we have
dZ d
47r@(w(0)) + sin 9@ Iny™® = 0. (6.24)
By subtracting Eq. (€23) from the above equation, we obtain
dpON " [ dp© o d 0
( 7 T sin 6 0 Slﬂ@@ Inyt = 0. (6.25)
It is easy to integrate the above equation, and we have
dy)©®
Y = 'sin 9%, (6.26)

where C’ is an integration constant. In order to obtain ¢, we use Eq. (6.26) rather than
Eq. (617).
By substituting Eq. (6.16) into Eq. (623) and using Eqgs. (6.5) and (6.6]), we have

dp© SO\ g
—200‘59( 0 s o0 = Loyp\". (6.27)

The above equation is equivalent to Eq. ([£4]). By substituting Eq. (627) into the first term
on the right-hand side of Eq. (GI8]), we obtain

Lyp©® = £25in 0 [ — 12L0" + Lyyp® + 2@

dyp? 1 dS 1 d*S
2 _ 2 5(2) ON - 2 <) ) 92
+ Cow( @ smogds’ )+¢ ( smZadue’ )} (6.28)

We shall use the above equation rather than Eq. (6.18]).

1. Zeroth-Order Solutions for 1)

Here, we obtain the zeroth-order solutions for (%), Hereafter, the arguments of Sy and

Iy are w((]o) as long as we do not specify them.
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First of all, we write down the equations to obtain the zeroth-order solutions for ().

From the lowest order of Egs. (6.13), (6.16), and (6.28), we have

vy’ S
—_— pr— -2
e sin 20 0 (6.29)
1 )
7, + —sind = :
1+ 2 Smo— 0, (6.30)
Lol” = 0, (6.31)
where from Eqs. (G.), ([6.6), and ([G.20),
dT,
= 1677, —-. 32
82 6 1 d’l/] (6 3 )
We can easily integrate Eq. (6.31]) and obtain
W0 =1 = cos ), (6.33)

where 00(0) is an integration constant. The above result implies that @Déo) has only the

monopole component. Then, substituting Eq. ([G.33)) into Eq. (G30), we have

R PO R O
L(X) = =G} X(z X), (6.34)
where
N X
Co

It is non-trivial whether the lowest order of the inner light surface regularity condition
([E29) is satisfied by 1/1(()0) and Z; obtained above. From Egs. (634) and (6.32), we have
dZy
dX
It is easy to check that Egs. (6.33) and (6.36)) satisfy Eq. (6.29). Namely, we have obtained

a small electric current which satisfies the lowest order of the inner light surface regularity

S(X) = 16727, (X) = (x) = 200 % (2 _3X ¢ X2> . (6.36)

condition.

It is worthwhile to notice the meaning of the zeroth-order solutions for (@, i.e., wg‘”.
In the limit ¢ — 0, Qp and I become zero, whereas () becomes w(()o). Since the case
Qr = I = 0 corresponds to the vacuum case, i.e., the case without an electric current, wéo)
corresponds to the vacuum solution. As we showed in §V, the vacuum solution has only
the monopole component on the event horizon. Eq. ([6.33)) is consistent with this fact. The
small electric current I = €Z; can be regarded as a result of the slowly rotating monopole

field .

17



2. First-Order Solutions for ¢(©

Next, we consider the correction of O(g!) to the zeroth-order solution for ¢(¥). Hereafter,
we assume C’éo) # 0. In our perturbative method, the case of Céo) = 0 is quite different from
the case 00(0) # 0. If we choose 00(0) = 0, we can obtain only the trivial solution ¢© = 0
using our perturbative method. We prove this statement in Appendix

The equations determining wi‘” are derived from Eqs. (613), (61I6), and ([6.28) of O(g'):

a1 (dS,
W s \ap ¥t T
(a1 dS, W
+sm€< 0 smog dp L —tanfyy;’ | =0, (6.37)
dZy (o) 1 dyy)
il Ty + — - :
0 + 2+47TSH19 7 0, (6.38)
Lot = 0, (6.39)
where
dZ. dZ
83 = 1671'2 <Ild—7j +I2d—w1) . (640)

We can see from Eq. (639) that %0) is also the monopole solution. Thus, the first-order
correction merely adds a constant of O(e') to the integration constant of the zeroth-order
solution. As a result, without loss of generality, we may assume for the first-order solutions
that

) (6.41)

From Egs. (6.38), (6.40), and the above equation, we have

We should check the inner light surface regularity condition (6.13]). Since %0) =T, =8;=0,

Eq. (6.37) becomes
dgs? 1 dSy

B B _
0 smosdy ¥ tan @iy, = 0. (6.43)

In order to estimate the above equation, we need wél), which is the zeroth-order solution for

M. We obtain 9" from Eq. [28) of O(c°) as

dy
e’

PV = C'sin (6.44)
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where we assume that C” is the order of unity. Substituting Eq. (633) into the above
equation, we obtain

W= c'c? sin 4. (6.45)

By substituting Eq. (6.43) into Eq. (643]) and using the functional form of Sy given by
Eq. (€3d), we can see that Eq. (6.43) is satisfied. Here it is worthwhile to notice that

w(()l), as well as wg‘”, necessarily corresponds to a vacuum solution. It is easy to check that

Eq. ([6.459) is consistent with Eq. (5.3).

3. Second-Order Solutions for 1)(©)

Hereafter, we will make frequent use of Eqgs. (6:29) and (6.43) without giving an explicit
reference. Now, we consider the correction of O(g?) to the zeroth-order solution for ¢)(?). The

equations determining 1" can be obtained from Eqs. (613), (610), and 628) of O(c):

(0) 2
4 L (d82 wéo) + 34) = —sin’0 [(2 tanf — 1L 45 w(()l)) 3”

do sin20 \ dy 28in 260 do)?
diy” L dS; ) ®)
- - 4
i smogdg o~ 2tanfuer), (6.46)
T, () 1 dg
s Ty + — sinf =0 6.47
g V2 Tt psinf=gm =0, (6.47)
dip? 1 dS,
1@ — 20! L@ 1+ 9u® 19 0 (2)
1 &S
(1) 2 (1)
9 _ - =
e (2 g )]
(6.48)
where
dT. dT
84 = 1671'2 (Ild—lj +Igd—¢1) . (649)

In order to derive the above equations, we have used w§°’ =7, =0 and wf’ = 0 obtained
by substituting ¢§°) = 0 into Eq. (620)).
It should be noted that ¢\ appears in Eqs. (640) and (64R). In order to determine
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O we use Eq. (627) of O(e?):

1 (dS
Lop? + 2 2 _ 20 — 0. .
oy + cot@[ 7 o6 \ap 2 + 8, 0 (6.50)
By substituting Eq. (6.46) into the above equation, we have
1 &S w1 ds
L — et ool (2tand 2,0 0, W 24 _o )]
ot cot 6 sin 9[( tan 0 3520 402 Yo ot 00 TSm0 0 Yy —2 tan Oy

(6.51)
By subtracting the above equation from Eq. (6.48)), we obtain the equation for w(()Q) as

Loty +605” —2u5" = 0. (6.52)

It is easily seen from Eq. (6.43]) that w(()Q) = (()1) /2 is a particular solution for the above equa-
tion. Thus, the general solution of the above equation is expressed by a linear combination

of this particular solution and general solutions of the following homogeneous equation:
Lof +6f =0. (6.53)
The general solution of Eq. (6.53)) is given by
f=sin6 [c, P (cos ) + cq@Q2" (cos b)] , (6.54)

where ¢, and ¢, are arbitrary constants, and P' and Q' are the associated Legendre
functions of the first and second kinds with [ = 2 and m = 1, respectively. From the
boundary condition at # = 0, ¢, must vanish. Hence, the most general solution of Eq. (6.52)),
which satisfies the boundary condition at 6 = 0, is given by

@ _ A 'Cy”

o) = Cy” sin?fcos b + TO sin? 0, (6.55)
where we have used P! = (3/2)sin 26, and 052) is an arbitrary constant. Here it is worth-
while to notice that the above result also corresponds to a vacuum solution. It is easy to

check that Eq. (B5H), as well as ¢\” and ¢{", is consistent with Eq. (53).
By using Eq. (636) and substituting Eq. (643]) into Eq. ([6.4])), we have

Lol” = [3C9C"(1 + 2C" cos 0) — 4CS cos 6] sin* 6. (6.56)

The above equation implies that, in general, the magnetic field on the event horizon includes

non-monopole components of O(g?).
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We can easily integrate this equation and obtain

0 Sill2 0

2 = g5 [2 (BC'(O)C'/2 — 26’82)) cosf (3cos® 0 —7) + 15050)6” (cos? 6 — 5)} ,  (6.57)

where we have chosen the integration constant so that w§0)|9:o = ¢§0)|0:7r = 0, ie., this
correction consists of only non-monopole components.
The functional form of Z3 is determined by using Eq. (6.47) as
1 . .
LX) = —X*(2— X)?
X [15030)0’ (1 - X) + (300(0’0’2 - 2032)) (2 18X + 9X2)] . (6.58)

where X is defined by Eq. (635).

4. Solution near the inner light surface with corrections up to O(g?)

The solution with the corrections up to O(g?) behaves near the inner light surface as

o= +epl® + 2+ () + el ) -+ Py 12+ (659)

Although the solutions for @b](\?) for (n, N) = (0,0),(0,1),(0,2),(1,0),(1,1),(2,0) have been

derived in the previous sections, we again show them with a slightly different parameteriza-

tion:
qp(()o) = C’éo)(l — cosb), (6.60)
W =0, (6.61)
¢§0) = [6’2(0) cos (3 cos? 0 — 7) + ECSO)C' ((3082 0 — 5)} sin? 4, (6.62)
Y = ¢ C’sin?0), (6.63)
Y =0, (6.64)
o = 2[5 (e —1000) coso + 00" im0, (6.65)

where 00(2) is given in this parameterization as
3
) =3 (Ve —10c”). (6.66)
By using the same parameterization as the above, the electric current is given by
Lo o o\ [y
I(X) = ——X (2- X) [2¢}
(X) = - o

_ 22X (2 - X) {O(SO)C’(1 — X) 420 (2 18X + 9)22) }] (6.67)
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where X is defined by Eq. (6:37). We see that the arbitrary constants are only C](\(,)) (N =0,2)
and C" . The reason this result takes this form is because if we choose ¢ and J,1) on the
event horizon such that the regularity conditions (6.16) and (6.17) are satisfied, then ¢ and

T are completely determined.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We studied a force-free magnetosphere in a static spherically symmetric black hole space-
time with a degenerate event horizon. We have found that if an electric current exists, higher
multipole components of the magnetic field can be superposed upon the monopole compo-
nent on the event horizon even if the two horizons degenerate into one horizon. This result
is consistent with the numerical result given by Komissarov and McKinney: they showed
that the magnetic field lines of higher multipole components can penetrate an extreme Kerr
black hole if conductivity exists. The detailed geometrical structures of the extreme Kerr
black hole and the extreme Reissner-Nordstrém black hole are different from each other.
However, since the degenerate structures of the horizons of these black holes are similar, the
present results may be applicable to a certain extent for the extreme Kerr black hole.

If we require that there is no monopole component in the lowest-order configuration on
the horizon, or equivalently, w(()o) = 0, we obtain the trivial solution 1)) = 0, even though we
take all-order corrections into account (see Appendix[D]). Thus, the proposition in Appendix
D seems to imply that there is no non-trivial configuration without a monopole component
on the event horizon of the extreme Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, even if an electric current
exists. But this is not necessarily true. In order to see this fact, note that there is an exact

monopole solution for the Grad-Shafranov equation (B.6]):

U =C(1—cosb), (7.1)
with the electric current
Op
[=——U (20 -V 7.2
v (- D), (72)

where C'is an arbitrary constant. By contrast, the proposition in Appendix D implies that,
if %0) = 0, there is no higher-order correction by which the configuration of the perturbative
solution on the event horizon approaches to the monopole configuration in our perturbation

scheme. In other words, our perturbative solution with vanishing ¢60) cannot approach
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to the above exact solution, even if we take into account all-order corrections. This fact
suggests that even if an exact solution with a non-monopole configuration on the event
horizon exists, the perturbative solution with vanishing @D((]O) cannot approach to such a
solution in our perturbation scheme. This possibility may arise from the assumption for the
electric current ([6.20), which may be too strong, though the present analytic perturbation
studies are impossible without this assumption.

We would like to stress again that it is very difficult to obtain a stationary force-free
magnetosphere by solving the Grad-Shafranov equation for the extreme black hole space-
time numerically. Thus, we need to invoke analytic methods, as in the present study, or
numerical techniques to follow the dynamical evolution of a force-free Maxwell field until
a stationary configuration is realized, as Komissarov and McKinney used. As discussed in
this paper, in the case that there are two light surfaces in the extreme Reissner-Nordstrom
black hole spacetime, even though the magnetic field is regular, both on the event horizon
and inner light surface, it will be singular on the outer light surface. If the angular velocity
of the magnetic field is constant, two light surfaces necessarily exist. Thus, if the dynamical
evolution of a force-free Maxwell field can be followed until it becomes stationary, then it
is expected that the angular velocity decays far from the black hole so that the outer light
surface does not exist. The extremity of charge or angular momentum changes the structure
of boundary conditions for the Grad-Shafranov equation and seems to strongly affect global
structures of the black hole magnetosphere.

Finally, we would like to suggest that analytic solutions obtained by this perturbation
scheme becomes a benchmark for a numerical scheme to obtain solutions for stationary con-
figurations of astrophysical magnetospheres, since our perturbation scheme is also suitable

for non-extreme black hole cases.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Grad-Shafranov equation

A stationary, axisymmetric electromagnetic field implies 0,4, = 0 = 0,A4,. Then, from
Eq. (83) and the force-free condition ([B.4), we have Fyy/Fy, = Fi,/F,,. Using these equa-

tions, the components of F;, in the static coordinate system (2.I]) are written in the form

0 0 Qpd,A, QpdpA,
0 0 —8.A, —8A

F,, = L (A1)
—Qpd,A, 0,A, 0 AB?

—QpdpA, DA, — /B 0

where Qp is defined by Eq. (8.5), and

rSsin? 6

(A2)

is the determinant of the intrinsic metric of the spacelike hypersurface labeled by t¢.

Note that Qr can be regarded as the angular velocity of the magnetic field. We consider
an observer with an angular velocity dy/dt = Qp. His or her 4-velocity is given by u* =
['(1,Qp,0,0), where I" is a normalization factor. The electric field for this observer is given
by E, = Fyu®, and we can easily see from Eq. (Al that E, vanishes. Thus we may say that
this observer is co-moving with the magnetic field, and the angular velocity of the magnetic
field is Q.

Substituting Eq. (Adl) into the Jacobi identity dj,Fyg = 0, we have

(0,05)0p Ay — (05)0, A, = 0. (A3)

The above equation implies that 0,80 o< J,A,, or equivalently, the equi-Qp surface agrees

with the equi-A, surface. Thus we have
Qp = Qp(A,). (A4)

Using Eq. (AIl), the Maxwell equations imply the following equations: the ¢-component

implies
2 .
0, (rQp sin 00, A,) + 0y (W&m@) — —dray/7Jh (A5)
the ¢-component implies
a? a?
_ _ - — ®.
Oy (Sme&,A@) + Oy <Asin98€A@) drran/vJ%; (A6)
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the r-component implies

Op(aB,) = dman/vJ"; (AT)
and the #-component implies
O (aB,) = —4man/vJ?, (A8)
where
B, = r*sin® B%. (A9)

Using Eq. ([AIl), the force-free condition implies

J 0, A, + J'0A, = 0, (A10)

(J? — J'QR)0, A, + /B J? = 0, (A11)
)

(J? — J'Qp)0p A, — JYB?J" = 0. (A12)

Substituting Eq. (A8) to Eq. (AL, and substituting Eq. (A7) to Eq. (AL2]), we have

1
v _ 7t I » 1% —
(J# — J'Qr)0, A, o d(aB,) = 0, (A13)
(J# — J'Qp)0p A, — —4;(1 B*9s(aB,) = 0. (A14)

From the above equations, we have

Or(aBy,)0gA, — 0p(aBy,)0, A, = 0. (A15)
The above equations imply
aB, = B(A,). (A16)
Using the above equation, Eqs. (A13) and (AL4]) imply
J? — JQp = ! a5 (A17)

dra?r?sin® @ dA,
From Eqgs. (Af) and (Ag]), we have

o
o (2245 1 Aoy (R4S P00 1o s o

sin 6 AY sin 0 A
= —4dmroy/y (J¢ - JtQF) , (A18)

where D is defined by Eq. (3I0). Noting that Qp is a function of A, and substituting

Eq. (A7) into the right hand side of Eq. (ALS]), we have

1 N
DA, + X (LQAHD + 5) =0, (A19)
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r(Q)cosO(?)

<\e;/ Polar Cap
] /

recos b 1

Event Horizon r =r+

H(O)sinf¢) resinb. P

FIG. 3: The schematic diagram of a polar cap which is an axisymmetric two-dimensional spacelike

surface parameterized by the proper length ¢ measured from the symmetry axis § = 0 along the

polar cap.
where
LyA, = sin 00y (2?;:%’) : (A20)
and
r? ., dOE ) 0 T2 dB?
N = A(0,A,)0.D + (0pAy,)0p D + — sin® —— [A(GTASD) + (0pA,) } +—— (A21)
2 dA, 2 dA,

The above equation is called the Grad-Shafranov equation.

Appendix B: Electric current and magnetic flux

Here we introduce electric current I and magnetic flux ¥ on a spacelike hypersurface
labeled by ¢ which penetrate downward and upward an axisymmetric polar cap, respectively.
These quantities were first introduced by Macdonald and Thorne B]pand are related to B
and A, as follows. The polar cap is parameterized by ¢ and ¢, where ¢ is the proper length
on the polar cap from 8 = 0. The coordinates r and € on the polar cap are given as functions

of ¢, i.e., 7 =7r(¢) and 6 = 0(¢): by definition, #(0) = 0, and we assume that r(0) > r, (see
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Fig. Bl). The orthonormal tangent vectors of the polar cap are

: dr df
e(f)l = (O> @a @)a (Bl)

: 1
= ——,0,0]). B2
) (r sing’ "’ ) (B2)

Then, the upward unit normal to the polar cap is

r? de dr

We assume that the edge of the polar cap is » = r, and 8 = 0,. Then, denoting the
proper length ¢ at the edge by /., we have

27 le ' ' 1 le do dr
I = —/ / aJ'ngrsin Odldp = ——/ —y(aB,) + —0,(aB,)| dl
o Jo o Ldl dar

2
1 [fd(aB,) 1
= —5/0 a =3B

, (B4)
(Tve):(TC 796)

where we have used Eqs. (A7) and (AS)) in the second equality and assumed that By |p—g = 0
from the regularity requirement. We can easily see from the above equation that the electric
current through the polar cap is a function of the coordinate values of the edge, (7, 6.). By
a similar consideration to that for the electric current I, the magnetic flux ¥ can be written

in the form

2m ple q : 2m ple dr\ r3sinf
U = / / —€ ]kF kmrsm@dﬁdgp / / (F@wdg F@T@) Wdﬁdgp

i dr ch%
_ QW/O [dgagA +d€8A} dt = zﬂ/o Sl = 2m A o=ty (B5)

where €% (e#7% =1/, /7) is the components of the skew tensor in the spacelike hypersurface

labeled by ¢, and we have assumed A,|gp—o = 0 from a regularity requirement. Thus we have
1
I= —58 and U =271A,. (B6)

Rewriting Eq. (AI9) using I and W, the Grad-Shafranov equation Eq. (86 is obtained.

Appendix C: Relation between the Kerr-Schild and Static coordinate systems

The line element of the Reisner-Nordstrom spacetime with the Kerr-Schild coordinate

system (T, ®, R, ©) is given by
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R2

ds® = —R2+2MR_Q2dT2+R2sin2@d<I>2
24 2MR— @ 2MR — @ ?
T Rf < (dR+R2+2];L4RCz Q2dT> + R2d6?, (1)

where M = r +r_ and Q? = r_r_. The relation between the Kerr-Schild coordinate system

and the static one is given by

02
PRPREILEY @
dd = dy, (C3)
dR = dr, (C4)
dO = db. (C5)
From the above relation, we have ® = o, R =r, and © = 6, and
0 0
0 0
o  2Mr—-@Q*9 0
R~ A oo (C8)
0 0
0 — 20" (C9)
Using the above relations, we have
A, = Ag. (C10)

By virtue of the stationary, axisymmetric nature of the electromagnetic field, we can easily

see that the components of Fy;, in the Kerr-Schild coordinate system are given as

Fre = 0, Frr =Q%0,A,, Fre = Qr0sA,, (C11)
For = _87‘144,07 Fse = _8914@7 (Cl2>
1
Fro = /YB¥ — K(2M7~ — Q*)QrpA,
7"2 ]. 2 .
= Aend B — ﬁ(QMr — Q7)Qpsinb0yA, | . (C13)
(C14)

It should be noted that all the ordinary derivatives of the Kerr-Schild coordinates are
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equivalent to those of the static coordinates for the stationary axisymmetric field Ag = A,

OrAe = 0,A, =0, OpAp=0,A, =0,
8RA¢ = arA¢, 8@A¢ = 89A¢, 8?%14@ = 03/1@, and 8%Aq> = 0§A¢ (015)

Thus, even if the Kerr-Schild coordinate system is adopted, the equation for Ag takes exactly

the same form as Eq. (A19).

Appendix D: Non-existence of non-monopole solution
Proposition: Within the perturbation scheme developed in this paper, the solution for 1(®
with vanishing lowest-order solution @D((]O) is the only trivial solution ¢ = 0.

Proof. We prove this by induction. We have already shown that, if we impose the non-
existence of a monopole component for the lowest order of the perturbative solution, we

obtain

9 =, (D1)

Here, we assume that @D](\(,)) =0 for 0 < N < M, or equivalently,

P O(9) = M Z eMon i (8). (D2)
N=0

Then, we have

IW©) =) "Iy <5M+1 > 6J¢J+M+1> =MLY+ O ), (D3)
N=0 J=0

where

. dIoW)
7y = L 'w

and we have used Zy(0) = 0, which is required from the regularity condition at # = 0.

, (D4)

Substituting the above equation into Eq. (6I6), we obtain an equation of O(e*1),

1 dgy)
T, + = sine% = 0. (D5)
Integrating the above equation, we have
) —21 Ty’
(0) _ C(O) sin” @ D6
wM—i—l M+1 [(1 +COSQ)2 ) ( )
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where C’J(\g)Jrl is an integration constant. The regularity condition implies ¢J(\2)+1\9:0 =0=

dw}(\%l /df|g—o. Hence, if C’J(\g)Jrl does not vanish,
—oTy =1+¢ (D7)

must be satisfied, where c¢ is an arbitrary constant.
In the neighborhood of § = 7, sin ~ 7 — 6 and cos ~ —1 + (6 — 7)?/2. Hence, if Cz(\2)+1
does not vanish, we have

lim Q/)](\%Fl = 0. (D8)

0—m
If we require the finiteness of ¢§3)+1 at 0 = m, then C'J(\%l must vanish, and, as a result,

¢J(\2)+1 = 0 is obtained. Q.E.D.
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