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Test fields and naked singularities: is the second law the cosmic censor?
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It has been claimed that a Kerr-Newman black hole can generically be overspun by neutral test
fields, and it has been argued that even when backreactions are taken into account, the black hole
can still be destroyed. In this paper, we revisit the weak cosmic censorship conjecture for a Kerr-
Newman black hole with a test scalar field and a neutrino field, and point out that the assumption
in previous work regarding the energy and angular momentum of the test fields absorbed by the
black hole violates the second law of black hole thermodynamics. By solving the test scalar field and
neutrino field near the event horizon explicitly, we demonstrate that an extremal Kerr-Newman black
hole cannot be overspun by a test scalar field but can be destroyed by a neutrino field. Our results
indicate that the condition required to overspin an extremal Kerr-Newman black hole coincides
with the condition needed to violate the second law of black hole thermodynamics. Furthermore,
we observe that such a violation of the second law might inevitably result in a breakdown of the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes are the simplest and most interesting ob-
jects predicted by general relativity. The most general
stationary electrovacuum solution to Einstein’s equations
in a four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetime is
the Kerr-Newman geometry, which is uniquely character-
ized by its mass M , angular momentum J , and charge
Q [1]. Though black holes have curvature singularities,
the weak cosmic censorship conjecture states that these
singularities should be hidden behind the event horizon
and can never be seen by distant observers [2]. Another
intriguing feature is that black holes have four laws of
thermodynamics [3]. The second law of black hole ther-
modynamics states that the entropy is proportional to
the area of the event horizon and can never decrease [4].
Naively, one expects there are relationships between the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture and the second law of
black hole thermodynamics.
The weak cosmic censorship conjecture has been ex-

amined through various approaches, such as numerical
evolution of collapsing matter fields [5–7], numerical sim-
ulations of perturbed black holes [8–12], and numerical
evolution of collision and merge of two black holes [13–
15]. One particularly intriguing method of testing the
conjecture involves the gedanken experiment aimed at
destroying the event horizon. A typical strategy of the
gedanken experiment is to throw test particles or fields
into an extremal or near-extremal black hole and check
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whether the event horizon exists or not for the final com-
posite object. While numerous examples have been ex-
plored to assess the validity of the weak cosmic censorship
conjecture, the precise conditions under which it holds
continue to be an area of active research.

The pioneering work of the gedanken experiment to
test the weak cosmic censorship conjecture was proposed
by Wald [16]. By throwing a test particle with large
charge or angular momentum into an extremal Kerr-
Newman black hole, Wald found that particles that cause
the destruction of the event horizon can never be ab-
sorbed by the black hole. However, further studies
showed that near-extremal black holes can “jump over”
the extremal limit, becoming naked singularities by ab-
sorbing test particles with large charge or angular mo-
mentum [17, 18]. Hubeny showed that a near-extremal
Reissner-Nordström black hole can be destroyed by a
charged test particle [17]. Similar work found that the
event horizon of a near-extremal Kerr black hole can also
be overspun [19]. Other black holes in modified gravity
or gravity theories with nonlinear electromagnetic field
also gave the same results [20–23]. Further investiga-
tion suggested that when higher orders for the energy,
angular momentum and charge of the test particles are
taken into account, even extremal black holes might still
be destroyed [24, 25]. But when backreaction and finite-
size effects are taken into account, those counterexam-
ples appeared to be rescued [26–31]. Recently, Sorce and
Wald proposed a new kind of gedanken experiment by
taking into account the second-order perturbations; they
found that matter fields satisfying the null energy con-
dition cannot destroy the Kerr-Newman black hole [32].
Subsequent systematic studies further support the result
that the event horizon cannot be destroyed by this kind
of gedanken experiment [33–38].
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Recently, it has been shown that the Kerr-Newman
black hole can be generically overspun by a classical test
scalar field and a neutrino field [39]. The author claimed
that the destruction of the event horizon for neutrino
fields cannot be fixed by any form of backreaction ef-
fects, and therefore concluded that such a process may
serve as a counterexample to the weak cosmic censor-
ship conjecture. It is a manifest contradiction with other
works [40, 41] that testing classical fields cannot destroy
Kerr-Newman black holes. One of our goal is thus to
provide possible solutions to the contradiction by arguing
that the assumption of the previous work [39] for the en-
ergy and angular momentum absorbed by the black hole
violates Hawking’s area-increasing theorem and solves
the problem why the work leads to the conclusion that
the weak cosmic censorship conjecture can be violated
for the Kerr-Newman black hole. Black hole thermody-
namics and the weak cosmic censorship conjecture are
both fundamental to black hole physics, and they have a
close relationship. Research has investigated the validity
of the weak cosmic censorship conjecture and discussed
its relationship with the first and third laws of black hole
thermodynamics [42–46], and the relationship between
the second law and the weak cosmic censorship conjec-
ture is still an active area of research [47]. One of our
other goals is thus to analyze the relationship between
the second law of black hole thermodynamics and the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture, and argue that the
violation of the second law of black hole thermodynam-
ics might inevitably lead to the violation of the weak
cosmic censorship conjecture.
The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we

analysis the previous work to show that the key assump-
tion for the energy and angular momentum absorbed by
the black hole violates the second law of black hole ther-
modynamics. In Sec. III we check the validity of the weak
cosmic censorship conjecture for extremal Kerr-Newman
black holes with a test scalar field and a test neutrino
field. In Sec. IV, we analyze the relationship between the
second law of black hole thermodynamics and the weak
cosmic censorship conjecture. The last section is devoted
to the conclusion and discussion.

II. THERMODYNAMICS AND THE WEAK

COSMIC CENSORSHIP CONJECTURE

A. The Kerr-Newman black hole and its

thermodynamics

The four-dimensional Kerr-Newman spacetime is an
electrovacuum solution of Einstein’s field equations.
The metric for the Kerr-Newman spacetime in Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates can be written in the form

ds2 =
∆

Σ

(

dt− a sin2 θ dφ
)2 − Σ

∆
dr2

− Σdθ2 − sin2 θ

Σ

[

a dt−
(

r2 + a2
)

dφ
]2

,

(1)

and the electromagnetic field potential is given by

A = −Qr(dt− a sin2 θ dφ)

Σ
, (2)

where the metric functions are given by

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 +Q2, (3)

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, (4)

and a = J/M is the angular momentum per unit mass,
M and Q are the mass and electric charge of the space-
time, respectively. The event horizon of the black hole

is rh = M +
√

M2 − a2 −Q2. Whether or not there is
an event horizon is determined by the minimum of the
metric function

∆min = −M2 + a2 +Q2. (5)

Only when the minimum of the metric function is non-
positive does the metric describe a Kerr-Newman black
hole; otherwise it describes a naked singularity.
The thermodynamic quantities of the black hole are

TH =
1

4πrh

r2h − a2 −Q2

r2h + a2
, SBH = π(r2h + a2), (6)

φH =
Qrh

r2h + a2
, ΩH =

a

r2h + a2
, (7)

where TH, SBH, φH, and ΩH are the Hawking temper-
ature, entropy, electro-potential and angular velocity of
the black hole, respectively. The first law and the Smarr
relation of the black hole are

dM = THdSBH + φHdQ+ΩHdJ, (8)

M = 2THSBH + φHQ + 2ΩHJ. (9)

B. Previous work: violate the second law of black

hole thermodynamics

In a recent work [39], the author claimed that the Kerr-
Newman black hole can be generically overspun by a test
scalar and a test neutrino field, and argued that the de-
struction of the event horizon for a neutrino field cannot
be fixed by any form of backreaction effects due to the
absence of superradiace. The author therefore concluded
that such a process may serve as a counterexample to the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture [39]. The analysis of
the work is based on the assumption that the energy of
the wave packet absorbed by the black hole is

δE = M0ǫ, (10)

where M0 is the initial mass of the black hole and ǫ is an
infinitesimal constant. The ratio of the angular momen-
tum δJ to the energy δE absorbed by the black hole,
as Bekenstein argued from the fluxes of the quantized
wave at infinity [48], must be the ratio of the azimuthal
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number m to the wave frequency ω. Thus the angular
momentum carried by the field across the horizon is

δJ =
m

ω
δE. (11)

Plugging these into the black hole horizon checking condi-
tion (5), indeed, we can get the result that there exists an
allowed range of frequencies to overspin a Kerr-Newman
black hole.
Whether or not we can use the laws of black hole ther-

modynamics to investigate the weak cosmic censorship
conjecture for extremal and near-extremal black holes
is a controversial issue, since the final composite body
might not be a black hole. Natário et al. relied heav-
ily on black hole thermodynamics to prove that extremal
Kerr-Newman or Kerr-Newman anti-de Sitter black holes
cannot be destroyed by test fields [41]. Gwak’s early work
[30] and the work of Liang et al. [31] used the increase of
black hole entropy to derive the low bound of the energy
for the particle to destroy near extremal Kerr-Sen and
Kerr-MOG black holes. Lin et al. used the second law
of black hole thermodynamics to demonstrate the valida-
tion of the weak cosmic censorship conjecture in higher
derivative gravity theory [49]. However, recent work of
Gwak argued that one must not impose the laws of ther-
modynamics to investigate the weak cosmic censorship
conjecture in the extremal and near extremal black holes
[50]. To avoid this dilemma, we proceed our argument
by assuming that the initial black hole configuration is
far from extremal.
As argued in the work [39], in the absence of supper-

radiance for neutrino field scattering, a Kerr-Newman
black hole can generically be overspun provided the fre-
quency of the incoming scalar or neutrino fields ω < ωc

and the energy δE ∼ M0ǫ , where ωc is the upper
bound for the frequency of the wave to overspin the black
hole [39]. However, if the initial black hole configura-
tion is far from extremal and the wave mode satisfies
ω < mΩH (where mΩH ≤ ωc), after the absorption of
the infinitesimal energy and angular momentum of the
fields, the composite body would still be a black hole.
From the first law of black hole thermodynamics, the
horizon area would decrease,

1

4
dA =

dM

T
− ΩH

T
dJ =

M0ǫ

T

(

1− mΩH

ω

)

< 0. (12)

This suggests that the assumption for the energy of the
classical wave packet might be inappropriate.

III. TEST FIELDS AND THE WEAK COSMIC

CENSORSHIP CONJECTURE

In this section, we test the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture for an extremal Kerr-Newman black hole with a
test scalar field and a test neutrino field. Through the
condition for overspin an extremal black hole, we explore
the relationship between the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture and the second law of black hole thermodynamics.

A. Test scalar field and the weak cosmic censorship

conjecture

The equation of motion for a test scalar field in
the Kerr-Newman spacetime is governed by the Klein-
Gordon equation, which is

1√−g
∂µ

(√−ggµν∂νΨ
)

= 0. (13)

Near the event horizon, the solution for the scalar field is

Ψ = exp(−iωt) exp [−i(ω −mΩH)r∗]Slm(θ)eimφ, (14)

where Slm are spheroidal harmonics, and we have chosen
the ingoing wave modes. The energy-momentum tensor
of the scalar field is

Tµν = −∂(µΨ∂ ν)Ψ
∗ +

1

2
gµν∂αΨ∂αΨ∗. (15)

The energy and angular momentum fluxes through the
event horizon are

dE

dt
=

∫

H

T r
t

√−g dθ dφ = ω(ω −mΩH)(r
2
h + a2), (16)

dJ

dt
= −

∫

H

T r
φ

√−g dθ dφ = m(ω −mΩH)(r
2
h + a2).

(17)

For a small time interval, the energy and angular mo-
mentum of the scalar field absorbed by the Kerr-Newman
black hole are

dE = ω(ω −mΩH)(r
2
h + a2)dt, (18)

dJ = m(ω −mΩH)(r
2
h + a2)dt. (19)

According to the first law of black hole thermodynamics,
after a Kerr-Newman black hole absorbs the scalar field,
the change in the area of the black hole event horizon is

dA =
4dM

T
− 4ΩH

T
dJ

=
4

T
(ω −mΩH)

2
(r2h + a2)dt ≥ 0.

(20)

The result suggests that the area of the black hole event
horizon never decreases during the scattering of a scalar
field, which is consistent with Hawking’s area-increasing
theorem.
Next, we examine the validity of the weak cosmic cen-

sorship conjecture during the scattering process. We con-
sider an extremal Kerr-Newman black hole, and after ab-
sorbing the scalar field, the change in the minimum of the
metric function of the resulting composite object is

d∆min =
∂∆min

∂M
dM +

∂∆min

∂J
dJ

= −
(

2M +
2a2

M

)(

ω − ma

M2 + a2

)

× (ω −mΩH) (r
2
h + a2)dt.

(21)
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For an initial extremal Kerr-Newman black hole, after the
scattering process, the minimum of the metric function
becomes

∆′
min = −

∫
(

2M +
2a2

M

)

(ω −mΩH)
2
(r2h + a2) dt ≤ 0.

(22)

The result shows that an extremal Kerr-Newman black
hole cannot be destroyed by a test scalar field.

B. Test neutrino field and the weak cosmic

censorship conjecture

The equation of motion for a neutrino field in the Kerr-
Newman spacetime is governed by the Dirac equation.
Although it can be derived using the Newman-Penrose
spin-coefficient formalism [51, 52], we choose to present
it in the more conventional form.
A suitable choice of the γµ matrices, which satisfy the

anticommutation relation {γµ, γν} = 2gµν , is given by:

γt =
r2 + a2√

∆Σ
γ0 +

a sin θ√
Σ

γ2, γr =

√

∆

Σ
γ3,

γφ =
a√
∆Σ

γ0 +
1√

Σsin θ
γ2, γθ =

1√
Σ
γ1,

(23)

where γa’s refer to the standard Dirac matrices in flat
spacetime, expressed in the Bjorken-Drell representa-
tion [53]

γ0 =

(

I 0
0 −I

)

, γ1 =

(

0 σ1

−σ1 0

)

,

γ2 =

(

0 σ2

−σ2 0

)

, γ3 =

(

0 σ3

−σ3 0

)

,

(24)

and the σ’s are the Pauli matrices

I =

(

1 0
0 1

)

σ1 =

(

0 1
1 0

)

,

σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

.

(25)

The resulting γ5 is defined as

γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3. (26)

The equation of motion for a neutrino field is now given
by:

iγµ (∂µ − Γµ)Ψ = 0, (27)

where the Γµ are a set of spin-affine connection:

Γµ =
i

2
Ωa b

µ Σab, Σab =
i

4
[γa, γb] . (28)

To simplify our calculations and facilitate comparison
with the neutrino field in the Kerr spacetime [54], we

consider solutions that satisfy (1 − γ5)Ψ = 0. Then we
have

Ψ =

(

η
η

)

, (29)

where η represents the two-component spinor, which can
be further decomposed as follows:

η =
e−iωte−imφ

[

∆sin2 θ(r + ia cos θ)2
]1/4

(

R1(r)S1(θ)
R2(r)S2(θ)

)

. (30)

Detailed calculations show that the equation of motion
for the neutrino field can be reduced to the following four
coupled first-order equations:

(

d

dr
− iω

r2 + a2

∆
− i

ma

∆

)

R1(r) =
λ

∆1/2
R2(r),

(

d

dr
+ iω

r2 + a2

∆
+ i

ma

∆

)

R2(r) =
λ

∆1/2
R1(r);

(31)

(

d

dθ
+ ωa sin θ +

m

sin θ

)

S1(θ) = λS2(r),

(

d

dθ
− ωa sin θ − m

sin θ

)

S2(θ) = −λS1(r);

(32)

where λ is the separation constant determined by
Eq. (32). Interestingly, the equations of motion for the
neutrino field in the Kerr-Newman spacetime take the
same form as those in the Kerr spacetime [54], with the
only modification being the replacement of the metric
function ∆ with that of the Kerr-Newman spacetime.

To solve the equation of motion for the neutrino field,
we introduce the tortoise coordinate r∗, defined by:

dr∗
dr

=
r2 + a2

∆
. (33)

Since we are more concerned with the radial equations,
and the angular part of the field can be normalized, the
radial equations (31) can be simplified to

dR1

dr∗
− i

(

ω +
ma

r2 + a2

)

R1 =
λ
√
∆

r2 + a2
R2,

dR2

dr∗
+ i

(

ω +
ma

r2 + a2

)

R2 =
λ
√
∆

r2 + a2
R1.

(34)

By considering the ingoing wave mode near the event
horizon of the Kerr-Newman black hole, we have

R1(r) ≈ O(
√
∆),

R2(r) ≈ exp[−i(ω +mΩH)r∗] +O(∆).
(35)

Define the conserved neutrino number current as

Jµ(x) = ΨγµΨ, (36)
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where Ψ being the Dirac adjoint, Ψ†γ0. The number
current crossing the black hole event horizon is given by

∂N

∂t
= −

∫

H

dθ dφ
√−gJr

= −2

∫

H

dθ dφ
[

|R1(r)|2|S1(θ)|2 − |R2(r)|2|S2(θ)|2
]

= −4π2
[

|R1(rh)|2 − |R2(rh)|2
]

≈ 4π2|R2(rh)|2 > 0.

(37)

Similar to the case for the scalar field, we have used the
normalization condition for the angular functions

∫

|S1(θ)|2 dθdφ =

∫

|S2(θ)|2 dθ dφ = 1. (38)

The energy-momentum tensor for the neutrino field given
by Brill and Wheeler is [55]

Tµν =
i

8π
Ψ [γµ (∂ν − Γν) + γν (∂µ − Γµ)] Ψ + c.c. (39)

From the energy-momentum tensor of the fermion, we
can derive the energy and angular momentum fluxes of
the test neutrino field, which are [54]

dE

dt
=

∫

H

T r
t

√−g dθ dφ = ω
∂N

∂t
, (40)

dJ

dt
= −

∫

H

T r
φ

√−g dθ dφ = m
∂N

∂t
. (41)

The results indicate that for fermion scattering, the en-
ergy and angular momentum absorbed by the black hole
are always positive, and there is no supperradiance.
To use the black hole thermodynamical laws to check

the change of the area of the black hole event horizon,
we consider a Kerr-Newman black hole far from extremal.
During the scattering process, the change in the area of
the black hole event horizon is

dA =
4

T
(dM − ΩHdJ)

=
16π2

T
(ω −mΩH)|R2(rh)|2dt.

(42)

Evidently, for a neutrino field with frequency ω < mΩH,
the black hole event horizon area decreases after absorb-
ing the field. This decrease in the area of the event
horizon during the scattering process violates Hawking’s
area-increasing theorem [56].
By analyzing the changes in the black hole parameters

during the scattering process, we can check the validity
of the weak cosmic censorship conjecture. Considering
an extremal black hole, we find that after the neutrino
field being absorbed, the change in the minimum of the
metric function is

d∆min =
∂∆min

∂M
dM +

∂∆min

∂J
dJ

= −8π2

(

M +
a2

M

)

(ω −mΩH) |R(rh)|2dt.
(43)

After the neutrino field is absorbed by the black hole, the
minimum value of the metric function for the extremal
Kerr-Newman black hole is

∆′
min = −8π2

∫
(

M +
a2

M

)

(ω −mΩH) |R(rh)|2 dt.
(44)

For a neutrino field with frequency ω < mΩH, the min-
imum of the metric function is positive. This suggests
that the event horizon of the extremal Kerr-Newman
black hole disappears after the neutrino field is absorbed.
It should be noted that the frequency required to de-

stroy the event horizon of the extremal Kerr-Newman
black hole matches the frequency of the neutrino field
that leads to the violation of Hawking’s area-increasing
theorem. This suggests a profound connection between
the second law of black hole thermodynamics and the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture.

IV. THE SECOND LAW AND THE COSMIC

CENSOR

As demonstrated in Sec. II B, the findings of previous
research imply that a Kerr-Newman black hole may be
destroyed by a test scalar field and a test neutrino field.
Consequently, this suggests that the weak cosmic cen-
sorship does not hold for the Kerr-Newman black hole.
Our analysis indicates that the assumption of the energy
and angular momentum absorbed by the Kerr-Newman
black hole in the previous studies violates the second law
of black hole thermodynamics. As our work suggested
in the previous section, the energy and angular momen-
tum of the test scalar field absorbed by an extremal black
hole satisfies the second law of black hole thermodynam-
ics and cannot destroy an extremal Kerr-Newman black
hole. However, in the case of the neutrino field scatter-
ing, not only the energy and angular momentum of the
neutrino field absorbed by the extremal black hole violate
the second law of black hole thermodynamics, but also
the event horizon of the extremal black hole can be de-
stroyed. Furthermore, the condition to violate the second
law of black hole thermodynamics is the same as the con-
dition to destroy an extremal Kerr-Newman black hole.
It intuitively suggests that the second law of black hole
thermodynamics guarantees the weak cosmic censorship
conjecture and the violation of the second law inevitably
leads to the violation of the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture.
Consider a more subtle case for the Gedanken exper-

iment to destroy the event horizon for black holes that
the thermodynamical laws are not well established. Black
holes with NUT parameter in general relativity are the
cases. There are several kinds of different viewpoints re-
garding black holes with NUT parameters [57–61] and
consensus about the thermodynamics of black holes with
NUT parameters is still beyond reach. Consider destroy-
ing the event horizon of a Kerr Taub-NUT black hole
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with a test scalar field. If we use inappropriate ther-
modynamics, a test field can destroy the extremal Kerr
Taub-NUT black hole, as the study [62] indicated. How-
ever, it also violates the second law of black hole thermo-
dynamics. When appropriate thermodynamics is consid-
ered, our previous work [44] suggested that the extremal
Kerr Taub-NUT black hole cannot be destroyed by a test
scalar field, and the second law of black hole thermody-
namics holds.

Additionally, for other black holes such as the 3D
Bañados–Teitelboim–Zanelli (BTZ) black hole in general
relativity and the Kerr-Sen black hole in modified theory
of gravity, it was claimed that these black holes can also
be destroyed by test fields [63, 64]. However, later works
suggested that neither the BTZ black hole nor the Kerr-
Sen black hole can be destroyed by a complex test scalar
field [65, 66]. The essential difference between the results
of later studies and the results of the early work for the
BTZ and Kerr-Sen black holes is the different choice of
the energy and angular momentum of the incoming wave
packet, and hence the change of the black hole parame-
ters. The choice of the energy and angular momentum
of the scalar field in later studies is based on the energy-
momentum tensor of the scalar field, and the changes of
the black hole parameters are derived from the fluxes of
the test fields across the event horizon. They are consis-
tent with Hawking’s area-increasing theorem. However,
the assumption of early works for the energy and angular
momentum fluxes for the BTZ and Kerr-Sen black holes
also violates Hawking’s area-increasing theorem. Conse-
quently, this is consistent with the result of violating the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture.

As we noticed in the previous section, the energy and
angular momentum of the test scalar field absorbed by an
extremal black hole satisfy the second law of black hole
thermodynamics and cannot destroy an extremal Kerr-
Newman black hole. However, for neutrino field scat-
tering, the energy and angular momentum absorbed by
the extremal black hole not only violate the second law
of black hole thermodynamics but also can destroy the
event horizon of the extremal black hole. Furthermore,
the condition to violate the second law of black hole ther-
modynamics is the same as the condition to destroy an
extremal Kerr-Newman black hole.

We considered testing the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture from classical viewpoints without quantizing the
test fields. We treated the test scalar field and neu-
trino field as classical fields. For a scalar field, the
energy-momentum tensor satisfies the null energy con-
dition. However, the neutrino field does not satisfy the
null energy condition [67]. Furthermore, there is no clas-
sical Fermi field [54], Hawking’s area-increasing theorem
and the weak cosmic censorship conjecture might only be
true classically. The scattering of the Fermi field might
inevitably lead to the violation of the second law of black
hole thermodynamics and hence the weak cosmic censor-

ship conjecture.
Our viewpoint is consistent with the recent study by

Wu et al. [68, 69]. In their work, they defined a param-
eter w =

(

∂S
∂T

)

Qi;T=0
, and gave a general mathematical

proof that the validity of the weak cosmic censorship con-
jecture for the extremal black hole depends on the sign of
the parameter w. They found that w > 0 preserves the
weak cosmic censorship conjecture and w < 0 would in-
dicate a potential violation [68]. Our work seems to give
a physical viewpoint for the relation between the weak
cosmic censorship conjecture and the second law of black
hole thermodynamics.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Both the weak cosmic censorship conjecture and black
hole thermodynamics are the foundations for black hole
physics. The violation of the weak cosmic censorship
conjecture would lead to the lost predicatively of gravi-
tational theory. In this paper, we reexamined the valid-
ity of the weak cosmic censorship conjecture for a Kerr-
Newman black hole, and explored its relationship with
the second law of black hole thermodynamics. In the
previous work, the author claimed that a Kerr-Newman
black hole can be generally overspun and argued that
even if the backreactions are taken into account, it can
still be overspun. The author concluded that the weak
cosmic censorship conjecture can be violated for a Kerr-
Newman black hole. In our paper, we pointed out that
the assumption for the energy and angular momentum of
the test field in the previous work violate the second law
of black hole thermodynamics and demonstrated that an
extremal Kerr-Newman black hole cannot be overspun
by a test scalar field but can be destroyed by a neutrino
field. We found that the condition to overspin an ex-
tremal Kerr-Newman black hole is the same as the con-
dition to violate the second law, and argued that the vi-
olation of the second law of black hole thermodynamics
might inevitably lead to a violation of the weak cosmic
censorship conjecture.
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