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We extend the formulation for perturbations of maximally symmetric black holes in
higher dimensions developed by the present authors in a previous paper to a charged black
hole background whose horizon is described by an Einstein manifold. For charged black
holes, perturbations of electromagnetic fields are coupled to the vector and scalar modes
of metric perturbations non-trivially. We show that by taking appropriate combinations of
gauge-invariant variables for these perturbations, the perturbation equations for the Einstein-
Maxwell system are reduced to two decoupled second-order wave equations describing the
behaviour of the electromagnetic mode and the gravitational mode, for any value of the
cosmological constant. These wave equations are transformed into Schrodinger-type ODEs
through a Fourier transformation with respect to time. Using these equations, we investigate
the stability of generalised black holes with charge. We also give explicit expressions for
the source terms of these master equations with application to the emission problem of
gravitational waves in mind.

§1. Introduction

In recent years, motivated by developments in higher-dimensional unification
theories, the behaviour of gravity in higher dimensions has become one of the major
subjects in fundamental physics. In particular, the proposals of TeV gravity theories
in the context of large extra dimensiond?? and warped compactification™-® have
led to the speculation that higher-dimensional black holes might be produced in
colliders® -0 and in cosmic ray eventsSH-00.00 Although fully nonlinear analysis
of the classical and quantum dynamics of black holes will eventually be required to
test this possibility by experiments, linear perturbation analysis is expected to give
valuable information concerning some aspects of the problem, such as the stability
of black holes, an estimation of gravitational emission during black hole formation,
and the determination of the greybody factor for quantum evaporation of black
holes D-8)-02.08) The linear perturbation theory of black holes can be used also in the
quasi-normal mode analysis2)-14),15),16).07),[T8) [19.20).21).22) of the AdS/CFT issues
and to obtain some insight into whether the uniqueness theorems of asymptotically
flat regular black holes in four dimension (see Ref. 23) for a review) and in higher
dimensiong?®-25),26).27).28) 29).50) can be extended to the asymptotically de Sitter
and anti-de Sitter cases.

With the motivation provided by the developments described above, in a pre-
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vious paper, Ref. B1l) (Paper I), we developed a formulation that reduces the linear
perturbation analysis of generalised static black holes in higher-dimensional space-
times with or without a cosmological constant to the study of a single second-order
ODE of the Schrodinger-type for each type of perturbation. Here, a generalised
black hole is considered to be a black hole whose horizon geometry is described by
an Einstein metric. This includes a maximally symmetric black hole, i.e. a black hole
whose horizon has a spatial section with constant curvature, such as a spherically
symmetric black hole, as a special case. Then, in Ref. B2) (Paper II), we studied
the stability of such black holes using this formulation and proved the perturba-
tive stability of asymptotically flat static black holes in higher dimensions as well
as asymptotically de Sitter and anti-de Sitter static black holes in four dimensions.
We also showed that the other types of maximally symmetric and static black holes
might be unstable only for scalar-type perturbations.

One of the main purposes of the present paper is to extend the formulation given
in Paper I to a generalised black hole with charge and analyse its stability. This
extension is non-trivial, because perturbations of the metric and the electromagnetic
field couple in the Einstein-Maxwell system. Hence, the main task is to show that
the perturbation equations for the Einstein-Maxwell system can be transformed into
two decoupled equations by an appropriate choice of the perturbation variables, as in
the four-dimensional case3¥-8#:85) Since higher-dimensional unified theories based
on string/M theories contain various U(1) gauge fields, this extension is expected to
be useful in studying generic black holes in unified theories.

The other purpose of the present paper is to give explicit expressions for the
source terms of the master equations. This information is necessary to apply the
formulation to the estimation of graviton and photon emissions from mini-black holes
formed by colliders.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we first make clear
the basic assumptions regarding the unperturbed background, and then we give a
general argument concerning the tensorial decomposition of perturbations. We also
give basic formulas for the perturbation of electromagnetic fields that are used in
later sections. Then, in the subsequent three sections, we derive decoupled mas-
ter equations with a source for the Einstein-Maxwell system in a generalised static
background with a static electric field for tensor-type, vector-type and scalar-type
perturbations. In §6, using the formulations given in the previous sections, we anal-
yse the stability of generalised static black holes with charge. Section 7 is devoted
to summary and discussion.

§2. Background Spacetime and Perturbation

In this section, we first explain the assumptions concerning the unperturbed
background spacetimes considered in the present paper and present the basic formu-
las concerning them. Then, we give general arguments on the types of perturbations
and the expansion of perturbations in harmonic tensors on the Einstein space by
supplementing the argument of Gibbons and Hartnoll given in Ref. B6) with some
fine points associated with scalar and vector perturbations. Finally, we give the basic



perturbation equations of electromagnetic fields and formulas used in the subsequent
sections.

2.1.  Unperturbed background

In the present paper, we assume that the background manifold has the structure
M ~ N? x K" locally and its metric is given by

ds® = gap(y)dydy® + r*(y)do?. (2:1)

Here, do2 = ,;j(z)dz'dz7 is the metric of the n-dimensional Einstein space K™ with

N

Rij = (n — 1)Ky, (22)

where ]A%Z-j is the Ricci tensor of the metric v;;. When the metric (£:1]) represents
a black hole spacetime, the space K™ describes the structure of a spatial section
of its horizon. In the case in which K™ is a constant curvature space, K denotes
its sectional curvature, while in a generic case, K is just a constant representing
a local average of the sectional curvature. Because an Einstein space of dimension
smaller than four always has a constant curvature and is maximally symmetric, this
difference arises only for n > 4, or, equivalently, when the spacetime dimension
d =n + 2 is greater than or equal to 6. In the present paper, we assume that K" is
complete with respect to the Einstein metric, and we normalise K so that K = 0, +1.
The non-vanishing connection coefficients of the metric () are

i =TiW), =), If=—rD'ry(z), L="28  (29)
and the curvature tensors are
R%cq = *R%ea; (24a)
Rp; = —Dafbrgij, (2:4b)
R'jja = Rl jia — (Dr)*(8,7j0 = 6jvje), (24c)

where Rijkl is the curvature tensor of ;;. From this and (22), we obtain

1 D,D
Rop= §2Rgab -n ’ br, (253)
Ryi= 0, (2-5b)
Or K — (Dr)?
Rij= <—7 +(n— 1)774(2 ) > 9ij» (2:5¢)

K — (Dr)?

O
R=2R— 2nTr +n(n—1)—— L, (2-5d)

r
where D,, O and 2R are the covariant derivative, the D’Alermbertian and the scalar
curvature for the metric g4, respectively. Thus, the Ricci tensor takes the same
form as in the case in which K" is maximally symmetric, as first pointed out by
Birmingham 579



As the background source for the gravitational field, we consider an electromag-
netic field whose field strength tensor ¥, has the structure

1 1 ) .
F = EEoeabdy“ Ady® + 5]‘}de’ ANdzI. (2-6)

Then, from the Maxwell equation dF = 0, we obtain

Eo = Eo(y), Fij =Fij(z), Fiiju =0, (2:7)
and from V,F* =0,
1
0=V, F" = e Dy(r" Ey), (2-8a)
0=V, F" =D;FJ. (2-8b)

These equations imply that the electric field Ey takes the Coulomb form,
q

rm’

Ey = (2:9)
and F = %]—"ij(z)dzi A dz’ is a harmonic form on K". In general, there may exist
such a harmonic form that produces an energy-momentum tensor consistent with
the structure of the Ricci tensors in (), if the second Betti number of K™ is not
zero. The monopole-type magnetic field in four-dimensional spacetime provides such
an example. However, since scalar and vector perturbations become coupled if such
a background field exists, in the present paper we consider only the case F;; = 0.

With this assumption, the energy-momentum tensor for the electromagnetic
field,

1
T;u/ = Jtuoafua - Zg/u/faﬁfaﬁy (210)
is written
To— _pgo Ti—py. p—ipto O 2.11
b — 4%, L5 — R _5 0_27‘2"7 ( )
and the background Einstein equations,
2 9 1
R;w = EAQ/W + K T/u/ - ETQ/W ) (2'12)
are reduced to
2(n —1)2Q?
nOr = 7"2R — 2(n + 1)A7‘ + (’,"2117_)162, (213&)
K —(Dr)?2 Or (n—1)Q?
1) = — DA+ —F— 2-13b
(=)= = L e A+ (2:13b)
2D,Dyr = Orggy, (2-13c¢)
where A 5 o
2 K“q
)\ = 2 = 214
n(n+1)’ @ n(n —1) (214)



From ([Z13al), (ZI3d) and the identity

D,0Or = ODgr — %ZRDar, (2-15)
it follows that
2(n —1)(2n — 1)Q?
D, <r"+1(2R— 22) — (n )(_"1 )Q > —0. (2:16)
7477/
Hence, we obtain
Or 2(n—1)M  2(n—1)Q?
T = —2)\ + rn-‘rl - 7‘2" I (2178‘)
K — (Dr)? 2M  Q?
77/‘2 — A + 7=7’L+1 _ m, (217b)
2n(n —1)M  2(n—1)(2n —1)Q?
2R =gy 4 2= DM 2= 1) = D@ (2-17¢)
r r
When Vr # 0, these equations give the black hole type solution
ds® = — f(r)dt* + d_r2 + r2do? (2-18)
f(r) v
with Y )
2
fr)y=K —x?— @ (2-19)

rn—1 r2n—2 :
To be precise, the spacetime described by this metric contains a regular black hole for
A <A<0if K=0or K=—1,and for A\;; <A < A2 and Q?/M? < (n+1)?/(4n)
if K = 1, where A\, A\;y and Ao are functions of @, M and n. (For details, see
Appendix [Al)

Next, let us consider the case in which r = a is constant. Here, we obtain the
Nariai-type solution)-5%)

dp?

ds®> = —f(p)dt® + 70 + a*do?, (2-20)
where ( )2Q2
n—1
flp) =1—0p% U:(n‘Fl))\—aT’ (2:21)
and the constant a is determined as a solution to
K - 1)Q?
(n—l)g = (n—l—l))\+(naT)Q. (2-22)

2.2. Tensorial decomposition of perturbations and the Finstein equations

In general, as tensors on K", the metric perturbation variables h,, = dg,, are
classified into three groups of components, the scalar hg,, the vector h,; and the
tensor h;;. Unfortunately, this grouping is not so useful, since components belonging
to different groups are coupled through contraction with the metric tensor and the



covariant derivatives in the Einstein equations. However, in the case that K™ is
maximally symmetric, if we further decompose the vector and tensor as

hai = Diha + 1ty DIt =0, (2:23a)
hij = hivij + hrig; - hr =0, (2-23D)

. 1 . .
hrij = (DiDj - m,ﬁ) By +2DGhG)) + b

Ding) =0, Ding) =o, (2-23¢)

the Einstein equations are decomposed into three groups, each of which contains only
variables belonging to one of the three sets of variables {hup, hq, b1, hg? ) 1, {hl(;), hg} ) }
and {h%)j}.““)"”) Variables belonging to each set are called the scalar-type, the
vector-type and the tensor-type variables, respectively. This phenomenon arises be-
cause the metric tensor 7;; is the only non-trivial tensor in the maximally symmetric
space, and as a consequence, the tensorial operations on 5, to construct the Einstein
tensors preserve this decomposition® Moreover, for the same reason, the covariant
derivatives are always combined into the Laplacian in the Einstein equations after
this decomposition. Thus, the harmonic expansion of the perturbation variables with
respect to the Laplacian is useful.

In the case in which K™ is of the Einstein type, the Laplacian preserves the
transverse condition,

DiD. j)h%? =0, (2-24)
and (Z223)) leads to the relations
Dhg; = Ahyg, (2-25a)
. 1. ..
Dihp; = 2—=Di(A + nK)RY + <D D+ (n- 1)K> ni) (2:25b)
. -1 . .
D DIy = = —(A+ nK)ARY. (2-25¢)

Hence, the tensorial decomposition ([Z:23)) is still well-defined if these equations can

be solved with respect to A, hg? ) and h%).
in the present paper.

The relations ([Z25) also show that tensor operations on hy, that lower the
rank as tensors on K™ preserve the tensorial decomposition into the scalar type and
vector type, because the Weyl tensor (" ik of K™ is of second order with respect to
differentiation and does not take part in such operations. It is also clear that tensor
operations on hgy, and hg; that preserve or increase the rank have the same property.
Furthermore, the covariant derivatives are always combined into the Laplacian in
the tensor equations for the scalar-type and vector-type variables obtained through
these operations. Therefore the difference between the perturbation equations in
the Einstein case and the maximally symmetric case can arise only through the
operations that produce the second-rank terms in (0G;;)r from h;j. As shown by
Gibbons and Hartnoll B9 these terms are given by

Aphij = —D - Dhij — 2Ry h* 4 2(n — 1)K hy;. (2-26)

We assume that this condition is satisfied
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The Lichnerowicz operator Ay, defined by this equation preserves the transverse and
trace-free property of h;; as pointed out in Ref. 36). Furthermore, we can easily
check that the following relations hold:

AL <IA)ZIA)] — %713A> hg(«)) = — (f)lf)] - %713A> Ahgg), (227&)
A A DN (D. T (1)
Ar (D(,.th)> — Dy (D D—(n— 1)K> h) (2:27D)

Hence, the Lichnerowicz operator also preserves the tensorial types. One can also see
that only the Laplacian appears as a differential operator in the perturbed Einstein
equations for the scalar-type and vector-type components after the tensorial decom-
position. Thus, we can utilize the expansion in terms of scalar and vector harmonics
for these types of perturbations, and the structure of the Einstein space affects the
perturbation equations only through the spectrum of the Laplacian D-D. Similarly,
for tensor-type perturbations, if we expand the perturbation variable h%)J in the
eigenfunctions of the Lichnerowicz operator, we obtain the perturbation equation
for the Einstein case from that for the maximally symmetric case by replacing the
eigenvalue k‘% for —D - D in the latter case by A, — 2nK, where Ay, is an eigenvalue
of A L-

2.3.  Perturbation of electromagnetic fields

The Maxwell equations consist of two sets of equations for the electromagnetic
field strength F = (1/2)F,,da* A dz¥, dF = 0 and V,F* = Jt. If we regard
(0F)w = 0Fu as the basic perturbation variable, the perturbation of the first
equation does not couple to the metric perturbation, and it is simply given by

d6F = 0. (2-28)

This is simply the condition that §.F is expressed in terms of the perturbation of the
vector potential, 0.4, as F = dd.A. Next, perturbation of the second equation gives
two set of equations,

1 . . 1 . ~

= Dy(r" (6F)") + Di(0F)" + Eoe"” <§Db(h§ R — Dih§,> — J°, (2:292)
L 7772 (6F)i" + Boehy) | + Dy (6F) = (2:20b)
T‘n_2 a 7 0 ib J i T Jiy

where h,,, = 0g,,,, and the external current J# is treated as a first-order quantity.
The perturbation variable 0F transforms under an infinitesimal coordinate trans-
formation z* — z* + dz* as

0(0Fu) = —(£5,0F )y = =02V o Fpu + 2F 4, Vo103 (2-:30)
To be explicit, writing dx* as

Syt =T 6z =L, (2:31)



we have
5(5]:ab) = _DC(EOTC)Eaba (2'323)
6(0F i) = —Eoeqy DiT?, (2-32b)
§(6Fij) = 0. (2-32¢)

As in the case of the metric perturbation, the perturbation of the electromagnetic
field, 0.F,,,, can be decomposed into different tensorial types. The only difference is
that no tensor perturbation exists for the electromagnetic field, because it can be
described by a vector potential. After harmonic expansion, the Maxwell equations
[229) are decomposed into decoupled gauge-invariant equations for each type in the
background consisting of ([ZI8) and ([20), because the Weyl tensor of £™ does not
appear in the Maxwell equations. This gauge-invariant formulation is given in the
subsequent sections for each type. Here, we only note that d.F is gauge-invariant for
a vector perturbation, since from (Z32) the gauge transformation of éF does not
depend on L!. In contrast, for a scalar perturbation, these perturbation variables
must be combined with perturbation variables for the metric to construct a basis for
gauge-invariant variables for the electromagnetic fields.

Finally, we give expressions for the contribution of electromagnetic field pertur-
bations to the energy-momentum tensor:

E 1

5Ty, = 70 <ecd5fcd + thg) 9ab = 5 Eihab (2-33a)

0T = Eoe®6Fy, (2-33b)
7 EO c c 1

0T} = == (¢0Fea+ Bohc) 1. (2:33¢)

§3. Tensor-type Perturbation

Because an electromagnetic field perturbation does not have a tensor-type com-
ponent, the electromagnetic fields enter the equations for a tensor perturbation only
through their effect on the background geometry.

As explained in §272 tensor perturbations of the metric and the energy-momentum
tensor can be expanded in terms of the eigentensors T;; of the Lichnerowicz operator
A1 defined by (ZZ0) as

6gab =0, 8gai =0, 6gij = 2r*Hy(y)Tyj, (3-1a)
§Tap = 0, 6T =0, 6T} = 7r(y)T}. (3-1b)

The expansion coefficients Hy and 77 themselves are gauge-invariant, and the Ein-
stein equations for them are obtained from those in the maximally symmetric case
considered in Ref. HT) through the replacement k% — A — 2nK. The result is
expressed by the single equation

)\L — 2(77, — 1)K
2

OHr + “Dr- DHp — Hy = —rrr, (3-2)
T

r



where Ay, is the eigenvalue of the Lichnerowicz operator,
ApTij = ATy (33)

For the Nariai-type background (2220), the above perturbation equation simpli-
fies to
AL —2(n—1)

a2 KfHT = —H2fTT. (34)

—Of Hr + f8,(f0,Hr) —
For the black hole background ([Z-I8]), if we introduce the master variable @ by
@ =r"/2Hyp, (35)

B2) can be put into the canonical form

0d — ?qﬁ = —K2r" 2y, (3-6)

where F P ( 2)f

nr n(n —
VT—ﬁ[AL—2(n—1)K+ g ] (3-7)
In particular, for f(r) given by ([I9), Vr is expressed as
f n? —10n + 8 nn+2). o n*M  n(3n-2)Q?
=L K— _ ‘ .

e R N R TS (38)

Note that B0 with ([B2) describes the behaviour of a tensor perturbation if
the background metric has the form (ZI8). Hence, it may apply to a system more
general than the Einstein-Maxwell system considered in the present paper.

§4. Vector-type Perturbation

We expand vector perturbations in vector harmonics V; satisfying
(D-D+kE)Vi=0; D'V,=0 (4-1)
and the symmetric trace-free tensors V;; defined by

_ !

DV, (4-2)
Note that this tensor is an eigentensor of the Lichnerowicz operator,
ALVU = [k%/ + (Tl — 1)K] Vij, (43)

but it is not an eigentensor of the Laplacian in general.

In this paper, we assume that the Laplacian —D-D is extended to a non-negative
self-adjoint operator in the Lo-space of divergence-free vector fields on K", in order
to guarantee the completeness of the vector harmonics. Because —D-Dis symmetric
and non-negative in the space consisting of smooth divergence-free vector fields with
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compact support, it always possesses a Friedrichs extension that has the desired
property ¥ With this assumption, k% is non-negative.

One subtlety that arises in this harmonic expansion concerns the zero modes of
the Laplacian. If K™ is closed, from the integration of the identity Di(Vj ljl‘/J) —
Divi ﬁz‘/] = ViD. ﬁ‘fj, it follows that ﬁiVj = 0 for k¥ = 0. Hence, we cannot
construct a harmonic tensor from such a vector harmonic. We obtain the same result
even in the case in which K" is open if we require that VJ ﬁiVj fall off sufficiently
rapidly at infinity. In the present paper, we assume that this fall-off condition is
satisfied. From the identity 1531521/] = ﬁlﬁ]Vj + (n — 1)KVj, such a zero mode
exists only in the case K = 0. We can further show that vector fields satisfying
152% = 0 exist if and only if K™ is a product of a locally flat space and an Einstein
manifold with vanishing Ricci tensor.

More generally, V;; vanishes if V; is a Killing vector. In this case, from the
relation '

2kyD; V! = [k} — (n— 1)K] V,, (4-4)
k% takes the special value k¥ = (n — 1)K. Because k% > 0, this occurs only for
K =0or K = 1. In the case K = 0, this mode corresponds to the zero mode
discussed above. In the case K = 1, since we are assuming that K™ is complete,
K" is compact and closed, as known from Myers’ theorem® and we can show
the converse, i.e. that if k¥ = (n — 1)K, then V;; vanishes, by integrating the
identity 0 = Vi*ﬁjVij = Di (VI*Vy;) + ky V9™V, over K. Furthermore, using the
same identity for Vi*ﬁjVU, we can show that there is no eigenvalue in the range
0<k <n_ 159

4.1. The FEinstein equations with a source

In terms of vector harmonics, perturbations of the metric and the energy-
momentum tensor can be expanded as

6gab = 0, 0ga; = 1 faVs, 6gij = 2r*HyV,j, (4-5a)
6Ty =0, 6T = rr°V;, 6T) = 7rV5. (4-5b)
For my = k? — (n — 1)K # 0, the matter variables 7, and 77 are themselves
gauge-invariant, and the combination
H
F, = fa"i_rDa <—T> (46)
ky

can be adopted as a basis for gauge-invariant variables for the metric perturbation.
The perturbation of the Einstein equations reduces to

D, (rn—l-lF(l)) — ™ ey FY = —2k2r e, 70 (4-7a)
k‘VDa('r'n_lFa) = _’{27‘”7—7‘7 (47b)

where €, is the two-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor for g,;, and

FO Z cabypy <@> — %D, <@> . (4-8)
T

r
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This should be supplemented by the perturbation of the energy-momentum conser-
vation law
Do (r" 7y + BV ey = 0. (4-9)
2ky

Now, note that, for my = 0, the perturbation variables Hy and 7p do not exist.
The matter variable 7, is still gauge-invariant, but concerning the metric variables,
only the combination F(!) defined in terms of f, in [@X) is gauge invariant. In
this case, the Einstein equations are reduced to the single equation (EZal), and the
energy-momentum conservation law is given by () without the 77 term.

Now, we show that these gauge-invariant perturbation equations can be reduced
to a single wave equation with a source in the two-dimensional spacetime A2. We
first treat the case my # 0. In this case, by eliminating 7 in ([7D) with the help
of (@), we obtain

Do(r" ' F*) = == Dy (r"*'r9). (4-10)
From this it follows that F'® can be written in terms of a variable §2 as

- 2k?
LR = P Dy + gt (4-11)
my
Inserting this expression into (E=Zal), we obtain the master equation

1 - - 2K2
"D, <—D“Q> — —m;/Q — 2 r"e“bDa(rTb). (4-12)
rh r my

Next, we consider the special modes with my = 0. For these modes, from ({9)
with 70 = 0, it follows that 7, can be expressed in terms of a function 7(}) as

Pt = ey DT, (4-13)
Inserting this expression into [@Tal) with e“*D,(Fy/r) replaced by F( /r, we obtain

Do(r" 1 FM) = —2x%2D, 7. (4-14)

Taking account of the freedom of adding a constant in the definition of 7(}), the
general solution can be written

2127 (1)

n__=~"° -
F - ptl

(4-15)
Hence, there exists no dynamical freedom in these special modes. In particular, in
the source-free case in which 7(!) is a constant and K = 1, this solution corresponds
to adding a small rotation to the background solution.

4.2. FEinstein-Mazwell system

As shown in §Z3] all components of ., are invariant under a coordinate gauge
transformation for a vector perturbation. In order to find an independent gauge-
invariant variable, we expand §.F,; in vector harmonics as 0.F,; = A,V;. Then, since
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0Fap = 0 for a vector perturbation, the (a, b, i)-component of the Maxwell equation

[Z23) is written
Dy Ay = 0. (4-16)

Hence, A, can be expressed in terms of a function A as A, = D,A. Then, the
(a1, j)-component of ([ZZF) is written

Dy6F;ij = Dy A(0;V; — 0;V;). (4-17)
This implies that 0.F;; can be expressed as
6.Fij = Cij + A(GiV; — 9;Vy), (4-18)

where Cj; is an antisymmetric tensor on K" that does not depend on the y-coordinates.
Finally, from the (i, j, k)-component of ([228]), it follows that Cijdzi AdZ7 is a closed
form on K". Hence, Cj; can be expressed in terms of a divergence-free vector field
W; as Cyj = 0;W; — 0;W;. With the expansion in vector harmonics, we can assume
that W; is a constant multiple of V;, without loss of generality. Hence, this term can
be absorbed into A by redefining it through the addition of a constant. Thus, we
find a vector perturbation of the electromagnetic field can be expressed in terms of
the single gauge-invariant variable A as

0Fap =0, 0F4 = Dy AV;, 6F;; = A (DiVj - DjVi) . (4-19)

Next, we express the remaining Maxwell equations in terms of this gauge-
invariant variable. For a vector perturbation, only Eq.([2:290) is non-trivial. If we
expand the current J; as

Ji = JV;, (4-20)
it can be written
1

rn-

_D, <r"—2D“A — L e fb) Vi + ADY (f)Nj _ f)jVi> — IV (421)

Hence, from the identity

k2 +(n—1)K
2

DI (DiVj — ﬁjVi> = Vi, (4-22)

the gauge-invariant form for the Maxwell equation is given by

1 Ly k2 4+ (n—1)K L

3 Da(r" D A) — VTA = —J 4+ rEFW. (4-23)

In order to complete the formulation of the basic perturbation equations, we
must separate the contribution of the electromagnetic field to the source term in the

Einstein equation ([EI2). Because for a vector perturbation, ([Z=33)) is expressed as
0Ty =0, OTf = —EoeDyAV;, 0T) =0, (4-24)

)

the contributions of the electromagnetic field to 7, and 7 are given by

E
TEM _ 20, DVA, M = 0. (4-25)
T

a
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Hence, the Einstein equations for the Einstein-Maxwell system can be obtained by
replacing 7, in ([@I2) by
To=Ta " + Ta, (4-26)
where the second term represents the contribution from matter other than the elec-
tromagnetic field.
In order to rewrite the basic equations obtained to this point in simpler forms,
we treat the generic modes and the exceptional modes separately.

4.2.1. Generic modes

For modes with my = k%, — (n — 1)K # 0, the above simple replacement yields
a wave equation for (2 with OA in the source term. This second derivative term can
be eliminated if we extract the contribution of the electromagnetic field to {2 as

2k2q

N=0-""A (4-27)
my
The result is
1 my 2/{2q 2K b _

7" Dq <T—nD“Q> — 7(2 =3 A— m—VT”e“ Dy (r7). (4-28)

Equations ([@I1)) and (=9) are replaced by

n—1 ra ab 2’{2 n+1-=a
r"T T FY = € Dyf) + — "7, (4-29a)
my
Do (r" 79y + ﬂr"TT = 0. (4-29b)
2ky

Finally, inserting this expression for F'* into ([#=23)) and using ([{=28), we obtain

1 "2 g 1 2n(n — 1)Q? gmy
Tn_2Da(7’ 2D A)_T_2 <k‘2/+(n_1)K+7«2n7—2 A:W

02— J. (4-30)

Thus, the coupled system of equations consisting of ([{=28) and [=30) provides the
basic gauge-invariant equations with source for a vector perturbation with k%/ =+
(n—1)K.
4.2.2. Exceptional modes

For exceptional modes with k3 = (n — 1)K, from the definition [EIZ) of 7(V

and @Z7), 7 can be expressed as
W = _qA+ 70, (4-31)
Hence, [@I3) can be rewritten as

262 (qgA — 7(D)

1) —
= pntl

(4-32)

Inserting this into ([E=23]), we obtain

1

_ 2 2
L Dal(r D) 1 <2(n K+ M) A= g 200 (433

——T
7’2 r2n—2 7‘2"

Therefore, only the electromagnetic perturbation is dynamical.
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4.3. Decoupled master equations

The basic equations for the generic modes are coupled differential equations and
are not useful. Fortunately, they can be transformed into a set of two decoupled
equations by simply introducing master variables written as linear combinations of
the original gauge-invariant variables. Such combinations can be found through
simple algebraic manipulations.

4.3.1. Black hole background
For the black hole background (2-I8]), appropriate combinations are given by

By = apr V20 4+ byr?TIA, (4-34)
with
B Qmy Q
(a-l-v b+) - <(n2 — 1)M T A g) ) (4353)
B —2n(n —1)Q?
@t = (4 g e (4:35)

where A is a positive constant satisfying
A% = (n? = 1)°M? + 2n(n — 1)my Q2. (4-36)

When expressed in terms of these master variables, ({E28)) and [=30) are transformed
into the two decoupled wave equations

%
06, — %@i = Sy (4-37)
Here,
S, Pe2m K nn-2) ,  n(n-2)Q®
Wa = 2 ky 1 1 Ar o2 + 1| (4-38)
where )
2
P 2+ M+ A, (4-39)
and 5n/2
2 n
Sy+ = —aiLfeabDa(T?b) — birn/z_lfj. (4-40)

my
For n = 2K = 1 and A = 0, the variables ¢, and &_ are proportional to the
variables for the axial modes, Zf_) and Zé_) given in Ref. BH), and Vi 4 and Vi _

coincide with the corresponding potentials, v and V(_), respectively.

Here, note that in the limit Q — 0, ¢, becomes proportional to A and ¢_ to (2.
Hence, ¢, and &_ represent the electromagnetic mode and the gravitational mode,
respectively. In particular, in the limit () — 0, the equation for @_ coincides with
the master equation for a vector perturbation on a neutral black hole background
derived in Paper 1.
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4.3.2. Nariai-type background
For the Nariai-type background (220), the combinations

Qsj: = aiQ + b:t.A, (4’41)
with
my @ Q
by) = — 4-42
(a+,6+) <a2"_2 2(n — 1)K —a?0 + a?An]’ q ) ’ (4-42a)
2n(n — 1)Q?
,b)=1(1,—- 4-42b
(a_.b.) ( ). (1.42)
give the decoupled equations
k2 +(n—1)K
~0RP + [0,(f0,8) — <# ok AN> 5.
2’%2 n+1 _be =
=——aqfa"" €Dy, — by fJ, (4-43)
my
where 12
2n(n —1)Q?
Ay = [02 + ”(Z2n+2)Q (k2 + (n— 1)K}] . (4-44)
§5. Scalar-type Perturbation
We expand scalar perturbations in scalar harmonics satisfying
(A + /<;2> S = 0. (5:1)

As in the case of vector harmonics, we assume that —A is extended to a non-
negative self-adjoint operator in the L2-space of functions on K". Hence, k* >
0. In the present case, such an extension is unique, since we are assuming that
K™ is complete and it is given by the Friedrichs self-adjoint extension of the
symmetric and non-negative operator —Aon Cee(K™). If K™ is closed, the spectrum
of A is completely discrete, each eigenvalue has a finite multiplicity, and the lowest
eigenvalue is k=0, whose eigenfunction is a constant. A perturbation corresponding
to such a constant mode represents a variation of the parameters A\, M, and @ of the
background, as seen from the argument in §ZTl. For this reason, we do not consider
the modes with k? = 0, although there may be a non-trivial eigenfunction with
k? = 0 in the cases in which K" is open. Note that when k? = 0 is contained in the
full spectrum but does not belong to the point spectrum, as in the case " = R", it
can be ignored without loss of generality.

For modes with k2 > 0, we can use the vector fields and the symmetric trace-free
tensor fields defined by

S; = —2DsS, (5-2a)
k
1 al al 1 1

Sij = EDZD]S + EW-S; SZ =0 (5'2b)
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to expand vector and symmetric trace-free tensor fields, respectively. Note that S;
is also an eigenmode of the operator D - D, i.e.,

[D-D+k—(n—1)K]S; =0, (5-3)
while S;; is an eigenmode of the Lichnerowicz operator:
(AL — k%)S;; = 0. (5-4)

In the case of scalar harmonics, the modes with k? = nK are exceptional. Given
our assumption, these modes exist only for K = 1. Because K" is compact and
closed in this case, from the identity

. o o n—1k*—nK
DS’ = S
Viag') n k

Si, (5-5)

we have ﬁng = 0. From this, it follows that fd”zﬂSij*Sij = 0. Hence, S;;
vanishes identically.
5.1. Metric perturbations

In terms of scalar harmonics, perturbations of the metric and the energy-momentum
tensor are expanded as

5gab = fabS, 0gai =1 faSi, 0gij = 2r*(Hpvi;S + HrSyj), (5-6a)
6Ty = TS, 6T} = r7°S;, 6T) = 6P8;S + 7S} (5-6b)
Following Ref. E1l), we adopt the following combinations of these expansion coeffi-

cients as the basic gauge-invariant variables for perturbations of the metric and the
energy-momentum tensor:

1 1
F=Hy + —Hr + - DX, (5:7a)
Fop = fab+DaXb+DbXa7 (57b)
b = Tab — P(DaXp + Dy Xo) — X DePgap, (5-7c)
2k
o =Ta+ —PX,, (5-7d)
S = 6P 4+ XD, P. (5:7e)
Here,
r r
Xo = E <fa + EDaHT) s (58)

and we have used the background value for 7} given in (2ITI).

Now, note that for the exceptional modes with k? = n for K = 1, Hy and 77 are
not defined, because a second-rank symmetric tensor cannot be constructed from S,
as mentioned above. For such a mode, we define F, F, Xy, Xy and X' by setting
H7 = 0 in the above definitions. These quantities defined in this way are, however,
gauge dependent. These exceptional modes are treated in Appendix [Dl
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5.2. Mazwell equations
Because X, defined in (B=§]) transforms under (Z=31) as

56X, =T, (59)

from (2-32) it follows that the following combinations £ and &, can be used as basic
gauge-invariants for perturbations of the electromagnetic field:

0Fab + De(Eo X )earS = E€asS, (5-10a)
0Fai — kEo€ap X"S; = reapE"S;. (5-10b)

Here, note that F;; = 0 for a scalar perturbation, since dF;; can be written as
OFij = DiéAj — ﬁjéAi, from the Maxwell equations, and d.A4; is just the gradient of
a scalar perturbation.

By expanding the current J; as

J; = T‘JSZ', (5'11)
the Maxwell equations ([229)) can be written

Ey

1 k
= Da(r"€) + —Ea — - Da(F¢ = 20F) = €apJ?, (5-12a)
Do (r"1E) = =", (5-12b)
while [Z228) is expressed as
1
£ = —EDC(rEC). (5-13)

Note that (5:I2al) and (B-I12H) give the current conservation law
Do (r"J¢) = —kr"LJ. (5-14)

We can reduce these equations to a single wave equation for a single master
variable. First, from (BE:I2D) and (&Id)), we have

1
e®D,(r"71g) = EDC(T"JC). (5-15)
Therefore, if we define J, by

kK2 -
J = T—neabe, (5-16)

&, can be expressed in terms of a function A as

k -

fa= v (Do +Ja). (5-17)

Then, the insertion of this into (B1Zal) yields

kDo A = —D,(r"E) + gDa(Fg — onF). (5:18)
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Therefore (adding some constant to A in its definition, if necessary), we obtain
PE = —k2A + g(Fg — nF). (5:19)

Thus, the gauge-invariant variables £ and &, can be expressed in terms of the single
master variable A. Finally, by inserting these expressions into (BI3]), we obtain the
following wave equation for A:

a 2 Ta
2D, <D A) M A= _m2p, ( J ) — L (F° — onF). (5-20)

7’"_2 7‘2 7’"_2 27«2

Next, we derive an expression in terms of A for the contribution of the electro-
magnetic field to the perturbation of the energy-momentum tensor. First, for a scalar
perturbation, ([Z33]) can be written in terms of £, &, and the metric perturbation
variables as

1 1
Tab — E() <—5 + DC(E()XC) + §E()fcc> GJab — §ngab7 (5'21&)
7 = —FEy <5a + gEoXa> R (5'21b)
5P = E <5 — Du(EpX©) — %EO fg> , (5-21¢)
mr = 0. (5-21d)

Inserting these into (-Zd)-(B:7d) and using (BI7) and (B:I9), we obtain the following
expressions for the corresponding gauge-invariant variables X, Y, and X, in terms

of A, F' and F:

k2 n 2 2
st = <%A + T%F> Gab — ;WFab, (5-22a)
k -
ZEM = _qun_l (Da-A + Ja) ) (5'22b)
gk? . ng?

5.3. FEinstein-Mazwell system: Black hole background

For generic modes of scalar perturbations, the Einstein equations consist of four
sets of equations of the forms

Eg = r*Yy, E, = k2%, Er = k*X1, Er = k7. (5-23)

(For the definitions of Eu, E4, E and Er, see Eqgs. (63)-(66) in ReffT).) If we
introduce the variables F}' and F' as

Fe =r"2F0 F =¢"72F, (5-24)
the equation for E7 is algebraic and can be written

2(n — 2)F + F* = —Sr, (5-25)
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where

— KT, (5-26)
Hence, if we introduce X,Y and Z defined by
X=F'-2F, Y=F"—-2F, Z=F], (5-27)

as in Paper I, the original variables are expressed as

_ 1
F= —%(X +Y + St), (5-28a)
F!'=X42F, F' =Y +2F, I/ = Z. (5-28b)

In contrast, for the exceptional modes, (=23]) is not obtained from the Einstein
equations. However, this equation with ST = 0 can be imposed as a gauge condition,
as shown in Paper I. Under this gauge condition, all equations derived in this sec-
tion hold without change. However, the variables still contain some residual gauge
freedom, and we must eliminate it in order to extract physical degrees of freedom.
This is done in Appendix

To obtain the expressions of the remaining Einstein equations in terms of X, Y
and Z, we introduce Eg, E, and Ej, defined by

. _ n(n —1)Q?

Eup=1""2Ey + (WLT)Q(FM? —2nFgy), (5-29a)
Ey=1""%E,, (5-29b)
A on—2 n(n —1)Q”

Ep=r""*FEp — TF’ (5-29c¢)

and separate the contributions of the electromagnetic field to the perturbation of the
energy-momentum tensor as

n—1,2
Sap = 1" 2K (Zap = EM), S = (T = ZPM), Sy = 1" 225 — TP,
(5-30)
Then, the remaining Finstein equations are written
. Enin—1)Q* A
Eap = (,r.n+2 ) Egab + Sab, (5-31a)
- kn(n —1)Q* DyA+ J, k&
By = -0 = D@ DadAdJa | hg (5-31b)
r q r
- En(n —1)Q* A
EL = —Tg + SL. (5310)

As shown in Paper I, if the equations corresponding to Fj, E[ and EI are
satisfied, the other equations are automatically satisfied, as seen from the Bianchi
identities, provided that the energy momentum tensor satisfies the conservation law,
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which in the present case is given by the two equations

1 9 (n —1)(k? —nK)

ﬁDa(T S ) — S + omr 2 ST = 07 (5323‘)
1 k2 Dar K2q

5 Dy(r%8a) + —5 8 = n="=51 = k* 5o (5-32b)

The explicit expressions of the relevant equations in terms of X,Y and Z are as
follows. First, the E, parts and the E} part are

(2r/k)E; = —8,X — 0,Z — 8,5, (5-33a)
/!
(2r/R)E, = —0,Y + éf AX-Y)+ f2atz 0,5p + 1sT, (5-33D)
/
2F = f9,0,X — < I ) WX + fO0,Y + (ﬁ — L) oY
k‘2 !
+7‘_22 + f0;0,ST — <n—f + ! ) ¢St (5-33c)

After the Fourier transformation with respect to the time coordinate t, setting
W(X,Y,Z) = —iw(X,Y, Z) and solving with respect to (X', Y', 7)) = 9,(X,Y, Z),

we obtain
, n—2 o2 o W\ Z
=2 (F- )y (G- )

Co2E (A St _Ei .
2/<;E0(A+Jr)+<2f T>ST S 25 (5-34a)

! 2
/ f w_é
Y = 2f( Y)+f2z'w

1

1or2E, (A’+J) S+ M 98, (5-34b)
/ _
Z _ x 9B, <A - ﬁ) 45y 25 (5-34¢)
w ww ww

Next, E is expressed as

. 1 / !/
2E;::?a§ f8X+f82 (J; f>6Y+—f8t

— _ _ 2

+[(n 122711 2)M_( ))\_'_(nri)Q ]X
2 _ _ 2 _ 9, 2

n [k; ﬂnK ~(n+ 121(121 2)M A+ (2n f; 1)@ v

1 !/
+fat25T_ <f§ f>8ST

E+nn—-2K n+1)(n—2)M
+[+(7,2 ) _(+21(1+1)
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n? —n+ 1)Q2] S

—(n® = 1A+ ( o (5-35)

Applying the Fourier transformation with respect to time to the corresponding equa-
tion and eliminating X', Y’ and Z’, with the help of ([&=34]), we obtain the following
linear constraint on X,Y and Z:

[W2T2 LK </\r2 n(n—1)M (n—1)(2n — 1)Q2>

Tn—l r2n—2

2_1M  3n(n—1)Q?
<n(n + 1))\7’2 + (n r"_l) — n(fzn—2) )

+Q—2 <n(2n — DA — M)] X

r2n—2 r2n—2

Tn—l

AKnM K (n? —4n +1)Q>
+[wzrz—k2f+nK2—(n—1)K)‘T2_ - . 2?2Jr =
rr ren

M ((n+1)>2M 4nQ? Q? nQ?
1 <( ,r.n—)l - r2n—2> T 2 <n(n — DA+ r2n—2>:| (Y +57)

! [mu?r? + <Ar2 _ DM + (n— 1)Q2> kﬂ z

Tn—l r2n—2 iw

_|_

1262 f [nr FA +T) + kQA]
—2nrf2S, — r2f'f—; +2r2fST = 0. (5-36)

Using almost the same method as in Paper I, we can reduce this constrained
system for X,Y and Z to a single second-order ODE with source. The master
variable in the present case is given by

= s
where
H=m+ n(n2+ 1)96 n?z, (5-38)
m=k* —nkK, (5-39)
wzfn—]\i, y = \r?, zzern:. (5-40)

This master variable coincides with that for the neutral and source-free case in Paper
I for @ =0 and ST = 0. The master equation for @ is

F(fP) + (w? — V) = Sg. (5-41)
Here, the effective potential Vg is expressed as

f(r)Us(r).

Vs = Trzme

(5-42)
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Us = [-n(n+2)(n + 1)%2* + 4n*(n + 1){n(n® + 6n — 4)z + 3(n — 2)m}x
—12n°(3n — 2)2* — 8n®(11n® — 26n + 12)mz — 4(n — 2)(n — 4)m?] y
+nt(n+1)%2% + n(n + 1) {=3n*(5n* — 5n + 2)z + 4(2n* — 3n + 4)m
+n(n—2)(n—4)(n+ 1)K}z +4n [n2(4n3 + 5n2% — 10n + 4)2>
—{n(34 —43n+ 21n*)m + n*(n + 1)(n® — 10n + 12)K } =
—3(n —4)m? — 3n(n+ 1)(n — 2)Km] x — 4n°(3n — 2)z°
+12n* {2(—6n + 3n* + 4)m + n*(3n — 4)(n — 2) K } 2
+{4(13n — 4)(n — 2)m* 4+ 8n*(11n® — 18n + 4)Km} =

+16m> + 4n(n + 2)Km?, (5-43)
and the source term Sg has the following structure:
/ 2 Psy Ji = 2 Ji rO,Jy
= KBy [ =22 [ A— L) +onrfd, +2k2 2L + 2
Se rn/2H RO A w +2nrfJy 42k iw+ nf w
P, )
Hsy - B0 g TS o s,
H iw w
P T - T
PoarSi | 27»28,i + 27«253:} , (5-44)
H w iw

where Pg1, Pgo and Pgs are functions of r expressed as polynomials of x,y and z.
Their explicit expressions are given in Appendix [Cl
The basic variables X,Y and Z are expressed in terms of the master variable &

as
2,.2 P P
X=p/22| (2 2X0 ) gy 2XLp 5| 1 X, 4
T [( 7 o2 ) 2t g ro-®| + X, (5-45a)
2,.2 P P
y =22 | (2 Y0 Vg YL | 4y, -45h
r K 7 T6H2 +4H7"8 + Y5, (5-45b)
P
Z = iwr™/?1 [é@— fr&@} + Zs, (5-45¢)

where X, Y, and Z; are contributions from the source terms given by

P 2nrf ~ nPxs J;
2 XA Nl Jy
X, =krEy <—2H2A 7 (Or A+ Jy) S z’w)

nPxo S 2nrf nPx3rSl  2r?
= . —t _Z_g -4
Yot T T T T m (5-462)
Py 4 2nr f - nPyy J,
Y; = 2E e 77 \Ur /) e —
K 0<2H2A+ i (OrA+ Jp) ST iw)
nPyy Sy 2nrf nPysrS;  2r? .
2 2 2r2
Zy = 2By 2L Cion g Jy = 2 g, 2 g (5-46c)
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Here, Pxq, Px1,Pyvo,Pyv1, Pz, Pxa,Pxo,Pya and Pyo are functions of r and are
given in Appendix
In particular, F' is expressed as

- 4H? — nP rf Z
F=p?2 = Z2¢ 1 250 - 22 4
' i 72 2icor (5-47)
Hence, using the relation
F% —2nF = —4(n — 1)F — S, (5-48)
we can rewrite the Maxwell equation (=20) as
DeA 1 2n%(n — 1)2zf
n—2 2
_ (n—1)q (4H? —nPy Sa
el m e S R (5-49)
where
2n?(n— 1222 N\ T .o f7-\  2(n—1)Eq .
SA:—< T +w>a—r for o + i f(nfSy—rSy).
(5-50)

Thus, the two coupled second-order ODEs (5-4]l) and (549) represent the master
equations with a source for a scalar perturbation of the Einstein-Maxwell system in
the background (ZIF]).

Finally, we note that in terms of the variable

Q:=r"’Ho, (5-51)

(E25) can be rewritten as

I 1 N O A 1 Q T
F= pe—ye [(2H —nrf)2 + 2nrDr - DQ] — m(—nfst +rSy), (5-52a)
- - 1 R -
Fap + (’I’L - 2)Fgab = E <Dan~Q - §D~anb> + ng (552b)
where 3 3
Sa = Sa - H2EO(Da-A + Ja)a (553)
and
. 2 ~ ~ 2D,rD ~
Sap = o <Da7‘5b + DyrS, — #Dcr50>
H f
1 2 cd 23q
——nfrH ( gay — =DarDypr | €“De(r°Sy)
w f

22 r? 1
7 Mab T c a ao - .4
+H5b H(SC+QST>gb (5-54)
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These equations are formal, since they contain the factor i/w, which is equivalent
to integration with respect to the time coordinate t. However, when S, = k2EyJ,
and S; = 0, this factor can be eliminated through the replacements Sy — iwk2EyA
and €D, (r25,) — —iw(n — 2)k*r2FEyA. In this case, (5h2) provides expressions
that are manifestly covariant as equations in the 2-dimensional spacetime N2. The
source term Sg for @ can also be rewritten in such a covariant form with the help of
the energy-momentum conservation laws (B32):

S¢ = —f 4]{:2/-€2E0A + i.271[{27‘“_16[1171) r"—2fgb
r/2H w “\ H2
i 2(nH +2rH') . 9 era
+;TTSt + 2r Sa — HST . (555)

The comment made above regarding covariance applies to this expression as well as
to (B49).
5.4. Reduction to decoupled equations

As in the vector perturbation case, we can transform the master equations (1)
and (B:49)) into two decoupled second-order ODEs by introducing new master vari-

ables written as linear combinations of ¢ and A. The only difference in this case is
that the coefficients are not constant. These new variables are given by

@:I: = ai@ + bj:A, (556)
with
mo )M+ ) (DM + p)Q
(a‘+7 b+) = <5Q + 27'”_1 ) qr"/z_l ) (5573)
2nQ? AnQ?
(a_,b_) = <(n + (M +p) = ——,— w1 ) (5-57b)
r qr
where p is a positive constant satisfying
4mQ?
2 2
=M+ ——. .
7 + T 1)° (5-58)
The reduced master equations have the canonical forms
FUFPL) + (W = Vo) Ps = Ssr. (5-59)
Here, if we define the parameter § by
p=(1+2md)M, (5-60)
the effective potentials Vg are expressed as
Vey = 0% (5-61)

" 64r2HZ’
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with
Hy=1- w&t, (5-62a)
H_=m+ W(l + md)z, (5-62b)
and

Up = [—4n®(n +2)(n + 1)%6%2% — 48n*(n + 1)(n — 2)6z

—16(n — 2)(n — 4)]y — 8*n3(3n — 2)(n + 1)*(1 + md)z*

+46%n%(n +1)* {(n+1)(3n — 2)ms + 4n® +n — 2} 23

+46(n +1) {(n — 2)(n — 4)(n + 1)(m + n’K)s — Tn® + Tn* — 14n + 8} z*

+{16(n + 1) (—4m + 3n*(n —2)K) § — 16(3n — 2)(n — 2) } =

+64m + 16n(n + 2)K, (5-63a)
U_ = [-4n®(n +2)(n + 1)*(1 + md)*z® + 48n(n + 1)(n — 2)m(1 + mé)z

—16(n — 2)(n — 4)m?*] y — n*(3n — 2)(n + 1)*6(1 + ms)?z*

—4n*(n + 1)*(1 +md)* {(n + 1)(3n — 2)md — n*} 2*

+4(n +1)(1 + md) {m(n — 2)(n — 4)(n + 1)(m + n?K)é

+4n(2n® — 3n 4+ 4)m + n*(n — 2)(n — 4)(n + 1)K } 2°

—16m {(n + 1)m (—4m + 3n*(n — 2)K) &

+3n(n —4)m +3n*(n+1)(n —2)K} z

+64m3 + 16n(n + 2)m2K. (5-63b)

The source terms S+ are linear combinations of Sg = Sp|4—¢ given in (EZ4) and

S 4 given in (B50):

St = aj:g@ +b154. (5’64)

Here, note that the following relations hold:
Q% = (n+1)2M2%5(1 + md), (5-65)
H=H,H . (5-66)

From these relations, we find that () = 0 corresponds to d = 0, and in this limit, @ _
coincides with @, and its equation coincides with the mater equation for the master
variable @ derived in Paper 1. Hence, &_ and &, represent the gravitational mode
and the electromagnetic mode, respectively. For n = 2, K = 1 and A = 0, these

variables @, and @_ are proportional to the variables for the polar modes, Zﬁ)

and Z2(+), appearing in Ref. 35)), and Vg, and Vs_ coincide with the corresponding
potentials, V1(+) and V2(+), respectively.

5.5.  FEinstein-Mazwell system: Nariai background

We can derive the master equations for the Einstein-Maxwell system in the
Nariai-type background (Z=ZZ) in almost the same way as in the black hole case.
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Actually, the calculations are much simpler in this case. For this reason, we give
only key equations. As in the previous case, the elimination of the residual gauge

freedom for the exceptional modes is discussed in Appendix [Dl

First, by defining the variables X, Y and Z by (EZ1), after the Fourier transfor-

mation, the equations corresponding to Ep, F, and Ep can be written as

! 2 2
X' = LY+<]€ —w—>£
1w

f fa?  f?
.= f 2S¢
~22By (A + J,) + 75T T 25
, f/ 2 Z
Y= g (X Y+

+262 B (A +J,) - 7 — 28,

Z/
,—:X—2H,2E0 <A—%>+ST—2§

w w

The constraint equation obtained from the Ef equation is
k2 k*op Z
(W +0)X + <w2+a— a—2f> (Y + Sp) — a;fp—

2k2 Eok? /
TR e pS +2£S0 =0,

w

These equations can be reduced to a single second-order ODE for F,

fi <fd—F> + (w? = Vr)F = Sp,

dp dp
where
k‘2
VF = f <—2 — 20'> s
a
k2 2a% 0,5 2
Sk = ! 262 Ey 2A—£ —5T+2i—|-i ‘ _|_igp
2na™ iw w k2w k2

Hence, in the present case, we can use F', which is related to X and Y by
X+Y + 857
2nan—2

as the master variable. X,Y and Z are expressed in terms of F' as

F .=

2na™ [ (w? k2 9 2a*
X = 7 |:<7 - ¥+0'> F—O'papF:| — 2K EQ.A— ﬁsg,
2na™ w? 242
Y = 3 [— <7 + a> F+ apap} + 2k2FEg A + ?SS — S,
. 2na™ a® P
Z = —w—g (opF + fO,F) + ?St.

(5-67a)

(5-67b)

(5-67¢)

(5-68)

(5-69)

(5:70)

(5-71)

(5:72)

(5-73a)
(5-73b)

(5-73¢)
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Finally, the Maxwell equation (B=20) also holds in the present case, in which it
becomes

2
fd% (f%;t> + <W2 - % > A=2(n—1)a""2fEoF + Sy, (5:74)

where

Sa = fEySt —iwdy — £20,J,. (5-75)

By taking linear combinations of this equation and (B=69) and introducing the vari-
ables

by =asF +bi A, (5’76)

we obtain the decoupled equations
d dd k2
fd_p <fd—pi> + |:w2 - <§ +pu— O’> f:| by =954, (5-77)

with
Sy = aiS’F + b454, (5’78)

where Sg = Sg| -0, p is a positive constant satisfying

W2 =o? 4 %/& (5-79)
and
(as.bs) = (2(";—2”@ (h+ a)%) , (5:800)
V202
(a_,b_) = <,u+a,—2(n q;;f ¢ > (5-80b)

§6. Stability of Black Holes

In this section, we consider what we are able to conclude at this time about the
stability of generalised static black holes with charge from the results of our formula-
tion. In the present paper, we consider only the stability in the static region outside
the black hole horizon with respect to a perturbation whose support is compact on
the initial surface. This region is represented as r > ry for A < 0 and rg < r < r,
for A > 0. As mentioned in §ZT], such a region exists only for restricted ranges of the
parameters M, Q and A. These parameter ranges are shown in Fig. [l (see Appendix
[A] for details).

To study the stability in this region, as in Paper II, we utilize the fact that
for any perturbation type, the perturbation equations in the static region of the
spacetime are reduced to an eigenvalue problem of the type

Wi = AP, (6-1)
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2 2

7\. M1 A Mﬁ
1 Q2
Ae2 O Ik

1 n+1 }2 M2
4n
}\,c1
K=1

Fig. 1. The parameter ranges in which the spacetime contains a regular black hole (the shaded
regions).

where A is a self-adjoint operator,

2 r
A= _j—rf +V(r); dri.= d7, (6-2)

with V(r) being equal to Vp(r), Viy(r) or Vgi(r). We regard the black hole to be
stable if the spectrum of A4, i.e., w?, is non-negative.

To be precise, we must specify a boundary condition for @ at » = oo in the case
A < 0, for which the range of r, has an upper bound. In the present paper, we adopt
the simplest condition, ® — 0 as r — oo, in this case, which corresponds to the
Friedrichs extension of A. For A > 0, the range of 7, is (—00, +00) and the operator
A is essentially self-adjoint; i.e., it has a unique self-adjoint extension 52

In general, if ¢(r) is a function with compact support contained in r > rg (or
rg <r <r.for A > 0), we can rewrite the expectation value of A, (&, A®), as

.49~ [ . (|22

For the Friedrichs extension of A, the lower bound of this quantity coincides with the
lower bound of the spectrum of A with domain C§°(r,). Hence, if we can show that
the right-hand side of (B=J) is non-negative, then we can conclude that the system
is stable. In particular, if V' is non-negative, this condition is trivially satisfied.
However, such a lucky situation is not realized in most cases. One powerful method
that can be used to show the positivity of A beyond such a simple situation is to
deform the right-hand side of (6=3)) by partial integration in terms of a function S as

2 + V|Q5|2) : (6-3)

(B, AD) = /dr* <|D<p|2 +f/|qs2|), (6-4)
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where
p-2 + S (6-5)
dr, ’
- ds 9
V—V+f%—5. (6-6)

We call this procedure the S-deformation of V in this paper. As in Paper II, this is
the main tool for the analysis in the present paper.

6.1. Tensor perturbation

If we apply the S-deformation with

nf
to ([BZ), we obtain

Vr = 4 20~ K] (6%
irrespective of the r-dependence of f(r). Hence, the effective potential Vi is positive,

and the system is perturbatively stable with respect to a tensor perturbation if
AL >2(n—1)K. (6-9)

In particular, this guarantees the stability of maximally symmetric black holes for
K =1 and K =0, since Ay, is related to the eigenvalue k:% of the positive operator
—D-D as A\ = k:% + 2nK when K" is maximally symmetric. In contrast, even in
the maximally symmetric case, Vi becomes negative in the range 0 < k:% < 2 for
K = —1, and we cannot conclude anything about the stability for K = —1 from this
argument alone.

Note that the condition (B is just a sufficient condition for stability, and it
is not a necessary condition in general. In fact, for a tensor perturbation, we can
obtain stronger stability conditions directly from the positivity of Vp if we restrict
the range of parameters. For example, for K = 1 and A = 0, it is easy to see that

Vi is positive if
n(n —1)y/M? — Q?
>0 (6-10)
M+ \/M? - Q?
for M2 > Q% > 8n(n — 1)M?/(3n — 2)%, and
2—10n+8
AL+ % >0 (6-11)
for Q% < 8n(n — 1)M?/(3n — 2)2. Thus, if we do not restrict the range of Q?, we
obtain the same sufficient condition for stability as (6d), but for the restricted range
Q* < 8n(n — 1)M?/(3n — 2)2, we obtain the stronger sufficient condition @IT),
which coincides with the condition obtained in Paper II for the case () = 0.
Similarly, for K = —1 and A < 0, rewriting Vr as

22
_ 7’_]; (AL ~ @3- 2K 4+ 12 R 2 ¢ n(";_ll)M - :ng) ,

AL +2—-2n+

Vr

(6:12)
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K=0,-1

X H,max (7\:7%)

1
A<0

2 1 3 ,
n+1 XH,mi:n(}":}‘CZ)i Q72 0 : %2
0 1 (n+1)? M2
4n
Fig. 2. Ranges of the value xy.
we obtain a sufficient condition for stability stronger than (63,
AL +3n—2=Fk-+n—-2>0, (6-13)

from Vp > 0 if we restrict the range of A to

A2—<(”+1)M>"21<1+M>. (6-14)

nQ?2 n2Q)?2
This condition is sufficient to guarantee the stability of a maximally symmetric black
hole with K = —1 for n > 2. However, if we extend the range of A to the whole

allowed range, i.e., that satisfying A > A\._, (G is the strongest condition that can
be obtained only from Vr > 0.

6.2. Vector perturbation
For V = Vy 4 in ([@38) and

nf
=L 1
S 5 (6-15)
we obtain
- n?—1)M+ A
Vye = 12 my + ( n)—l ; (6-16)
T T

my = k¥ — (n — 1)K. (6-17)

Hence, from k'%, > (n—1)K, we find that Vv+ is always positive, and static charged
black holes are stable with respect to the electromagnetic mode of the vector per-
turbation. In contrast, from

~ N f ﬂ%vh
VV__T_Q(n2—1)M+A’ (6-18)

2n(n — 1)Q?

Tn—l

h:=(n?>—1)M — + A, (6-19)
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n=5

n=4

n=3

n=2

r/ry

K=1, A<0, Q¥M?=0.1, =2

Fig. 3. Examples of Vs for K =1 and A < 0.

it is seen that }7\/_ may become negative: Because h is a monotonically increasing
function of r, Vy/_ is positive if and only if h(rg) > 0.
6.2.1. Thecase A >0

In this case, the background spacetime contains a regular black hole only for
K =1, and the static region outside the black hole is given by rg < r < r. (< +00).
In this region, from ([A229H), we have 2M /r" ! < 2y < g max < (n+1)M?/(nQ?).
Hence, h > 0, and the black hole is stable in this case.
6.2.2. The case A < 0

In this case, as shown in Appendix [Al the spacetime contains a regular black
hole if A > \. and 2M/r" ™! < xy < 2 max. Hence, from ([A29H), we obtain the
relation

h>+/(n?2 —1)2M2 4+ 2n(n — D)myQ? — \/(n2 — 1)2M2 — 4Kn(n — 1)2Q2. (6-20)

For K = 0,1, h > 0 follows from this. Hence, the black hole is stable. In contrast,
for K = —1, the right-hand side of this inequality becomes negative for k:%, <n-—1.
Hence, Vi/_ can become negative near the horizon if A is sufficiently close to .,
provided that the spectrum of k%/ extends to k'%, <n-—1.

6.3. Scalar perturbation

By applying the S-deformation to Vg with

_ fdhy _onj2—1
S = _h+ e hy=r H,, (6-21)
we obtain
oy = [(n—2)(n + 1)z + 2] (6-22)
S+ = 27‘2H+ n n T .

Since this is positive definite, the electromagnetic mode @ is always stable for any
values of K, M, (Q and X, provided that the spacetime contains a regular black hole,
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Vs Vs.

n=6
n=6

n=5
n=5

n=4
n=4 n=3
n=3 n=2

0 ; 3n=2 0 /B 3
., r/r,
K=1, A<0, Q¥/M?=0.9, I=2
K=1, A=0, Q*M? =0.99, |=2

Fig. 4. Examples of Vs_.

although Vs, has a negative region near the horizon when A < 0 and Q?/M? is small

(see Fig. B).
Using a similar transformation, we can also prove the stability of the gravita-
tional mode @_ for some special cases. For example, the S-deformation of Vg_ with

B f dh_' _onj2—1
§= g ho =" (6-23)
leads to
V. __Bf [2m — (n + 1)(n — 2)(1 + md)z] (6-24)
S— = 27‘2H_ m n n mo)x|.

For n = 2, this is positive definite for m > 0. When K =1, A > 0 and n = 3 or
when A > 0,Q = 0 and the horizon is S*, from m > n +2 (I > 2) and the behaviour
of zp, (see Fig. B), we can show that Vs_ > 0. Hence, in these special cases, the
black hole is stable with respect to any type of perturbation.

However, for the other cases, Vg_ is not positive definite for generic values of
the parameters. The S-deformation used to prove the stability of neutral black holes
in Paper II is not effective either. This is because Vg_ has a negative region around
the horizon for the extremal and near extremal cases, as shown in Fig. ll and the
S-deformation cannot remove this negative region if S is a regular function at the
horizon. Hence, determination of the stability for these generic cases with n > 3 is
left as an open problem.

§7. Summary and Discussion

In the present paper, we have extended the formulation for perturbations of a
generalised static black hole given in Paper I to an Einstein-Maxwell system in a
generalised static spacetime with a static electric field, and we have shown that the
perturbation equations for vector and scalar perturbations can be reduced to two
decoupled second-order ODEs for the gravitational mode and the electromagnetic
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Table I. Stabilities of generalised static black holes. In this table, “d” represents the spacetime
dimension, n + 2. The results for tensor perturbations apply only for maximally symmetric
black holes, while those for vector and scalar perturbations are valid for black holes with generic
Einstein horizons, except in the case with K =1,Q = 0,A > 0 and d = 6.

Tensor Vector Scalar
Q=0]QZ0[Q=0]QZ0| Q=0 oZ0
K=1 |x=0| OK | OK | OK | OK OK 3;&?01{
A>0| OK | OK | OK | OK 3§$?K Z;‘éfOK
A<0| OK | OK | OK | OK Z;g?K Z;;L?K
K=0 [A<0| OK | OK | OK | OK 3;‘5{?1( Z;‘;?K
K=-1|A<0| OK | 72 | ok | ? Z;‘;?K 3;_)1;31(

mode, irrespective of the value of the cosmological constant and the curvature of the
horizon. In particular, we have found that the coupling between the perturbations of
the metric and the electromagnetic field produces significant modifications of the ef-
fective potentials for the gravitational mode and the electromagnetic mode when the
black hole is charged. Our formulation also provides an extension of the correspond-
ing formulation for the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole in four dimensions™3)54)55)
to asymptotically de Sitter and anti-de Sitter cases.

With the help of this formulation and the method used in Paper II, we have
analysed the stability of generalised static black holes with charge. The results are
summarised in Table[l As shown there, maximally symmetric black holes are stable
with respect to tensor and vector perturbations over almost the entire parameter
range; the exceptional case corresponds to a rather exotic black hole, whose horizon
is a hyperbolic space. In contrast, for a scalar perturbation, we were not able to
prove even the stability of asymptotically flat black holes with charge in generic
dimensions, due to the existence of a negative region in the effective potential around
the horizon in the extremal and near extremal cases, in contrast to the neutral case.
Whether this negative ditch produces an unstable mode or not is uncertain. Hence,
the stability of asymptotically flat and asymptotically de Sitter black holes for d > 6
and of asymptotically anti-de Sitter black holes for d > 5 are left as open problems.
In connection to this, it should be noted that the existence of a negative region
in the effective potential near the horizon may have a significant influence on the
frequencies of the quasi-normal modes and the greybody factor for the Hawking
process, even if these black holes are found to be stable.

In the present paper, we have also given explicit expressions for the source terms
in the master equations. As mentioned in the introduction, this information will be
necessary in the estimation of gravitational and electromagnetic emission from black
holes in higher dimensions. In addition to this practical application, we also expect
that these master equations with source terms can be used in the analysis of static
singular perturbations of black holes associated with some singular source such as
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a string or a membrane. For example, if one treats the C-metric as a perturbation
of a spherically symmetric solution, it is found that this perturbation obeys an
equation with a string source. Hence, it is expected that one can obtain some
information concerning higher-dimensional analogue of the C-metric by studying
singular solutions to the master equation with a singular source.
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Appendix A
—— Parameter range for the existence of a reqular black hole

In this section, we determine the parameter range in which the background
metric (ZZI8) contains a regular black hole. Here, by a regular black hole, we mean a
degenerate Killing horizon or bifurcating Killing horizons at r = rg that separate(s)
a regular region with f(r) > 0 and a singular region containing the singularity at
r=0.

First, we consider parameter values satisfying A > 0 and K < 0. In this range,
if @ = 0, there exists no horizon, because f is negative everywhere. If ) # 0, from

(n—1)Q

7«-77/

(" Y = (n = DKr" 2 — (n + )\ — <0, (A1)

r"~1f is a monotonically decreasing function of r. Further,

n—1 o0, r — 40 )
" f—>{§—2M, r—4o0 (A-2)

Hence, the spacetime has no region with f > 0 that is separated from the singular
region by Killing horizons. Therefore, the spacetime contains regular black holes
only for K =1 or A <0.

A.l. The case Q =0

In this case, since f — —oo as r — +0, the spacetime contains a regular black
hole if there is a region in which f > 0. From

2(n—1)M

fl==2xr+ o ) (A-3)

it is seen that the result depends on .

All. A<QorK=1landA=0

Because f is monotonically increasing and becomes positive as r — +o00, f has
a single zero at r = rg, and f > 0 for » > rg. Thus, there is a regular black hole.
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Al2, K=1land A>0

Because f has a single maximum at r = a, the spacetime contains a regular
black hole if and only if f(a) > 0. Then, since f'(a) = 0 is equivalent to

(n—1)M
A= Tl (A-4)
this condition can be written as
a1 > (n+1)M. (A-5)
In terms of A, it is expressed as
-1 1
. (A-6)

n 4+ M)
f has two zeros, at r =ry and r =71, (rg <r.), and f >0 for rg <r < r,

A.2. The case Q # 0

When @ # 0, since f — 400 as r — +0, there must exist a point » = a such
that f(a) = 0 and f(a) < 0 in order for the spacetime to contain a regular black

hole. From Y 0
fl==2Xxr+2(n-1) (7’_” - 7‘2"_1> , (A7)
A is expressed in terms of a as
(n-1) (M @
A=gla) := o2 an—1 _ g2n—2 |- (A-8)
From this, f(a) can be written as
n+1)M nQ?
O T (x9)
Hence, the condition f(a) < 0 requires
D := (n+1)2M? — 4KnQ* > 0, (A-10)
and under this condition, f(a) <0 if a satisfies
WM —+D 1 M D
max [ 0, WY VD) < (DM +vD (A-11)
2nQ? an—1 2nQ?
Note that g(a) has a maximum at a = a,,, where
2nQ?
n—1
Gm = )M (A-12)
and it is monotonic everywhere except at this point. Further, g(4+0) = —oo and
g(+00) = 0. Hence, A < 0 for a < ag, where
2
n—1 Q
aO M ) ( 3)

and A > 0 for a > ag.
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A21. K=1land A=0

In this case, the spacetime contains a regular black hole if and only if M? > Q?,
and the horizon is at ¥~ = 7‘]’?1 =M+ /M? - Q2
A22 K=land A>0

Because the sign of f’(r) is the same as the sign of g(r) — A, the condition that
there is a point = a such that f’(a) = 0 is equivalent to the relation

2 n+1
(n+1)(n—1)2 (n+1\71 [ M>\»1 1
< Amax = (@) = — —_ A-14
A< A g(am) An2 m Q2 M% ( )
Further, from the condition D > 0, we have
Q? 4n
ME S Gy I (4-15)

Under these conditions, f'(a) = 0 has in general two solutions, a = aj,as (ag <
a; < apy < az), and the spacetime contains a regular black hole if and only if

fla1) <0< f(az).

First, from f(az) > 0, we obtain
n—1 > (n+ 1)M+ \/E _ . .n—1

as 5 tay (A-16)
In terms of A, this can be expressed as
n -1 —-1)M D
A< )\02 = g(acg) = 271_4:}1 n (n ) + \/_ (Al?)

o (n+1)M + \/ﬁ]%.
Next, because f(a) becomes minimal at a = a,,, from f(ag) = 1 — M?/Q?, we have
fla1) < f(ag) <0 if Q% < M?2. Also, for M? < Q? < (n+1)?/(4n)M?, f(a1) <0 is
equivalent to

(n+1)M — /D o

af ™t < 5 Lag (A-18)
or, in terms of A, to
n -1 —1)M —+D
A > )\cl = g(acl) = 2n_ir}l z (n ) nil * (Alg)
" [(n+1)M — \/D]n-1
Here, if we vary Q2 with M fixed, we have
d (n—1VD [ 1 1
A2 — Acl) = — . A-2
dacl ( 2 1) n <a?2+2 a?1+2> <0 ( 0)

Hence, Ao — Ac1 is a monotonically increasing function of @ for fixed M, and A,y =
A2 at Q% = (n + 1)2M?/(4n). From these results, it follows that Aoy < Mg for
Q% < (n+1)%/(4n)M?. Further, \.; vanishes at Q> = M2. Therefore, for A > 0 and
K =1, the spacetime contains a regular black hole if and only if

(n+1)2M?

< : 2
max (0, A1) S A< A2 Q° < ™

(A-21)
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The parameter range in which the spacetime contains a regular black hole.

Table II.
K=1 K=0 ] K=-1
A=0 Q> < M’ A A
A>0 For Q% < M?
A< A2 A A
For M? < Q? < (n—|—1)2M2/(4n)
)\cl S )\ < )\02
A<0 Q% < M? and A1 < A Ao <A | Aee <A

A23. A<O0
In this case, f/(a) = 0 always has a single solution, and f — 400 asr — 40, +00.
Hence, the spacetime contains a regular black hole if and only if f(a) < 0. Because

a < ag < am;,, this condition is equivalent to

L1 ;("Jrl)MJ“/l_), (A.22)
an—1 a? 1 2nQ2
or in terms of A,
n—1 M
A> A= K — . A2
- nag ( a?_1> (4:23)

This, together with D > 0, leads to the following conditions:

n+1
2 1 1 % M2 ntl 1
K=0: A>\gi= ——— <i> <—2> . (A-24a)
n n Q M1
1 VD-(n—-1)M
K=-1:A>A_ 1= —2w1" (n—1) . (A-24D)
n VD~ (n+1)M]5
1 VD-(n-1)M
=0 (n—1) _— (A-24c)
n—1

K=1: A>)Xyq:=—-2n"1
" [(n+1)M — /D]

Finally, we determine the range of zf = 2M/ rz_l. In general, A is expressed in

terms of ry as
1 2M 2
T T T
From this, we have
d\ 2 n+ 1M n2Q?
Bd(eo )
TH r T T

First, for K = 1, this can be written in terms of a.; and a.o as

A 2nQ2< 11 ) < nl—l - n1_1>. (a2

2 n—1 n—1
dry H Ty

acy Ty
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From this and the relation a. < as < rg < a1 < a¢, it follows that X\ is a mono-
tonically increasing function of rj for fixed M and Q). Hence, from the constraint
Al < A < A2, we obtain

THmin < TH < TH max, (A'28)

where 2 f7 min and g max are the values of xp for A = A2 and A = A1, respectively:

4M
T H min = s (A29a)
(n+1)M+ VD
(n+1)M? + MvVD
THmax = TlQ2 . (A29b)
Next, for K =0 or K = —1, d\/dry can be written in terms of a. as
dx  2n@Q* [ 1 1 1 VD — 1M
= an . | T (1) : (A-30)
dry riy o\ ace T T 2nQ?

From rg < a < a., this is non-negative. Hence, from A, < A < 0, we obtain
0 <zpg < THmax- (A-31)

The allowed ranges of zy given in (A28) and (A3 in the (xz, Q?/M?) plane are
displayed in Fig. &

Appendix B X
——— Eapressions for E! and EJ,

We have the following expressions for E‘f and Ey:

n-4 —§>8T(X+ST)

E+(n-2)K n—2)(n—3)M
([Erao2K o0y

2Bl = —fO3(X + Sr) + (

—3(n—1A+

(%;T?))QT (X + Sp)

/
—fO%Y — (ﬁ + —) oY
r 2

oK (n—2)(n+3)M
T T ]

Lany 2F D%Z - 3)QT Y, (B1)

1 £

f 2
_ _ 102

n [_ (n 17),531 2)M g n(nr%l)Q ]X
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-¢£Y—<ﬁ+3£>@y
T 2

n [(n— 1)(n—2)M L 3(n—1)(n —2)Q?

rn—l—l r2n Y

2 2 f
—l—?&g&nZ + <ﬁ — W) 8tZ
~fose+ (P2 - 1) oy

— k> 2(n—1)(n—2)M
ML LESED

2(n —1)(n - 3)Q?

—3(n — 1A — o

]&x (B-2)

Appendix C
—— FExpressions for coefficient functions

We have the following:
Pgi = [—4n'z + 2n*(n + 1)z — 4n(n — 2)m] y
+{2n%(n — D)z +4n(n — 2)m + 4n’*(n — 2)K} 2
—n?(n? —1)z? + {—4n(n —2)m + 2n2(n + DK} x
+4m? 4 4n*mK, (C1)
Pgy = [6n'z — n*(n+ 1)(n + 2)z + 2n(n — 4)m] y
—2n*2% + {n*(3n® —n + 2)z — 4n(n — 2)m — 6n*(n — 1)K } 2
—n?(n+1)2? + {n(Bn —7)m + n?(n? — DK}
—2m? — 2n(n — 1)mK, (C-2)
Ps3 = —2n%*(3n — 2)z + n*(n + 1)z — 2(n — 2)m. (C-3)

Pxo = [4n*(n® — 1)(n*z + m)z — 8n*(n — 1)(3n — 2)2
—32n%(n — 1)%mz — 8(n — 1)(n — 2)m2] Yy
+n3(n 4+ 1)323 + 2n(n + 1) {—n2(3n —1)(n+2)z
+2(n* +n+2)m —n(n —2)(n + 1)K} 2°
+ [4n4(13n —7)2% — 4n? {(9n2 —8n+15)m +n(n+1)(n® — T+ 8)K} z
—4n(n —11)m? — 4n?(n + 1)(n — 3)mK| x
—8n*(3n — 2)2% + 8n? {4(n* — n+ 1)m + n*(3n — 4)(n — 2)K } 2*
+{(16n* — 72n + 16)m? + 16n*(2n — 3)mK } 2
+8n*m*K + 16m?, (C4)
Px1 = [4n*(n— 1)z +4(n — 1)m] y
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+n(n+1)%z? + {—8n2z +2(Bn—1)m—2n(n+ 1)K}z

+4n22* — {4(2n — I)m + 4n*(n — 2)K } z — dnmK, (C-5)
Pyo = [2n*(n+1)%2* —4n*(n + 1) {n*(5n — 3)z + (n — 3)m} =

+8n(2n — 1)(3n — 2)2° + 16n*(n® — 4n + 2)mz — 8(n — 2)m?| y

+n3(n —1)(n +1)%3

+2n(n? — 1) {—2n%(3n — 1)z + 4m — n(n — 2)(n + 1)K } 2*

+[20n*(2n — 1)(n — 1)2® + 4n*(n — 1) {(n — 13)m + n(5n — 8)(n + 1)K} 2

+12n(n — 1)m? + 4n*(n® — 1)mK| z

—8n*(3n — 2)(n — 1)2* + 16n*(n — 1) {2m — n*(3n — 4) K } 2

—8(n— L)m {(5n — 2)m + 2n’K } 2, (C-6)
Py, = [an(n + Dz —4n?(2n — 1)z + dm]y

+n(n® —1)a* —2(n — 1) {3n’z2+m+nn+ 1)K}z

+4n2(n —1)22 + 4(n — 1)(m + 2n°K)z, (C7)
Py = [—n2(n + )z 4 2n2(3n — 2)z + 2(n — 2)m| y

+n(n+1)2® + {n’Bn—7z+ (dn—-2)m+n(n+1)(n—2)K}

—2n%(n —2)2% — {(6n — 4)m + 2n*(3n — 4K} z — 2nmK. (C-8)

Note that these functions satisfy the following relations:

Pxo + Pyo +4nHP; = 16H?, (C-9a)
Px1+ Py1 = —4nrfH. (C9b)

Pxy = [4n3(n —1Dz+4n(n—1)m|y
+n*(n+1)%2* + 4n {-2n2 + (n — )m —n(n+ 1)K } =
+4n2? —dn{(n — )m +n*(n — 3)K} 2
—4m? — 4n(n + 1)mK, (C-10)

Pxo = [4(n — Dn?z 4 4(n — m]y
+n(n+1)%? + {=8n’z + (6n — 2)m — 2n(n+ 1)K } x
+4n22% — {42n —1)m + 4n?(n — 2)K} z — dnmK, (C-11)

Pxs = (n+ 1)z +2n(n — 2)z + 2m, (C-12)
Pyy = [2n*(n+ 1)z — 4n*(2n — 1)z + 4nm] y

+n?(n? — 1)z? + {—6n3(n — 1)z +4nm — 2n2(n + 1)(n — 2)K}x
+4n®(n — 1)22 +dn {—m+n*(2n — 3)K } z + dnmK + 4m*, ~ (C-13)
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Pyy = [2n2(n + 1)z —4n?(2n — 1)z + 4m|y
+n(n® —1)z* —2(n —1) {3n* 2+ m+n(n+ 1)K}z
+4n%(n — 1)2° + 4(n — 1)(m + 2n°K)z, (C-14)
Pys=(n—-1)[(n+ 1)z —4nz]. (C-15)
The following relations hold for these functions:

Pxa+ Pya= —4n2fH, Pxo+4+ Pyo = —4nfH, Pxs+ Pys=2H. (0-16)

Appendix D
—— Gauge-invariant treatment of the exceptional modes

In the present paper, we imposed the Einstein equation F¢ 4+ 2(n — 2)F = 0
as the gauge condition for the exceptional modes of the scalar perturbation with
k? = n for K = 1. As discussed in Paper I, this gauge condition does not fix the
gauge freedom completely, and it leaves the residual gauge freedom represented by
82" = LS satisfying
n—2

r2

TinD "DL)+ 2L -0 (D-1)
Hence, the master variables introduced in §8 contain unphysical degrees of freedom
for the exceptional modes, although the master equations themselves are gauge-
invariant. In this appendix, we express the master equations in terms of genuinely
gauge-invariant variables.

We define all quantities for an exceptional mode corresponding to the gauge-
invariant variables for a generic mode introduced in the text by the same expressions
with Hy = 0. Then, for the general gauge transformation ([Z31l), X, transforms as
X, — Xo +6X, with

6X, = 1 Do(L/k) + T,. (D-2)
From this, the following transformation laws of F' and F* are obtained:
F— F+6F: 6F=—rDr-D(L/k)— L/k, (D-3a)
- - L L
Fuy — Eyp +6F, : 0Fy = —D, <7~2Dbg> — Dy <T2DGE> . (D-3b)
In particular, we have
S(FS —2nF) = -2 [T"D- <D<L/2k)> - né] : (D-4)
rnT k
Hence, from ([Z332) and (BI0), £ and &, transform as
_ D(L/k
6 = =D (r’EyD(L/k)) = —qD - ( in_é )> : (D-5a)

664 = rEoDal = —I5 DyL. (D-5b)
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From this and the definition of A, (19, we find that A transforms as

SA = q£. (D-6)
k
Like these variables, the matter variables Xy, 3, and X'} are gauge dependent.
However, S,,S; and Sy, are gauge-invariant, because they represent perturbations
of quantities whose background values vanish, like J,.
In order to proceed further, we have to treat the black-hole-type background
case and the Nariai-type background case separately.

D.1. Black hole background
In the black hole background (I8, the gauge transformation of Fy is written

- 22r2 L !
t = 2 .
0F; = R Tfk;’ (D-7a)
—_— L rf’\ L
OFT = —2r2f(L" /k) — r(4f + ) (L' k). (D-7c)
In particular, we have
- Fr 2H L
) <2F+ L > =" (D-8)
wr n k

Hence, the master variable @ transforms as
- L
6P = —27«"/2? (D-9)

For k2 =n and K =1, 4 = M and &, are written

(n+)MQ [ & 24
¢+ = rn/2—1 T’ﬂ/2 + 7 ) (Dloa)
B 2nQ? 4nQ?* A

From this, we find that @ is gauge-invariant. In contrast, as is seen from the relation

= - + n\/g 454‘7
2(n+1)M  (n+1)M

®_ is not gauge-invariant. Nevertheless, the master equation for &_ is gauge-
invariant. This becomes evident if we rewrite this equation in terms of the gauge-
invariant combinations

A 1 T2 2.2 /
Bt=F - [T L <°’ - Wf)dﬁ], (D-12a)

(D-11)

rn/2 2 f 4

. . /
By = F + 2 [rf@’ - W@] : (D-12b)
T’I’L
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T T 1 " 2(77‘ — 2)7’f — T2f/ /
B = F - — [ﬂqu - . &

+n(n — 2)4f —nrf (15]7 (D-12¢)
I 1 / nf

Then, taking account of the fact that the master equation was derived under the
gauge condition Ff + 2(n — 2)F = 0, we obtain

. . 1
Fl4+2n—-2)F =—

@ 2 ) 2(n + 1)Mrn/2-2f

[SS_ + 2n\/555+ + 2n\/3(V5+ — Vil )P4 .

(D-13)
Here, for k> = n and K = 1, we have
(n—1)f
Vg — Vi = T2H2 [{4—2n (n+1)dz}y
+6(n? — Da? + {2n(n + 1)(n — 2)§ — 2n +2}z].  (D-14)

Since this equation is written only in terms of gauge-invariant variables, it is valid
in any gauge. Thus, the master equation for @_ gives an algebraic relation among
the gauge-invariant variables @, F and Flf

The definition of @ yields another relation,

QiwrF + F] = 0. (D-15)
Further, the expressions (B4H) for X and Z provide two more relations:

P2 (E - 2F) = n*(n —1)Q <nPX+ 2rf

2(n + 1)Mrn/2+1 \ 2H?2 R
n*(n—1)Qf
(n+1)Mr"/2H

e > + X|4=0,(D-16a)

rn—2Ftr - _

Dy + Zs| a=o, (D-16b)

where
Pxi=[(n+1)(n—2)z+ 2n2z] y+ (n+1)(2n — 1)2?
—{(Bn* +3n—2)z+ (n+1)(n+2)}z +2n%2% — 2n(n — 4)z. (D-17)
The four equations (D-I4l), (D:I18) and ([D:I6) can be solved to yield expressions
for F' and Fb in terms of ¢, and the gauge-invariant matter source terms S,, Sy
and J,. Therefore, the only dynamical gauge-invariant variable for the exceptional
modes is @4. Note that we can impose the gauge condition ¢ = 0, and for this
gauge, Fi' = F! and F' = F hold and @ is proportional to A.
D.2. Nariai-type background

The case of the Nariai-type background can be treated in almost the same way.
First, the gauge transformations of Fy' and F' are written

_ 2 L /L/
SF! = —2a° <“’—— + i-) : (D-18a)
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- "L
SF = 2ia’w (f— — §%> (D-18b)
_ Ll/ fl Ll

P — - - .
OFy = <f T ) , (D-18c¢)
SF = —%. (D-184d)

For m =0 and K =1, 0 and p have the simple expressions
n—1 n(n—-1)Q?

o= o (D-19a)
n—1  n(n-1)Q?
=" + TR (D-19b)
Hence, @1 are written
2(n—1
¢+:L2)Q<F+A>, (D-20a)
a q
2(n—1) n@* A
b_ = —a <F T (D-20Db)

From this, we find that &, is gauge-invariant, while @_ is not gauge-invariant, as
seen from the relation

1 nQ
F == ﬂ <¢_ + a2n 2@4_) (D21)

as in the black hole background case.
We can construct the following gauge-invariant quantities from Fy' and F:

/!
E! = F} — 24* ( 7 F+ J; F> (D-22a)
. f’
Ff = Ff + 2iwa® <fF' > , (D-22b)
0 = Ff — 2a° (fF” + 5F’> : (D-22c)
Under the gauge condition F2 4 2(n — 2)F = 0, we have
. 2 -2
fo=— ;f [f(fF) < W+ f> F] (D-23)

From this, it follows that the master equation for @_ can be expressed in terms of
the gauge invariant variables as

2
. a nQ nQ
F! = 7 <S + o 2S+> 2n_445+. (D-24)
Further, the equations for X and Z can be rewritten as
e nQ 2
Iy = T R —— Sp: (D-25a)
- 2
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The corresponding expression for Fpp can be obtained from those for ﬁf and F;
Under the gauge condition F' = 0, Fy' coincides with F', and ¢ becomes a constant
multiple of A.
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