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Abstract

We discuss dynamics of massive Klein-Gordon fields in two-dimensional Anti-de Sitter spacetimes

(AdS2), in particular conserved quantities and non-modal instability on the future Poincaré horizon

called, respectively, the Aretakis constants and the Aretakis instability. We find out the geometrical

meaning of the Aretakis constants and instability in a parallel-transported frame along a null

geodesic, i.e., some components of the higher-order covariant derivatives of the field in the parallel-

transported frame are constant or unbounded at the late time, respectively. Because AdS2 is

maximally symmetric, any null hypersurfaces have the same geometrical properties. Thus, if

we prepare parallel-transported frames along any null hypersurfaces, we can show that the same

instability emerges not only on the future Poincaré horizon but also on any null hypersurfaces. This

implies that the Aretakis instability in AdS2 is the result of singular behaviors of the higher-order

covariant derivatives of the fields on the whole AdS infinity, rather than a blow-up on a specific

null hypersurface. It is also discussed that the Aretakis constants and instability are related to the

conformal Killing tensors. We further explicitly demonstrate that the Aretakis constants can be

derived from ladder operators constructed from the spacetime conformal symmetry.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Anti-de Sitter spacetime is a maximally symmetric spacetime with negative constant

curvature and a unique solution, which is strictly stationary, of Einstein’s equations with a

negative cosmological constant [1]. In theoretical physics, the Anti-de Sitter spacetime has

a central role because of the AdS/CFT correspondence [2]. The timelike conformal infinity

makes it fail to be globally hyperbolic, and the negative cosmological constant realizes a

confined system. Due to that, non-trivial phenomena are induced, e.g., turbulent instabili-

ties, superradiant instabilities, and holographic superconductors [3–7]. Those motivate us to

study dynamics of fields in the (asymptotically) Anti-de Sitter spacetime. The Anti-de Sit-

ter spacetime has also been studied from the point of view of the near-horizon geometry [8],

i.e., two-dimensional Anti-de Sitter spacetime (AdS2) structures appear in the vicinity of

extremal black hole horizons. Thus, it is expected that the study of AdS2 brings us insight

into fundamental properties near the horizon of the extremal black holes.

Aretakis has shown that the (higher-order) derivatives of test massive scalar fields blow up

at the late time along the event horizon in the four-dimensional extremal Reissner-Nordström

black holes [9, 10], which is called the Aretakis instability. In Refs. [11–15], it has also

been shown that the same phenomena occur in other extremal black hole spacetimes and

for other fields. Many aspects of the Aretakis instability have been studied in Refs. [16–32].

These suggest that the Aretakis instability is the robust phenomena around the extremal

black holes. Thus, it is interesting to study the Aretakis instability from the point of view

of the near-horizon geometry [15, 21–25, 29].

The Aretakis instability of massive scalar fields in AdS2 has already been discussed [15,

21–25, 29]. It has been argued that the higher-order radial derivatives of the scalar field

show the polynomial growth on the future Poincaré horizon. In their study (in fact, also

in the original Aretakis’s study), the divergent behavior of the higher-order derivatives has

been shown in specific coordinate systems. Thus, it is not trivial whether this divergent

behavior is just a coordinate effect or not. In the case of the extremal Reissner-Nordström

black holes, there is a unique timelike Killing vector V which is the generator of the event

horizon. In the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r) where the timelike Killing vector V

is a coordinate basis, the radial derivative operator ∂r satisfies LV ∂r = 0. Then, the growth

of some components of a tensor in the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates is not a coordinate
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effect. Because the Aretakis instability, i.e., the growth of ∂n
r Φ with an integer n, implies

that ∇r∇r · · ·∇rΦ = ∂n
r Φ + lower derivatives is divergent, this is not a coordinate effect.

However, in the case of AdS2, there are many possible timelike Killing vectors, and there is

no unique way to choose one of them. Actually, if we choose a coordinate system where one

of the coordinate bases is the global timelike Killing vector, we can show that the higher-

order derivatives do not blow up. Thus, one may think that the Aretakis instability in

AdS2 is due to the choice of the coordinate systems [15, 23].1 In this paper, to make this

point clear, we revisit to study the Aretakis constants and instability in AdS2. We find out

the geometrical meaning of the Aretakis instability in the parallelly propagated (parallel-

transported) null geodesics frame on the horizon, i.e., some components of the higher-order

covariant derivatives of the field in the parallelly propagated frame blow up at the late

time. In general relativity, parallelly propagated frames are used for studying the singular

behavior of tensors in a coordinate independent way. For example, if the components of

the Riemann tensor in the parallelly propagated frame are divergent at some point, we

regard the point as a curvature singularity even if all scalar quantities constructed from the

Riemann tensor, e.g., the Ricci scalar or the Kretschmann invariant, are finite [33]. Thus,

our result implies the divergent behavior of the covariant derivatives of the fields at the

late time. In the study of the Aretakis instability, the conserved quantities on the horizon,

called the Aretakis constants, make the analysis easier [9–15]. In this paper, we also show

that Aretakis constants in AdS2 become some components of the higher-order covariant

derivatives of the field in the parallelly propagated frame.

Because AdS2 is maximally symmetric, any null hypersurfaces have the same geometri-

cal properties. If we prepare the parallelly propagated null geodesic frame along any null

hypersurfaces, the above discussion holds not only on the future Poincaré horizon but also

on any null hypersurfaces. This implies that the Aretakis instability is the result of singular

behaviors of the higher-order covariant derivatives of the fields on the whole AdS infinity,

rather than a blow-up on a specific null hypersurface. Also, by focusing on the maximal

symmetry of AdS2, we can construct scalar quantities that are constant not only on the

1 In Ref. [23], there is an argument that the Aretakis instability in AdS2 × S2 is not a coordinate effect

if we consider AdS2 × S2 as a near horizon geometry of extremal black holes. This is because the AdS

structure in the near horizon geometry appears in the Poincaré chart and the generator of the Poincaré

horizon can be regarded as the horizon generator of the original black hole spacetime.
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future Poincaré horizon but also on any null hypersurfaces, and reduce to the Aretakis con-

stants on the future Poincaré horizon. In this paper, we call these scalar quantities the

generalized Aretakis constants. In Ref. [34], it has been shown that the ladder operators

constructed from the spacetime conformal symmetry of AdS2 lead to conserved quantities

on any null hypersurfaces, and checked that they coincide with the generalized Aretakis

constants for special mass squared cases. In this paper, we explicitly show the relation with

the generalized Aretakis constants for general cases. We also discuss that the generalized

Aretakis constants and instability in AdS2 are related to the conformal Killing tensors.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we briefly review the Aretakis con-

stants and instability in AdS2 based on Ref. [15]. In section III, we introduce the parallelly

propagated null geodesics frame, and discuss the Aretakis constants and instability in that

frame. We also generalize to the case for any null hypersurfaces by using parallelly propa-

gated frames on them. In section IV, we discuss a relation between the generalization of the

Aretakis constants and the spacetime conformal symmetry in AdS2. In the final section, we

summarize this paper. In Appendix A, we review the mass ladder operators in AdS2 [34, 35].

Appendix B gives the proof of proposition.3 introduced in Sec. IVB.

II. THE ARETAKIS CONSTANTS AND INSTABILITY IN AdS2

We briefly review the Aretakis constants and instability in AdS2 [9–11, 15, 21–25, 29]. In

the ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r), AdS2 is described by

ds2 = −r2dv2 + 2dvdr, (2.1)

where the future Poincaré horizon is located at r = 0. We consider massive scalar fields

Φ(v, r) in AdS2. The fields obey the massive Klein-Gordon equation

2∂v∂rΦ + ∂r
(

r2∂rΦ
)

−m2Φ = 0. (2.2)

For mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ), acting the ℓ-th order derivative operator

∂ℓ
r on Eq. (2.2) and evaluating it at r = 0 show

∂v∂
ℓ+1
r Φ

∣

∣

r=0
= 0. (2.3)

This shows that Hℓ defined by

Hℓ := ∂ℓ+1
r Φ

∣

∣

r=0
, (2.4)
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are independent of v. Hence, Hℓ are conserved quantities along the future Poincaré horizon,

and then called the Aretakis constants in AdS2. For other mass squared, such conserved

quantities on the future Poincaré horizon cannot be found. Differentiating Eq. (2.2) (ℓ+ 1)

times with respect to r, we obtain

∂v∂
ℓ+2
r Φ

∣

∣

r=0
= −(ℓ + 1)Hℓ. (2.5)

This implies

∂ℓ+2
r Φ|r=0 = −(ℓ+ 1)Hℓv + const. (2.6)

We see that (ℓ+ 2)-th order derivative of the field on the future Poincaré horizon will blow

up at the late time if Hℓ 6= 0. This divergent behavior is called the Aretakis instability in

AdS2. We note that the (ℓ+3)-th or higher-order derivatives are polynomially divergent at

the late time.

For general mass squared cases with m2 ≥ m2
BF = −1/4, where m2

BF is the Breitenlohner-

Freedman bound [36, 37] in AdS2, Ref. [15] has shown that the late-time behavior of the

n-th derivatives of the fields with respect to r at the future Poincaré horizon r = 0 becomes2

∂n
r Φ

∣

∣

r=0
∼ vn−∆m, (2.7)

where n is a non-negative integer and

∆m :=
1

2
+

√

m2 +
1

4
. (2.8)

Hence, using the notation,

nm := ⌊∆m⌋ + 1, (2.9)

where ⌊∆m⌋ denotes the integer part of ∆m, the nm-th order derivative of the field at r = 0

will blow up at the late time. This is also called the Aretakis instability in AdS2. We note

that the (nm + 1)-th or higher-order derivatives are also unbounded.

III. THE ARETAKIS CONSTANTS AND INSTABILITY IN THE PARALLELLY

PROPAGATED NULL GEODESICS FRAME

In this section, we discuss the geometrical meaning of the Aretakis constants and insta-

bility in the parallelly propagated null geodesic frame. We shall show that some components

2 Note that we focus on the normalizable modes.
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of the higher-order covariant derivatives of the field in the parallelly propagated frame are

constant or unbounded, and they correspond to the Aretakis constants and instability, re-

spectively.

A. On the future Poincaré horizon

We first discuss the late-time divergent behavior in Eq. (2.7). We introduce vector fields

on the future Poincaré horizon r = 0,

eµ(0)∂µ = ∂v, eµ(1)∂µ = −∂r, (3.1)

where these satisfy

eµ(0)∇µe
ν
(0) = 0, eµ(0)∇µe

ν
(1) = 0,

eµ(0)e(0)µ = 0, eµ(1)e(1)µ = 0, eµ(0)e(1)µ = −1,
(3.2)

at r = 0. Hence, eµ(1) is parallelly transported along the null geodesic eµ(0) on the future

Poincaré horizon. The frame formed by (eµ(0), e
µ

(1)) is called the parallelly propagated null

geodesic frame on the future Poincaré horizon.

For the massive scalar Φ(v, r) satisfying Eq. (2.2) with general mass squared and positive

integer n, the following relation holds:

(−1)n eµ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µn

(1)∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µn
Φ
∣

∣

∣

r=0
= ∂n

r Φ|r=0 . (3.3)

Using the notation nm is defined in Eq. (2.9), the divergent behavior of ∂nm

r Φ at r = 0 implies

that the nm-th order covariant derivative is also divergent in the parallelly propagated null

geodesic frame. We note that for n ≤ nm, the components of ∇µ1
· · ·∇µn

Φ in the parallelly

propagated null geodesic frame are bounded except for the eµ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µn

(1) component with

n = nm from Eq. (2.7).3

For the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ), we obtain

(−1)ℓ+1 eµ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µℓ+1

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+1
Φ
∣

∣

∣

r=0
= ∂ℓ+1

r Φ
∣

∣

r=0
. (3.5)

3 For positive integers n and q, the following relation holds:

(−1)
n
eµ1

(0) · · · e
µq

(0)e
ν1
(1) · · · e

νn
(1)∇µ1

· · · ∇µq
∇ν1 · · · ∇νnΦ

∣

∣

∣

r=0
= ∂q

v∂
n
r Φ|r=0 . (3.4)

Other components of the covariant derivatives in the parallelly propagated frame can be written by

Eq. (3.4) and the lower order derivatives using the commutation relation for the covariant derivatives.
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FIG. 1: The Penrose diagram for AdS2. The left and right AdS boundaries are located at U = V +π

and U = V , respectively. The future and past Poincaré horizons are located at U = π/2 and

V = −π/2, respectively.

We find that eµ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µℓ+1

(1) component of the (ℓ + 1)-th order covariant derivative of the

field on the future Poincaré horizon is the Aretakis constant Hℓ in Eq. (2.4).

B. On any null hypersurfaces

Because AdS2 is maximally symmetric, the discussion in the previous subsection should

also hold for any other null hypersurfaces. This implies that the Aretakis instability is the

result of singular behaviors of the higher-order covariant derivatives of the fields on the whole

AdS infinity, rather than a blow-up on a specific null hypersurface. In this subsection, we

explicitly show that for m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) cases.

1. The massive scalar fields in the global chart (U, V )

For the latter convenience, we discuss the massive scalar fields in the global chart [34].

In the double null global chart (U, V ) defined by

tanU = v +
2

r
, tanV = v, (3.6)
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the line element in Eq. (2.1), which describes AdS2, is rewritten as

ds2 = −
4

H(U, V )
dUdV, (3.7)

where

H(U, V ) = sin2(U − V ). (3.8)

The coordinate range is −∞ < U < ∞,−∞ < V < ∞ with 0 < U − V < π, and the AdS

boundary locates at V = U or V = U+π where H(U, V ) = 0. The future and past Poincaré

horizons are U = π/2 and V = −π/2, respectively. The Penrose diagram of AdS2 is shown

in FIG. 1.

In the present coordinates, the massive Klein-Gordon equation (2.2) is rewritten as

[

−H(U, V )∂V ∂U −m2
]

Φ(U, V ) = 0, (3.9)

where H(U, V ) is given by Eq. (3.8). We notice that for the massless scalar, this equation

shows ∂V ∂UΦ = 0, and hence ∂UΦ is constant along any null hypersurfaces U = const. At

the future Poincaré horizon U = π/2, it coincides with the Aretakis constant H0 in Eq. (2.4).

Thus, ∂UΦ is the generalization of the Aretakis constant H0. According to Ref. [34], for the

mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1), there exists the generalization of the Aretakis constants Hℓ in

Eq. (2.4) for general ℓ,4

Aℓ :=

(

cos2 V

H(U, V )

)ℓ+1 [
H(U, V )

cos2 V
∂U

]ℓ+1

Φ, (3.10)

and they satisfy

∂vAℓ = 0. (3.11)

We call Aℓ the generalized Aretakis constants. It is easy to check that Aℓ = Hℓ at the future

Poincaré horizon U = π/2. For other mass squared cases, conserved quantities on a null

hypersurface cannot be found.

2. The parallelly propagated null geodesic frame in AdS2

Now, we introduce null vector fields

e
µ

(0)∂µ =
f(U)H(U, V )

4
∂V , e

µ

(1)∂µ =
2

f(U)
∂U , (3.12)

4 If we exchange U and V in Eq. (3.10), we can construct conserved quantities on V = const. surfaces.
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where f(U) is an arbitrary finite function. These satisfy the relations

e
µ

(0)∇µe
ν
(0) = 0, e

µ

(0)∇µe
ν
(1) = 0,

e
µ

(0)e(0)µ = 0, e
µ

(1)e(1)µ = 0, e
µ

(0)e(1)µ = −1.
(3.13)

Therefore, (eµ(0), e
µ

(1)) form the parallelly propagated null geodesic frame for each null hyper-

surface U = const. We should note that e
µ

(0) and e
µ

(1) are vector fields defined in the whole

AdS2 spacetime, while eµ(0) and eµ(1) in Eq. (3.2) are defined only on r = 0 surface. Hereafter,

we set f(U) = 2. We note that this specific choice of f(U) does not change the conclusion

in the following discussions.

3. Massless scalar cases

General solutions of the massless Klein-Gordon equation (3.9) are

Φ(U, V ) = F (U) +G(V ). (3.14)

Then, the generalized Aretakis constant in Eq. (3.10) is A0 = ∂UF (U). Now, we can see

e
µ

(1)∇µΦ = A0, (3.15)

e
µ

(1)e
ν
(1)∇µ∇νΦ = A0

∂UH(U, V )

H(U, V )
+ ∂2

UF (U). (3.16)

Eq. (3.15) shows that the geometrical meaning of A0 at each null hypersurface U = const. is

the same as the Aretakis constant H0 at r = 0, i.e., a component of the covariant derivative

in the parallelly propagated frame is constant at each null hypersurface. Because ∂UH/H =

2/ tan(U − V ), eµ(1)e
ν
(1)∇µ∇νΦ in Eq. (3.16) is divergent linearly in (U − V )−1 at the AdS

boundary if A0 6= 0.5 Near the AdS boundary, we further show

e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µn+2

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µn+2
Φ = A0O

(

(U − V )−n−1
)

, (3.17)

where n ≥ 1. Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17) show that the second and higher-order covariant deriva-

tives of the field on any null hypersurfaces have singular behaviors at the AdS boundary if

5 If we consider the “normalizable” mode Φ ∼ (U −V )∆m with ∆m = 1, where ∆m is defined by Eq. (2.8),

for the massless case at the AdS boundary U = V , then the function G(V ) becomes G(V ) = −F (V ). We

note that the Aretakis instability occurs even in that case.

9



A0 6= 0.6 We comment that other components are bounded,

e
µ

(0)∇µΦ =
H(U, V )

2
∂V G(V ), (3.18)

e
µ

(0)e
ν
(0)∇µ∇νΦ =

H(U, V )

4
∂V (H(U, V )∂VG(V )) , (3.19)

e
µ

(0)e
ν
(1)∇µ∇νΦ = e

µ

(1)e
ν
(0)∇µ∇νΦ = 0. (3.20)

4. Massive scalar cases with m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

For the cases m2 = ℓ(ℓ+1) (ℓ = 1, 2, · · · ), we can also explicitly see the divergent behavior

at the AdS boundary. For ℓ = 1 case, the general normalizable Klein-Gordon fields, which

are derived in Appendix A3, take the form of

Φ(U, V ) =
2 cosU cosV

sin(U − V )
(F (U)− F (V ))− cos2 U∂UF (U)− cos2 V ∂V F (V ), (3.21)

with an arbitrary function F .7 We obtain

e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1)∇µ1
∇µ2

Φ = A1, (3.22)

where A1 = 2(−1 + 2 cos(2U))∂UF (U) + cosU
(

6 sinU∂2
UF (U) − cosU∂3

UF (U)
)

is the gen-

eralized Aretakis constant (3.10) and

e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1)e
µ3

(1)∇µ1
∇µ2

∇µ3
Φ = 2A1

∂UH(U, V )

H(U, V )
+ ∂UA1. (3.23)

Because ∂UH/H = 2/ tan(U−V ), Eq. (3.23) shows that the third-order covariant derivative

of the field on any null hypersurfaces has the linear growth of (U−V )−1 at the AdS boundary

if A1 6= 0. We comment that other components are bounded.

For ℓ ≥ 2, acting the mass ladder operators, which are given by Eq. (A17), we can easily

obtain the explicit form of the general normalizable Klein-Gordon field, which is Eq. (A18)

with G(V ) = −F (V ). We can show that (ℓ+1)-th and (ℓ+2)-th order covariant derivatives

are, respectively, constant along each null hypersurface and divergent at the AdS boundary,

e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µℓ+1

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+1
Φ = Aℓ, (3.24)

6 If A0 = 0 and ∂2
UF (U) 6= 0, the third-order derivative e

µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1)e
µ3

(1)∇µ1
∇µ2

∇µ3
Φ is divergent (see proposi-

tion.1 in Sec. III C).
7 Note that Φ (U, V ) satisfies the normalizable boundary condition, i.e., Φ ∼ (U − V )∆m with ∆m = ℓ+ 1,

at V = U . If we also impose this condition at V = U + π, F should satisfy F (U) = F (U + π).
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where Aℓ is the generalized Aretakis constant in Eq. (3.10) and

e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µℓ+2

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+2
Φ = (ℓ+ 1)Aℓ

∂UH(U, V )

H(U, V )
+ ∂UAℓ. (3.25)

C. Relation between the conserved quantities on the null hypersurface and diver-

gent behavior

We have observed that, for a solution of the massive Klein-Gordon equation (3.9) with

the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) in AdS2, in the parallelly propagated null

geodesic frame, (ℓ + 1)-th covariant derivative of the field gives a constant along each null

hypersurface and (ℓ + 2)-th covariant derivative has a linear divergent behavior along the

null hypersurface. We can generalize this relation, i.e., the relation between a conserved

quantity on a null hypersurface and the divergent behavior, as follows:

Proposition.1 If the relation

e
µn

(1)e
µn−1

(1) · · · eµ1

(1)∇µn
∇µn−1

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ = A(U), (3.26)

holds for some scalar field Ψ(U, V ) in AdS2, a positive integer n, and a regular function

A(U)( 6≡ 0), then e
µn+1

(1) e
µn

(1) · · · e
µ1

(1)∇µn+1
∇µn

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ is divergent at the AdS boundary.

Proof. Acting an operator e
µn+1

(1) ∇µn+1
to Eq. (3.26), we obtain

e
µn+1

(1) e
µn

(1) · · · e
µ1

(1)∇µn+1
∇µn

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ =∂UA(U)− e

µn+1

(1) ∇µn+1

(

e
µn

(1) · · · e
µ1

(1)

)

∇µn
· · ·∇µ1

Ψ

=∂UA(U) + nA(U)
∂UH(U, V )

H(U, V )
, (3.27)

where we have used a relation

e
µ

(1)∇µe
ν
(1) = −

∂UH(U, V )

H(U, V )
e
ν
(1). (3.28)

In the right-hand side of Eq. (3.27), the first term is finite but the second term is divergent

at the AdS boundary V = U (or V = U + π) because ∂UH/H = 2/ tan(U − V ). �

If Ψ(U, V ) is the massive Klein-Gordon field with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1), the

above proposition leads to the relation between the generalized Aretakis constant and the

divergent behavior at the AdS boundary.
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As another application of the above proposition with n = 1, for the massive Klein-Gordon

fields Φ(U, V ) with the mass squaredm2 = ℓ(ℓ+1) in AdS2, if we choose the function Ψ(U, V )

as

Ψ = Di1,1Di2,2 · · ·Diℓ,ℓΦ, (3.29)

where Di,ℓ are the mass ladder operators in Eq. (A17), then Ψ(U, V ) satisfies the massless

Klein-Gordon equation (3.9). Then, eµ(1)∇µΨ ∝ ∂UΨ is a constant along each null hyper-

surface, which corresponds to the generalized Aretakis constant Aℓ in Eq. (3.10) as will be

shown in section IV, and e
µ

(1)e
ν
(1)∇µ∇νΨ is linearly divergent along the null hypersurface.

We can also show the following proposition:

Proposition.2 If the relation

e
µn

(1)e
µn−1

(1) · · · eµ1

(1)∇µn
∇µn−1

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ = A0 + A1(V )(U − U0) +O((U − U0)

2), (3.30)

holds for some scalar field Ψ(U, V ) in AdS2, a positive integer n, a constant A0 ( 6= 0), and

a bounded function A1(V ), then e
µn+1

(1) e
µn

(1) · · · e
µ1

(1)∇µn+1
∇µn

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ is divergent at the AdS

boundary along U = U0.

Proof. If we set A = A0 + A1(V )(U − U0) + O((U − U0)
2), Eq. (3.27) still holds.

Because A1 is a bounded function, e
µn+1

(1) e
µn

(1) · · · e
µ1

(1)∇µn+1
∇µn

· · ·∇µ1
Ψ is divergent at the

AdS boundary along U = U0. �

We note that scalar fields Ψ(U, V ) in the above propositions are not necessarily the

massive Klein-Gordon fields. Proposition.2 shows that the existence of a constant along

a null hypersurface leads to the divergent behavior of the higher derivative. Finally, we

comment that proposition.2 holds if A0 is a function of V and has a non-vanishing limiting

value limV→∞A0 6= 0.

D. The relation among the conformal Killing tensors, the Aretakis constants and

instability

For positive integers n, rank-n tensors

Kµ1µ2···µn := e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µn

(1), (3.31)
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are conformal Killing tensors in AdS2 and the only non-trivial components are KUU ···U = 1.8

For the scalar fields Φ(U, V ) with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ), Eq. (3.24)

shows that the generalized Aretakis constants Aℓ in Eq. (3.10) relate with the rank-(ℓ+ 1)

conformal Killing tensor [34],

Kµ1µ2···µnℓ+1∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+1
Φ = Aℓ. (3.32)

Eq. (3.25) implies near the AdS boundary V ≃ U ,

Kµ1µ2···µnℓ+2∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+2
Φ = 2(ℓ+ 1)

Aℓ

U − V
+O

(

(U − V )0
)

. (3.33)

Hence, the contraction with the rank-(ℓ + 2) conformal Killing tensor and the (ℓ + 2)-th

order covariant derivative will blow up linearly in (U−V )−1 at the AdS boundary if Aℓ 6= 0.

For the general mass squared m2 ≥ m2
BF = −1/4, where the Aretakis constants do not

necessarily exist, we have the relation

Kµ1µ2···µnm∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µnm
Φ = e

µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µnm

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µnm
Φ, (3.34)

where the notation nm is defined in Eq. (2.9). As discussed in Secs. IIIA and IIIB, the

right-hand side is divergent at the AdS boundary. Thus, the Aretakis instability can also be

regarded as that the contraction with the conformal Killing tensor Kµ1µ2···µnm and the nm-th

order covariant derivative of the Klein-Gordon field is divergent at the AdS boundary.

IV. THE ARETAKIS CONSTANTS FROM THE SPACETIME CONFORMAL

SYMMETRY

In this section, we discuss the relation between the generalized Aretakis constants in

AdS2 in Eq. (3.10) and the ladder operators constructed from the spacetime conformal

symmetry [34, 35] for massive Klein-Gordon fields with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1)

(ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ). First, we construct conserved quantities at each null hypersurface U =

const. following Ref. [34]. Next, we show that they coincide with the generalized Aretakis

constants up to constant factors. Note that cases for ℓ = 1, 2 have been discussed [34].

8 We note that Kµ1µ2···µn is parallelly propagated along e
µ

(0), i.e., e
ν
(0)∇νK

µ1µ2···µn = 0, and satisfies

LξK
µ1µ2···µn = 0 with the Killing vector ξ = ∂V + ∂U .

13



A. Conserved quantities at each null hypersurface from the mass ladder operators

We discuss the scalar fields Φ(U, V ) obeying the massive Klein-Gordon equation (3.9)

with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1). First, let us consider the massless case ℓ = 0. The

massless Klein-Gordon equation (3.9) shows

∂V ∂UΦ = 0. (4.1)

We can see that ∂UΦ is a conserved quantity at each null hypersurface U = const., and this

quantity is the generalized Aretakis constant A0 in Eq. (3.10).

Next, we consider ℓ ≥ 1 cases. Using the mass ladder operators [34, 35] (see Appendix A

for a brief review), the massive Klein-Gordon fields can be mapped into the massless Klein-

Gordon fields. Following Ref. [34], we can construct conserved quantities at each null hy-

persurface U = const. similar to the massless case. The explicit calculation is shown below.

From the relation (A16) with k = s = ℓ on the scalar field Φ, we obtain

Diℓ,−1Diℓ−1,0 · · ·Di1,ℓ−2 [−H(U, V )∂V ∂U − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)] Φ = −H(U, V )∂V ∂UDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ,

(4.2)

where the mass ladder operators Di,k are given by Eq. (A17) and H(U, V ) is given by

Eq. (3.8). Since the left-hand side vanishes due to the Klein-Gordon equation for Φ, Eq. (4.2)

leads to

−H(U, V )∂V ∂UDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ = 0. (4.3)

Thus, solutions of the massive Klein-Gordon equation with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

in AdS2 can be mapped into that of the massless Klein-Gordon equation. We note that

massive fields with other mass squared cannot be mapped into massless fields. As in the

case ℓ = 0, Eq. (4.3) shows

∂VQℓ = 0, (4.4)

where

Qℓ := W (U)∂UDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ. (4.5)

For later convenience, using ∂VW (U) = 0, we have added an arbitrary function W (U) as a

factor. Eq. (4.4) shows thatQℓ are conserved quantities at each null hypersurface U = const.

As will be discussed below, the quantity Qℓ relates to the generalized Aretakis constant Aℓ.
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B. The relation with the Aretakis constants on the future Poincaré horizon

We shall show that Qℓ coincide with the Aretakis constants Hℓ in Eq. (2.4) on the future

Poincaré horizon U = π/2 by choosing W (U) appropriately. It is convenient to use the

ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r). Using ∂U = −(2+2vr+(1/2+v2/2)r2)∂r,

Eq. (4.5) is written as

Qℓ = −W (U)

(

2 + 2vr +
1 + v2

2
r2
)

∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ. (4.6)

Because tanU = v + 2/r in Eq. (3.6), we can regard W as a function of v+ 2/r. Hereafter,

we consider W = −2−1CW (v/2 + 1/r)q cases, where CW and q are constants. Then, we can

evaluate the leading term of Qℓ as

Qℓ = CW r−q∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ (1 +O (r)) . (4.7)

By choosing CW and q appropriately, we can show that Qℓ coincide with the Aretakis

constants on the future Poincaré horizon, Hℓ in Eq. (2.4). For this purpose, we introduce

the following proposition.

Proposition.3 For analytic solutions of the massive Klein-Gordon equation with

the mass squared ℓ(ℓ+ 1), (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) in AdS2,

[

2∂v∂r + 2r∂r + r2∂2
r − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

]

Φ(v, r) = 0, (4.8)

the relation

2−n1+n
−1r−2n

−1−n0∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦ = ∂ℓ+1
r Φ +O(r), (4.9)

holds, where n−1, n0, n1 are the numbers of the mass ladder operators constructed from

ζ−1, ζ0, ζ1, respectively, included in the left-hand side of Eq. (4.9). The numbers n−1, n0, n1

satisfy n−1 + n0 + n1 = ℓ.

The proof is given in Appendix B. Because Hℓ = ∂ℓ+1
r Φ|r=0, the above proposition

and Eq. (4.7) show Qℓ|r=0 = Hℓ if CW = 2−n1+n
−1 and q = 2n−1 + n0. We should note that

regardless of the choice of the closed conformal Killing vectors ζ−1, ζ0, ζ1, Qℓ|r=0 relate with

the same conserved quantities Hℓ.

15



C. The relation with the generalized Aretakis constants

Next, we shall discuss that Qℓ in Eq. (4.5) coincide with the generalized Aretakis con-

stants Aℓ in Eq. (3.10) by choosing W (U) appropriately. In the construction of Qℓ in

Eq. (4.5), if we replace the mass ladder operators Di,k with the general mass ladder oper-

ators in Eq. (A14), Qℓ are still independent of V . In that case, if all general mass ladder

operators contain ζ1, Qℓ at the Poincaré horizon coincide with Qℓ constructed only from

ζ1 up to the constant factor because of proposition.3. Because AdS2 is maximally symmet-

ric, we can generalize this to other null hypersurfaces U = const., i.e., if all general closed

conformal Killing vectors to construct Qℓ are not proportional to ∂V at a null hypersurface

U = U0, then those Qℓ at U = U0 are proportional to e
µ1

(1)e
µ2

(1) · · · e
µℓ+1

(1) ∇µ1
∇µ2

· · ·∇µℓ+1
Φ.

Thus, Qℓ in Eq. (4.5) coincide with the generalized Aretakis constant Aℓ up to the factor of

a function of U because ζ−1, ζ0, ζ1 are not proportional to ∂V except at the Poincaré horizon.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have studied the geometrical meaning of the Aretakis constants and

instability for massive scalar fields in AdS2. We have shown that the Aretakis constants

and instability in AdS2 can be understood as that some components of the higher-order

covariant derivatives of the scalar fields in the parallelly propagated null geodesic frame are

constant or unbounded at the future Poincaré horizon. Due to the maximal symmetry of

AdS2, the same discussion holds not only on the future Poincaré horizon but also on any null

hypersurfaces. We then have clarified that the generalization of the Aretakis constants [34]

called the generalized Aretakis constants have the same geometrical meaning as that in the

future Poincaré horizon, i.e., some components of the higher-order covariant derivatives in

the parallelly propagated null geodesic frame are constant at each null hypersurface. Also,

we have seen that the higher-order covariant derivatives of the scalar fields have singular

behaviors at the whole AdS boundary, and that causes the Aretakis instability in AdS2.

If we consider cases for the mass squared with m2
BF < m2 < 0, where m2

BF = −1/4 is the

Breitenlohner-Freedman (BF) bound [36, 37], the first order covariant derivatives of the

scalar fields are divergent at the AdS boundary. This implies that some physical quantities

such as the energy-momentum tensor have also divergent behaviors at the AdS boundary
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for m2
BF < m2 < 0.

We have also discussed the relation with the spacetime conformal symmetry. For the

fields with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ+ 1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ), the contraction with the rank-

(ℓ+ 2) conformal Killing tensor and the (ℓ+ 2)-th order covariant derivatives of the field is

divergent at the whole AdS boundary if the generalized Aretakis constant exists. If we see

this divergent behavior on a null hypersurface, it corresponds to the Aretakis instability. We

note that the generalized Aretakis constants can be expressed as the contraction with the

rank-(ℓ+1) conformal Killing tensor and the (ℓ+1)-th order covariant derivatives [34]. We

have demonstrated that the generalized Aretakis constants can be derived from the mass

ladder operators constructed from the closed conformal Killing vectors [34].

Since the AdS2 structures appear in the vicinity of extremal black hole horizons [8, 15, 21–

25, 29], we expect that the Aretakis instability in extremal black hole spacetimes has a similar

geometrical meaning as our result in AdS2 cases. In fact, this expectation is correct, i.e., the

Aretakis instability for black hole cases [9–14] can be understood as that some components

of the higher-order covariant derivatives of the field in the parallelly propagated frame are

unbounded at the late time [38].
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Appendix A: The mass ladder operators in AdS2

We briefly review the mass ladder operators [34, 35] in AdS2, which map solutions of the

massive Klein-Gordon equation into that with the different mass squared.
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1. Spacetime conformal symmetries and mass ladder operators

It is said that an n-dimensional spacetime (M, gµν) possesses a spacetime conformal

symmetry if the metric gµν admits a conformal isometry φ defined by φ : M → M such

that φ∗gµν = exp (2Q)gµν , where Q is a function onM. The transformation of the conformal

isometry group is generated by an infinitesimal coordinate transformation xµ → x̄µ = xµ−ζµ

along a vector field ζµ called a conformal Killing vector. The conformal Killing vector ζµ

obeys the conformal Killing equation

Lζgµν = 2Qgµν , Q =
1

n
∇µζ

µ. (A1)

A conformal Killing vector is said to be closed if ∇[µζν] = 0 is satisfied. Then, the closed

conformal Killing vector satisfies the closed conformal Killing equation

∇µζν = Qgµν . (A2)

If the closed conformal Killing vector ζµ further satisfies

Rµ
νζ

ν = λ ζµ, (A3)

where λ is a constant, we can define the mass ladder operator [34, 35],

Dk := Lζ − kQ, k ∈ R, (A4)

which maps a solution of the massive Klein-Gordon equation to that with a different mass

squared, i.e., for a solution of the massive Klein-Gordon equation,

[

�−m2
]

Φ = 0, (A5)

with m2 = −λk(k + n − 1), DkΦ becomes another solution of the massive Klein-Gordon

equation

[�− (m2 + δm2)]DkΦ = 0, (A6)

with m2 + δm2 = −λ(k − 1)(k + n− 2). Here, we have used the commutation relations for

Dk,

[�, Dk] = λ(2k + n− 2)Dk +
2

n
(∇µζ

µ) [�+ λk(k + n− 1)] . (A7)

Note that the condition (A3) is automatically satisfied for vacuum solutions of the Einstein

equations with a cosmological constant, e.g., the Anti-de Sitter spacetime. For a given mass
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squared with (n − 1)2 − 4m2/λ ≥ 0 (λ 6= 0), there are two possible k = k± as solutions of

m2 = −λk(k + n− 1),

k± =
1− n±

√

(n− 1)2 − 4m2/λ

2
. (A8)

The mass ladder operators Dk correspond to a mass raising or lowering operator, depending

on the sign of λ.

If there exist two or more closed conformal Killing vectors, we can investigate the Lie

bracket among them. It is defined by

ξµi,j := [ζi, ζj]
µ = ζνi∇νζ

µ
j − ζνj∇νζ

µ
i, (A9)

where the indices “i” and“j” label the different closed conformal Killing vectors. Then, the

vectors (A9) satisfy the Killing equation Lξgµν = 0, where we have used Eq. (A3).

2. The mass ladder operators in AdS2

In the AdS2 cases, i.e., n = 2 and λ = −1, the mass ladder operators exist when

m2 ≥ m2
BF = −1/4. Note that this condition corresponds to the non-negativity of the

inside of the square root in Eq. (A8). For the massive Klein-Gordon equation (A5) in AdS2,

k± in Eq. (A8) are

k+ = ν, k− = −(ν + 1), (A10)

where we parameterized the mass squared as m2 = ν(ν + 1).9 Noted that k− = −∆m in

Eq. (2.8).

Solving the closed conformal Killing equation (A2) for AdS2, we obtain three closed

conformal Killing vectors,

ζ−1 = ∂v + r2∂r,

ζ0 = v∂v +
(

r + vr2
)

∂r,

ζ1 = v2∂v +
(

2 + 2vr + v2r2
)

∂r.

(A11)

We here note that ζµ
−1 and ζµ0 become null on the Poincaré horizon, while ζµ1 does not.

We comment that the Lie bracket (A9) among the closed conformal Killing vectors ζµi

9 In the derivation of Eq. (A10), we have assumed ν ≥ −1/2. If ν < −1/2, k+ = −(ν + 1) and k
−
= ν. We

note that m2 = ν(ν+1) with ν ≥ −1/2 corresponds to m2 ≥ m2
BF, thus it is enough to consider ν ≥ −1/2

cases.
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(i = −1, 0, 1) yields three Killing vectors,

ξ−1 (:= ξ0,−1) = ∂v,

ξ0 (:= ξ−1,1) = v∂v − r∂r,

ξ1 (:= ξ1,0) = v2∂v − 2 (1 + vr) ∂r.

(A12)

Using the closed conformal Killing vectors (A11), we obtain three mass ladder operators,

D−1,k =∂v + r2∂r − kr,

D0,k =v∂v + r (1 + vr) ∂r − k (1 + vr) ,

D1,k =v2∂v +
(

2 + 2vr + v2r2
)

∂r − kv (2 + vr) .

(A13)

For the closed conformal Killing vectors ζµi in Eq. (A11), the mass ladder operators Di,k

defined in Eq. (A13) map a solution of the massive Klein-Gordon equation (A5) with

m2 = k(k + 1) to that with a different mass squared m2 + δm2 = (k − 1)k. Note that if

we consider the general closed conformal Killing vectors ζ = a−1ζ−1 + a0ζ0 + a1ζ1, where

a−1, a0, a1 are constants, we can construct the general mass ladder operators in AdS2 as

Dk = a−1D−1,k + a0D0,k + a1D1,k. (A14)

The commutation relation (A7) can be written as

Di,k−2 [�− k(k + 1)] = [�− k(k − 1)]Di,k. (A15)

Using this, for a positive integer s, we can show

Dis,k−s−1 · · ·Di2,k−3Di1,k−2 [�− k(k + 1)] = [�− (k − s)(k + s− 1)]Dis,k−s+1 · · ·Di2,k−1Di1,k.

(A16)

3. The mass ladder operators in the global chart

We here introduce the mass ladder operators in the (U, V ) chart in Eq. (3.6),

D−1,k =cos2 V ∂V − cos2 U∂U − k
2 cosV cosU

sin (U − V )
,

D0,k = sinV cosV ∂V − sinU cosU∂U − k
sin (U + V )

sin (U − V )
,

D1,k = sin2 V ∂V − sin2 U∂U − k
2 sinU sinV

sin (U − V )
.

(A17)
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We note that the above mass ladder operators are regular differential operators except at the

AdS boundary, and the divergent behavior at the AdS boundary changes the asymptotic

behavior of the scalar fields near the AdS boundary from Φ(U, V ) ∼ c1(U − V )−k + c2(U −

V )(k+1) to Di,kΦ ∼ c1(U − V )−(k−1) + c2(U − V )k, where c1 = c1(U) and c2 = c2(U), and we

have assumed the mass squared of the massive Klein-Gordon equation is m2 = k(k + 1)(≥

−1/4) [34].

We can construct the general solutions of the massive Klein-Gordon equation (3.9) with

the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1) (ℓ = 1, 2, · · · ), from the general solution of the massless

Klein-Gordon equation, Φ0(U, V ) = F (U) +G(V ) as follows:

Φℓ(U, V ) = Diℓ,−ℓDiℓ−1,−(ℓ−1) · · ·Di1,−1Φ0. (A18)

Because the mass ladder operators are surjective (onto) maps as shown in [34], Φℓ(U, V )

becomes the general solution of the massive Klein-Gordon equation. For example, Φ1(U, V )

with D−1,k becomes

Φ1(U, V ) =
2 cosU cosV

sin(U − V )
(F (U) +G(V ))− cos2 U∂UF (U) + cos2 V ∂VG(V ). (A19)

If we impose the normalizable boundary condition at U = V , we obtain Eq. (3.21).

Appendix B: Proof of proposition.3

In this proof, for scalar fields with the mass squared m2 = ℓ(ℓ + 1) (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · ),

we write Φ, n−1, n0, n1 as Φℓ, n
ℓ
−1, n

ℓ
0, n

ℓ
1, respectively. We expand Φℓ(v, r) as a Taylor series

around r = 0,

Φℓ(v, r) =

∞
∑

s=0

Cℓ
s(v)r

s. (B1)

where Cℓ
s(v) is given by Cℓ

s(v) = (s!)−1 ∂s
rΦℓ|r=0 . The massive Klein-Gordon equation (4.8)

becomes
∞
∑

s=1

[

2s
dCℓ

s

dv
+ (s+ ℓ)(s− ℓ− 1)Cℓ

s−1

]

rs = 0, (B2)

then, we obtain the relation10

10 Note that the relation Eq. (B3) implies dCk
ℓ+1/dv = 0, then (ℓ+ 1)!Cℓ

ℓ+1 = Hℓ = const. and dCℓ
ℓ+2/dv =

−Cℓ
ℓ+1(ℓ + 1)/(ℓ + 2), then (ℓ + 2)!Cℓ

ℓ+2 = ∂ℓ+2
r Φ|r=0 = −(ℓ + 1)Hℓv + const. These correspond to the

Aretakis constants and instability in Eqs. (2.4) and (2.6). We note that the coefficients Cℓ
s with s ≤ ℓ are

decaying functions of v if we choose the normalizable modes.
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dCℓ
s

dv
= −

(s+ ℓ)(s− ℓ− 1)

2s
Cℓ

s−1. (B3)

We would like to show that if the relation (4.9) holds for ℓ, then it also holds for ℓ+ 1,

2−nℓ+1

1
+nℓ+1

0 r−2nℓ+1

−1
−nℓ+1

0 ∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓDiℓ+1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 = ∂ℓ+2
r Φℓ+1 +O(r), (B4)

where nℓ+1
−1 + nℓ+1

0 + nℓ+1
1 = ℓ + 1. We note that relation (4.9) trivially holds for ℓ = 0.

Substituting Eq. (B3) into Eq. (B1), after some straightforward calculations, we can show

the relations

2r−2∂ℓ+1
r D−1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 = ∂ℓ+2

r Φℓ+1 +O(r), (B5)

r−1∂ℓ+1
r D0,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 = ∂ℓ+2

r Φℓ+1 +O(r), (B6)

2−1∂ℓ+1
r D1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 = ∂ℓ+2

r Φℓ+1 +O(r). (B7)

These relations immediately lead to Eq. (B4). As an example, we show the iℓ+1 = −1 case

below. Since Diℓ+1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 is a solution of the Klein-Gordon equation with the mass squared

ℓ(ℓ+ 1), we can set

Φℓ = D−1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1. (B8)

The left-hand side of Eq. (B4) becomes

2−nℓ
1
+nℓ

−1
+1r−2(nℓ

−1
+1)−nℓ

0∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓD−1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1

= 2−nℓ
1+nℓ

−1+1r−2(nℓ
−1+1)−nℓ

0∂rDiℓ,1Diℓ−1,2 · · ·Di1,ℓΦℓ

= 2r−2∂ℓ+1
r Φℓ +O(r)

= 2r−2∂ℓ+1
r D−1,ℓ+1Φℓ+1 +O(r)

= ∂ℓ+2
r Φℓ+1 +O(r). (B9)

Note that the cases for iℓ+1 = 0, 1 can be shown in a same way.
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