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We study the instability of the charged Gauss-Bonnet de Sitter black holes under gravito-
electromagnetic perturbations. We adopt two criteria to search for an instability of the scalar type
perturbations, including the local instability criterion based on the AdS2 Breitenlöhner-Freedman
(BF) bound at extremality and the dynamical instability via quasinormal modes by full numerical
analysis. We uncover the gravitational instability in five spacetime dimensions and above, and con-
struct the complete parameter space in terms of the ratio of event and cosmological horizons and
the Gauss-Bonnet coupling. We show that the BF bound violation is a sufficient but not necessary
condition for the presence of dynamical instability. While the physical origin of the instability with-
out the Gauss-Bonnet term has been argued to be from the AdS2 BF bound violation, our analysis
suggests that the BF bound violation can not account for all physical origin of the instability for
the charged Gauss-Bonnet black holes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes are one of the most fantastic predic-
tions of Einstein’s theory of General Relativity and have
been widely investigated both in theory and experiment.
While the Einstein equation provides a good descrip-
tion for the evolutions of spacetime and the interaction
with matter, it is intrinsically complicated and difficult
to solve, making it harder to understand the properties
of a black hole. A good starting point is to consider per-
turbation theory with the background geometry fixed.
It is not only an important approach to understanding
the linear stabilities or instabilities of systems, but also
a useful tool for finding new black hole solutions.

One of the interesting case is the existence of a linear
instability for the Reissner-Nordström de Sitter (RNdS)
black hole with a positive cosmological term. While it
has been proved that the RNdS background is linear-
mode stable for spacetime dimension d = 4, 5 [1], the
authors of [2, 3] found that the RNdS black hole can be
unstable to gravitational perturbations in seven dimen-
sions and above (d > 7). More recently, the authors of [4]
provided strong numerical evidence for the existence of a
dynamical instability triggered by the scalar-type grav-
itational perturbations in d = 6. The physical origin
of such dynamical instability was argued to be due to
the violation of the AdS2 BF bound in the near-horizon
limit of extremal RNdS [4], shedding some light on the
nature of the instability. In particular, at extremality,
once there exist BF bound violating modes at a finite
range of parameter space, the system is unstable in the
full range of the parameter space. In some sense, the
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observation of [4] comes as a surprise: a local instabil-
ity (the BF bound violation near the extremal horizon
regime) is able to account for the dynamical instability
which depends on the global geometry of the background
as well as the boundary conditions.

In order to understand how general the phenomena
found in [4] and to better understand the nature of the
instability of charged black holes, it is valuable to classify
other extensions of the analysis, in particular, for other
gravity theories and spacetime dimensions. A natural
generalization is the Einstein Gauss-Bonnet (GB) grav-
ity. Higher derivative curvature terms naturally occur in
many occasions, in particular in the low-energy effective
action of superstring theory. Of particular interest is the
GB term which is the most general quadratic expression
in curvature resulting in field equations containing no
more than second derivatives of the metric and thus no
ghost-like mode. The thermodynamic properties of the
static vacuum GB black holes in de Sitter spacetime were
studied in [5]. The dynamical instability for d > 5 was
uncovered from the time-domain analysis for these black
holes at large values of the GB coupling and cosmological
constant [6], which was supposed to have the same ori-
gin as the instability of higher dimensional RNdS black
holes found in [2, 3]. More recently, the instability of the
Gauss-Bonnet Reissner-Nordström de Sitter (GB-RNdS)
black hole at large d limit was studied in [7], where the
effective equations at large d were introduced to describe
the nonlinear dynamical deformations of the black holes.
Nevertheless, a comprehensive study on the instability of
the GB-RNdS black hole has not been done yet. Com-
pared with the RNdS case, in the GB-RNdS black hole
there is an additional knob, i.e. the GB coefficient that
can be tuned to test if the physical origin of the insta-
bility given in [4] is robust or not. In the present work,
we will investigate the effect of the GB coupling on the
instability of the GB-RNdS black hole.
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For the GB-RNdS black hole, according to the trans-
formation law under rotations on the sphere, the linear
perturbations can be classified into tensor, vector and
scalar types. Each of them can be treated independently
from the others. Following [4], we shall consider the
scalar type perturbations, for which the master equations
are given by two coupled second order differential equa-
tions. The equations effectively behave as massive scalar
fields in an AdS2 background which is the near-horizon
limit of the extremal GB-RNdS black hole. We shall
adopt two instability criteria. The first one is the Durkee-
Reall instability criterion based on the AdS2 BF bound of
the near-horizon limit at extremality. The Durkee-Reall
criterion [8] conjectures that when the near-horizon ef-
fective mass violates the AdS2 BF bound, then the full
spacetime geometry is linear unstable. The other one
is the quasi-normal mode (QNM) spectrum by solving
the master equations between the event and cosmological
horizons. The presence of a QNM frequency with a pos-
itive imaginary part signifies a dynamical instability and
the magnitude of its imaginary part sets the timescale
of the instability. Compared with the RNdS case [4], we
shall uncover some novel features for the GB-RNdS black
hole. We shall show that the instability of the black hole
depends not only on its size and the spacetime dimension,
but also significantly on the GB term. For example, we
will show that while the standard RNdS black hole which
is linear stable in d = 5 dimensional spacetime [1], the
RNdS black hole with GB coupling in 5 dimensions can
become unstable, depending on the parameters of the
black hole. Our analysis will also suggest that the physi-
cal origin of the instability for the GB-RNdS background
is not solely due to the violation of the AdS2 BF bound.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
briefly review the charged Gauss-Bonnet black holes with
a positive cosmological constant and give the master
equations for the perturbations of the scalar type. In
Section III, we query for the instabilities from the near-
horizon AdS2 geometry at extremality. The violation of
the AdS2 BF bound provides a criterion for the presence
of an instability. A full numerical analysis for the dynam-
ical instabilities is given in Section IV by searching for the
QNMs. We shall mainly focus on the extremal black holes
and give a brief discussion on the non-extremal case. In
Section V, we prove that the unstable QNMs are purely
imaginary. We conclude with some discussions in Sec-
tion VI. Numerical techniques for QNMs are discussed in
Appendix A.

II. BACKGROUND AND MASTER EQUATIONS

We consider the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity with a
positive cosmological constant Λ, coupled with a Maxwell

field in d = n+2 dimensional spacetime. The action reads

S =
1

16πG

∫
ddx
√
−g
(
R− 2Λ + ᾱLGB −

1

4
FµνF

µν

)
,

(1)

Λ =
n(n+ 1)

2L̄2
, (2)

where the GB term is given by

LGB =
(
RµνρσR

µνρσ − 4RµνR
µν +R2

)
, (3)

with R, Rµν and Rµνρσ the Ricci scalar, the Ricci ten-
sor and the Riemann tensor associated with the metric
gµν , respectively. L̄ is the de Sitter length scale and
Fµν = ∇µAν −∇νAµ the strength of the U(1) gauge po-
tential Aµ. The GB term is a topological invariant for
d = 4 and hence does not contribute to the gravitational
dynamics, thus we consider d > 5. The constant ᾱ is the
GB coefficient and is positive in string theory. Therefore,
we shall restrict in this paper to the case ᾱ > 0.

The variation of the action (1) with respect to the met-
ric yields the gravity equations

Gµν ≡ Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν + ᾱHµν = Tµν , (4)

with

Hµν =2(RRµν − 2RµρR
ρ
ν − 2RσρRµσνρ +RµατρRν

ατρ)

− 1

2
LGBgµν , (5)

and

Tµν =
1

2
FµρFν

ρ − 1

8
FαβF

αβgµν , (6)

the energy-momentum tensor of the Maxwell field. The
equation of motion for Aµ is given by

∇µFµν = 0 . (7)

The theory allows the GB-RNdS black hole that is
given as follows [9, 10].

ds2 =− f(r̄)dt2 +
dr̄2

f(r̄)
+ r̄2dΩ2

n, At =

√
n

n− 1

Q̄

r̄n−1
,

f(r̄) =1 +
r̄2

2ᾱ(n− 1)(n− 2)

(
1−√

1 + ᾱ(n− 1)(n− 2)

[
8M̄

r̄n+1
− 4Q̄2

r̄2n
+

4

L̄2

])
,

(8)

where dΩ2
n is the linear element of a unit radius sphere

Sn, M̄ is the black hole mass and Q̄ is related to the
charge of the black hole. By taking the limit ᾱ → 0,
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one recovers the Einstein-Maxwell theory as well as the
RNdS black hole for which

f(r̄) = 1− r̄2

L̄2
− 2M̄

r̄n−1
+

Q̄2

r̄2(n−1)
, (9)

At =

√
n

n− 1

Q̄

r̄n−1
. (10)

Therefore, after considering the small ᾱ limit, our re-
sults below should come back to the RNdS case discussed
in [4].

Besides the event horizon H+ of the GB-RNdS black
hole (8), it has a cosmological horizon HC outside H+

due to the presence of the positive cosmological constant
Λ. For appropriate range parameters, there is also an
inner Cauchy horizon CH. We denote the location of the
event horizon, cosmological horizon and Cauchy horizon
as r̄+, r̄c and r̄−, respectively. They are all real positive
roots of f with r̄− 6 r̄+ 6 r̄c. The temperature of H+

and HC are respectively given by T̄+ = 1
4π

df(r̄+)
dr̄ and

T̄c = − 1
4π

df(r̄c)
dr̄ .

Note that the system is invariant under the scaling g →
λ2g,A → λA, L̄ → λL̄, ᾱ → λ2ᾱ with λ a constant. In
the following discussion, we shall work with dimensionless
quantities in unites of r̄c. More precisely, we introduce

M =
M̄

rn−1
c

, Q =
Q̄

rn−1
c

, r =
r̄

rc
, α =

ᾱ

r2
c

, L =
L̄

rc
,

(11)

such that {M,Q, r, α, L} are all dimensionless quanti-
ties. For a given n, the parameters of the GB-RNdS
black hole (8) {M,Q,L, r+, α} are not independent. De-
noting Qext as the charge for extremal black hole for
which T̄+ = 0 and introducing y+ = r+/rc, one obtains
three independent dimensionless parameters {y+, α, q}
with q ≡ Q/Qext the charge ratio. Other parameters
can be fixed by {y+, α, q}. In particular, one has

M =
−Q2(y1−n

+ − yn+1
+ )− αyn−3

+ + (α+ 1)yn+1
+ − yn−1

+

2
(
yn+1

+ − 1
) ,

(12)

L2 =
yn+3

+

(
yn+1

+ − 1
)

−Q2yn+3
+ + αy2n

+ − αyn+3
+ − yn+3

+ + y2n+2
+ +Q2y4

+

,

(13)

and

Q2
ext =

αy2n−4
+

[
4yn+1

+ − n
(
y4

+ − 1
)
− y4

+ − 3
]

y2n
+ + n

(
y2n

+ − 2yn+1
+ + 1

)
− 1

−
y2n−2

+

[
−2yn+1

+ + n
(
y2

+ − 1
)

+ y2
+ + 1

]
y2n

+ + n
(
y2n

+ − 2yn+1
+ + 1

)
− 1

. (14)

Note that Qext is independent of α when n = 3. In
the following discussion, we shall mainly focus on the
extremal black hole for which Q = Qext (q = 1) and the
independent parameters are {y+, α}.

The equations of motion for the linear perturbations
(δgµν , δAµ) around the background (8) can be obtained
by taking the variation of the equations (4) and (7). Fol-
lowing the main idea by the authors of [1], the pertur-
bations of (8) can be classified into different types ac-
cording to how they transform under diffeomorphisms of
Sn. Master equations for scalar, vector and tensor modes
were obtained for static charged Lovelock black holes
in [11, 12] (the author of [11, 12] studied the instability
of the static charged Lovelock black holes in asymptotic
flat spacetime, i.e. Λ = 0 by using the “S-deformation”
approach [13, 14] ). Since we shall generalize the recent
discussion of the instability in the RNdS black holes [4]
to the GB-RNdS case, we consider the scalar type pertur-
bations, for which the master equations in Fourier space
are given by [12]

H
[
φωl
Aωl

]
= ω2

[
φωl
Aωl

]
, (15)

where

H = − d2

dr2
∗

+

[
Vg Vc
Vc Vem

]
, (16)

and

Vg(r) = κs
f

nr

(
4(κs − n)

T ′

AT
− T ′′

T ′

)
+

2n(rnE)2f2

ATrn

(
ln

(
fT ′

rn−2(AT )2

))′
+
AT
r
√
T ′
f∂r

(
f∂r

r
√
T ′

AT

)
,

Vc(r) =

√
κs − n
n

√
T ′

rn/2A

[
− κs

4(rnE)f

rT

+
2n(rnE)f2

T

(
ln

(
fT ′

rn−2(AT )2

))′ ]
,

Vem(r) = fr(n−2)/2∂r(f∂r
1

r(n−2)/2
) + κs

f

r2

(
1 +

4(Ern)2

ATrn−1

)
+

2n(rnE)2f2

rnAT

(
ln

(
r2n−2(AT )2

f

))′
,

(17)

with

κs = l(l + n− 1), E(r) =
Q
√
n(n− 1)

rn
,

A(r) = 2κs + nrf ′ − 2nf ,

T (r) = rn−1 [2α(n− 1)(n− 2)Ψ(r) + 1] ,

Ψ(r) =
1− f(r)

r2
.

(18)

We have also introduced the tortoise coordinate r∗ which
is defined as dr∗ = dr/f . In contrast to the Einstein-
Maxwell theory [1] where one can find one master equa-
tion in the scalar type perturbations by manipulating
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the Einstein and Maxwell equations, for the case with
GB term (3), the gravito-electromagnetic perturbations
are coupled with each other. More precisely, the variable
φωl comes from gravitational perturbations, while Aωl
is obtained by a particular combination of gravitational
and Maxwell perturbations. Here the subscript ω denotes
the frequency measured in units of rc, and l = 2, 3, 4, . . .
is the multipole number. Modes with l = 0, 1 are pure
gauge [1]. The instability region of the background black
hole (8) will be obtained by solving the two coupled equa-
tions (15) with relevant boundary conditions.

III. INSTABILITIES FROM NEAR-HORIZON
CRITERION

The two coupled master equations (15) do not have
analytic solutions, so one has to solve them numerically.
There is an instability criterion conjectured by Durkee
and Reall [8] which claims that when the near-horizon
effective mass violates the AdS2 BF bound, then the full
spacetime geometry is linear unstable. This local crite-
rion was proved later for asymptotically flat (Λ = 0) and
AdS (Λ < 0) black holes [15]. It was also argued to be
valid in de Sitter case for which Λ > 0. Recently, the
authors of [4] performed a detailed analysis of the near-
horizon limit of extremal RNdS black hole and provided
good numerical evidence for the Durkee-Reall conjecture
with Λ > 0. Before doing numerics, we shall consider the
near-horizon limit of the extremal charged black hole (8)
and try to see if there exists any mode that violates the
AdS2 BF bound.

A. Near-horizon limit at extremality

The near-horizon geometry of the extremal GB-RNdS
black hole (8) can be obtained as follows. One first takes
Q = Qext, and then zooms in near the event horizon
region by considering the following coordinate transfor-
mation.

r → r+ + ερ, t→ R2
2

ε
τ, R2

2 =
2

f ′′(r+)
, (19)

with ε a constant. Then, by taking the limit ε → 0, one
obtains the near-horizon geometry

ds2 = R2
2

(
−ρ2dτ2 +

1

ρ2
dρ2

)
+ r2

+dΩ2
n, (20)

A = R2
2A
′
t(r+)ρdτ , (21)

which is the direct product of AdS2 × Sn. We point out
that the two master variables φωl and Aωl do not change
under above operation.

Taking the same near-horizon limit as (19) together
with ω̂ = εω/R2

2 on the master equations (15), we obtain

that

ρ2 d2

dρ2

[
φωl
Aωl

]
+ 2ρ

d

dρ

[
φωl
Aωl

]
−R2

2M
[
φωl
Aωl

]
= 0 , (22)

with the mass matrix

M =

 κs
nr+

(
2(κs−n)

κs
T ′

T −
T ′′

T ′

)
−
√

κs−n
n

√
T ′

T
2E

r
1−n/2
+

−
√

κs−n
n

√
T ′

T
2E

r
1−n/2
+

κs
r2+

(
1 + 2E2

κsT
rn+1
+

)
 ,
(23)

evaluated at r+ as well as Q = Qext. The eigenvalues of
this matrix give the effective masses of the system. We
denote its eigenvalues with µ2

± and µ2
− < µ2

+. There-
fore, one anticipates that there is an instability of the
full charged black hole (8) once µ2

− is smaller than the
AdS2 BF bound, i.e. µ2

BFR
2
2 = −1/4.

B. AdS2 BF bound criterion

It has been recently shown that the effective mass of
the scalar mode on the RNdS black hole (9) violates the
BF bound when n ≥ 4 [4]. We are interested in the effect
of the GB term on the effective mass in the near-horizon
region at extremality. As we have already mentioned,
there are two independent parameters {y+, α} describing
the GB-RNdS black hole (8) at zero temperature. For
each n, we will find the minimum of the effective mass
and will check if it can violate the AdS2 BF bound or not.
Except for n = 3, we find that as the multipole number l
increases, it becomes more difficult to have a small value
of the effective mass. Therefore, we shall mainly focus
on the l = 2 modes, but we will return to the n = 3 case
with higher l in the next section. For illustration, we
show µ2

− as a function of y+ and α for n = 4 and n = 5
in Fig. 1.

As a consistent check, let’s consider the small α limit,
for which one anticipates to recover the results of the
RNdS black hole in [4]. In Fig. 2, we take α = 10−20 and
plot (µ2

− − µ2
BF )R2

2 for different spacetime dimensions.
We find that as α→ 0, for n > 4 there always exist some
values of y+ for which the AdS2 BF bound is violated,
while there is no AdS2 BF bound violation for n = 3. In
particular, we do recover the same result as Fig. 1 of [4]
without the GB term by taking α→ 0 (see the left plot of
Fig. 2). This provides a consistent check for the master
equations (15) in Section II.

We now increase the value of α to study the effect
of α on the effective mass µ2

−. Except for n = 4, for
each α the minimum of µ2

− is obtained as y+ → 1 (see
Fig. 1). Therefore, in the left panel of Fig. 3, we show
µ2
−−µ2

BF /R
2
2 as a function of α for n = 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 with

y+ = 1 − 10−30. For n = 4, we plot (µ2
− − µ2

BF )R2
2 as a

function of y+ for different values of α in the right panel
of Fig. 3. We find three main features:

• For n = 3, the effective mass µ2
− is above the AdS2

BF bound when α is small, but it decreases as α is
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FIG. 1. The effective near-horizon mass µ2
− subtracted the AdS2 BF bound µ2

BF = −1/(4R2
2) as a function of y+ and α for

n = 4 (left) and n = 5 (right). The onset of the AdS2 BF bound violation is marked by red curves.

FIG. 2. The effective near-horizon mass as a function of y+ for the GB coefficient α = 10−20. The BF bound is violated when
µ2
− is smaller than µ2

BF .

increased and finally becomes lower than the AdS2

BF bound.

• For n = 4, 5, 6, the BF bound is violated for small
α, but the violation will disappear when α is suffi-
ciently large.

• For n = 7, 8, 9, . . . , the value of µ2
− increases as α is

increased, but the AdS2 BF bound violating modes
always exist no matter how large α is.

Therefore, taking advantage of the Durkee-Reall in-
stability criterion [8, 15], we are able to make some pre-
dictions from the local near-horizon analysis. While the
RNdS black hole (9) is stable in five dimensions, we find
that the GB-RNdS case would become unstable when α
is large enough. In contrast, while the RNdS background
is unstable for n = 4, 5, 6, the GB-RNdS one seems to be
stable for sufficiently large α. For n > 7, there are always
BF bound violating modes and an instability should be
present. In the next section, we will compute the QNMs

by numerically solving two master equations (15). We
will compare our numerical results with the present near-
horizon analysis.

IV. DYNAMICAL INSTABILITIES FROM
QNMS

In this section we aim at the QNM spectrum of linear
perturbations in the GB-RNdS black hole (8). See [16]
for a recent review on the QNMs of black holes. More
precisely, if the imaginary part of a QNM frequency,
Im[ω], is positive, such mode will grow exponentially with
time, signifying a dynamical instability. In particular,
the value of a positive Im[ω] sets the timescale of the in-
stability. To directly compare with the analytical near-
horizon prediction in the last section, we shall mainly
focus on the extremal case.

The QNMs are obtained by solving those master equa-
tions (15) between the event and cosmological horizons
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FIG. 3. Left panel: µ2
− − µ2

BF as function of α for n = 3, 5, 6, 7, 8 at y+ = 1 − 10−30. Right panel: Effective mass as a
function of y+ for n = 4 by dialing α.

with the ingoing boundary condition at the event horizon
and the outgoing boundary condition at the cosmological
horizon. In our present case, the master equations have
a cumbersome form, which makes the numerical analy-
sis of the QNM spectrum challenging. In particular, we
find that the double-precision (16 digits) arithmetics are
not sufficient for our computations. Therefore, higher
precision is required when solving the master equations.
Numerical techniques and details are presented in Ap-
pendix A.

We now present the numeric results for the QNMs by
solving two master equations (15). As we have discussed,
a dynamical instability will develop if the imaginary part
of a QNM frequency ω is positive. We shall mainly fo-
cus on the extremal black holes (Q/Qext = 1) which are
parametrized by y+ and α. In particular, we will com-
pare the parameter space {y+, α} of instability from the
QNMs and the one from the local AdS2 BF bound vio-
lation. We search directly for the unstable modes in the
non-extremal GB-RNdS black hole in subsection IV F.

A. The case for n = 3

The main numerical results for n = 3 are summarized
in Fig. 4. Depending on the choice of y+ and α, there
exist QNMs with Im[ω] > 0 for which the background
is dynamically unstable (see the left panel of Fig. 4).
The parameter space in the y+-α plane at extremality
is presented in the right panel of Fig. 4. In the green
region at the bottom right, we find that all QNM fre-
quencies have negative imaginary part and thus no insta-
bilities. For other regions, we can find unstable modes
with Im[ω] > 0, signifying a dynamical instability of
the background spacetime. The region that violates the
AdS2 BF bound is included entirely in the unstable re-
gion (red color) obtained from QNMs, suggesting that
the BF bound violation is a sufficient but not necessary
condition for the presence of an instability.

We highlight the following three features:

• The unstable region shrinks as the GB coupling α
decreases, but it disappears only in the limit α →
0. Therefore, in contrast to the Einstein-Maxwell
case for which the RNdS black hole (9) is stable
for n = 3 (d = 5), the GB-RNdS black hole (8)
has some unstable region in parameter space no
matter how small α is (Note that α = ᾱ/r2

c . Our
numerics shows that in the right panel of Fig. 4,
the critical line separating the stable and unstable
regions behaves as α ∼ y2

+ for small y+. In unites of
r̄+, one then finds that the instability will appear
beyond a finite value of ᾱ/r2

+ = α/y2
+. We will

return to this point in subsection IV E.).

• The AdS2 BF bound violating modes appear for
a large value α > α0 ≈ 0.25. Although typically
the near-horizon analysis predicts instability for a
finite range of y+, the system is unstable in the
whole range 0 < y+ < 1 at extremality (see the
left panel of Fig. 4). In this sense, the instability
at extremality has a near-horizon origin, as argued
by [4] recently. However, for small α < α0, there
do not exist AdS2 BF bound violation any more,
but the instability is also present below a critical
value of y+ at a fixed α.

• The unstable region from the QNMs and the one
from BF bound violation coincide as y+ → 1.
This can be understood as follows. Note that
y+ = r+/rc. When the event horizon is sufficiently
close to the cosmological horizon, the whole region
between r+ and rc can be approximately described
by the near-horizon AdS2 geometry. Thus, one an-
ticipates that the two criteria yield the same unsta-
ble region as y+ → 1.

We have to stress that the above results have been
obtained for the lowest multipole number l = 2. Nev-
ertheless, it is sufficiently to show that the RNdS black
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FIG. 4. Left panel: The imaginary part of the QNM frequency Im[ω] as a function of y+ for n = 3 at extremality. The
instability timescale decreases as y+ is increased. Right panel: The parameter space for the linear stable and unstable regions
in the y+-α plane for n = 3 (d = 5). We have focused on the lowest multipole number l = 2.

hole with GB coupling in d = 5 (n = 3) dimensional
spacetime is linearly-mode unstable, which is in contrast
to the standard RNdS black hole which is linear stable
in 5 dimensions [1]. As we will show later, for n = 3
there is a dynamical instability occurring at high l. So
the instability region in the 5 dimensions will be larger
than the one presented in Fig. 4, but the main features
we discuss here will not change.

B. The case for n = 5, 6

For n = 5 and n = 6, the near-horizon analysis shows
that there is a range of y+ in which the AdS2 BF bound
is violated when α is small. Then the Durkee-Reall cri-
terion [8, 15] predicts that the gravitational instability in
the GB-RNdS black hole appears for these values of α.
When α is large enough, the BF bound violating modes
will disappear, for which the Durkee-Reall criterion no
longer applies and one has to switch to the full numeri-
cal analysis.

In Fig. 5, we show the behavior of Im[ω] for the unsta-
ble modes as a function of y+ for n = 5 by dialing α. As
shown in the left panel of Fig. 3, for n = 5, as α increases
it becomes more difficult to get negative (µ2

− − µ2
BF )R2

2,
and the AdS2 BF bound is no longer violated when α is
large enough. Our numerics analysis confirms that when
the instability is present, modes with smaller α are more
unstable. As one can see from Fig. 5, the magnitude of
the instability timescale decreases as α is increased. In
contrast to n = 3, for a given α that allows a finite range
of y+ with BF bound violation, the instability does not
present in the full range 0 < y+ < 1. Moreover, we find
that the unstable region of y+ shrinks by increasing α.
Similar behavior is also found for n = 6.

The parameter space in the y+-α plane at extremality
is presented in Fig. 6 for n = 5 (left plot) and n = 6 (right
plot). One can find that the system is indeed always un-

FIG. 5. Instability timescale at extremality for n = 5 as a
function of y+ for different values of α. The onset of instability
at which Im[ω] = 0 is marked by black dots.

stable whenever the AdS2 BF bound is violated. It has
been observed that for the extremal RNdS black hole
with n > 4, if the near-horizon analysis predicts instabil-
ity for a finite range of y+, the system will be unstable in
the whole range 0 < y+ < 1 [4]. This feature is no longer
valid for the GB-RNdS black hole. It is clear from Fig. 6
that although the instability extends to values of param-
eter space where the near-horizon effective mass does not
violate the BF bound, it can not extend to the full range
of y+. See Appendix A for numerical details we used to
fix the boundary of the unstable modes.

Finally, the near-horizon analysis shows that the BF
bound violating modes disappear when α is large enough,
say α > αBF , while the full numerics finds that there is
no instability above αc that is larger than the one pre-
dicted from the near-horizon analysis. Therefore, the ap-
pearance of dynamical instabilities between these two GB
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FIG. 6. The parameter space at extremality for the linear stable and unstable regions in the y+-α plane for n = 5 (left) and
n = 6 (right). The instability disappears for sufficiently large GB coupling.

couplings (αBF < α < αc) does not have a locally near-
horizon/extremal origin.

Once again, we confirm that the near-horizon AdS2 BF
bound violation is a sufficient but not necessary condition
for the presence of an instability. On the other hand, for
n = 5, 6 (d = 7, 8), the full numerical analysis suggests
that the BF bound violation is not able to account for
the physical origin of the instability for some range of
GB coupling, i.e. αBF < α < αc for which the AdS2 BF
bound is no longer violated for any y+.

C. The case for n > 7

In this subsection we consider n > 7. As shown in
Section III, the BF bound violating modes always exist
no matter how large α is. Therefore, the near-horizon
Durkee-Reall criterion [8, 15] suggests that the gravita-
tional instability in the GB-RNdS black hole is present
for any value of the GB coupling α when n > 7. Fur-
thermore, the near-horizon analysis also shows that as α
increases, it becomes more difficult to get a smaller ef-
fective mass. Therefore, one anticipates that modes with
smaller α are more unstable. These near-horizon pre-
dictions are confirmed by our numerical data. We find
similar features for different n > 7. For illustration pur-
poses below, we shall focus on n = 8.

In Fig. 7, we compare the instability timescale of var-
ious unstable modes by dialing α for n = 8. One can see
that the magnitude of Im[ω] decreases as α is increased.
Similar to the case for n = 5, 6, the instability does not
extend to the full range of y+. More precisely, we find
that the range of y+ for the instability shrinks by in-
creasing α. We also explicitly check that the instability
always exists for any value of α. As one can see from
the right panel of Fig. 7, at a fixed y+, Im[ω] decreases
monotonically and approaches to a positive constant with
α increased.

We draw the parameter space in the y+-α plane at

extremality in Fig. 8. It is clear that the GB-RNdS black
hole is always unstable whenever the AdS2 BF bound is
violated. On the other hand, although the instability
extends to parameter space where the AdS2 BF bound is
no longer violated, it does not extend to the full range of
y+. Therefore, the violation of the AdS2 BF bound is not
able to explain the origin of the dynamical instability in
the green region of Fig. 8. Once again, we confirm that
the Durkee-Reall criterion [8, 15] provides a sufficient but
not necessary condition for the presence of an instability.

D. The case for n = 4

So far we have discussed all cases except for n = 4.
For n = 4, i.e. d = 6, the numerical analysis is challeng-
ing, because the instability growth rates are very small.
It has been recently found in [4] that the gravitational
instability in the RNdS black hole (9) is present when
n = 4, which is consistent with the prediction by the
local near-horizon criterion. The RNdS background can
be obtained from the GB-RNdS black hole (8) by taking
the limit α→ 0. Therefore, by continuity, the instability
should extend to non-vanishing α. Our numerical results
are presented in Fig. 9 from which we indeed observe the
dynamical instability for small values of α. In particular,
when α is sufficiently small, we recover the result of Im[ω]
for the RNdS in six dimensions (the left panel of Fig. 2
in [4]), providing a non-trivial check of our numerics.

The near-horizon analysis suggests that for n = 4, the
AdS2 BF bound will not be violated when α is large
enough, and therefore the instability would disappear for
a sufficiently large value of α. As one can see from Fig 9,
the instability indeed becomes substantially weaker as α
is increased. Unfortunately, it is computationally chal-
lenging to generate the numerical data for n = 4, and
thus we are not able to know when the instability will
eventually shut down as α is increased. In Fig 10 the
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FIG. 7. Instability timescale at extremality for n = 8. Left panel: Instability timescale as a function of y+ for different α.
The threshold point of instability for which Im[ω] = 0 is marked by black dots. The instability does not extend to the full
range of y+ for the GB-RNdS black hole. Right panel: Instability timescale as a function of α by fixing y+ = 0.995. The
dynamcial instability is always present for any α, but it becomes weaker at larger α.

FIG. 8. Stability and instability regions for n = 8 at extremal-
ity. The dynamical instability (red region) always exists for
any value of the GB coefficient α, but it does not extend to
the full range of y+.

magnitude of Im[ω] drops substantially fast as α is in-
creased and its value is found to be as low as 10−37 from
our numerics subject to limited computational resources.
Nevertheless, we believe this case should behave much
like the n = 5, 6 case in subsection IV B.

E. Eikonal instability at high multipoles

In the above discussions, we have restricted to modes
with l = 2. This is because that for n > 4 the near hori-
zon analysis shows that as l increases it becomes harder
to violate the AdS2 BF bound. We have also confirmed
from our numerics that the strength of instability for
higher l is much smaller than the l = 2 instability. Nev-

ertheless, the case is quite different from n = 3, for which
the BF bound becomes easier to be broken for higher l
modes, see the left panel of Fig 11. We show the insta-
bility timescale of different modes in the right panel of
Fig 11. One finds that the instability timescale increases
at higher l, confirming the analytical prediction from the
BF bound point of view.

Therefore, in contrast to the instability that occurs
for the lowest multipole l = 2 we discussed before, the
present instability develops at higher l multipoles. This
kind of instability was called “eikonal instability” [6] to
emphasize that the regime of geometrical optics (l→∞)
corresponds to the most unstable mode. The eikonal in-
stability was first observed in the static vacuum GB black
holes in de Sitter spacetime [6], for which the origin of
this instability is due to a negative gap of the effective
potential near the event horizon. For the neutral case
with GB term, each type of modes is governed by a de-
coupled master equation with a particular effective po-
tential. Due to the GB correction, the effective potential
develops a negative gap near the event horizon for some
cases. Although increasing of l would lead to a higher
barrier of the effective potential, it also makes the neg-
ative gap deeper. Therefore, the modes with higher l
are more unstable [6]. For the charged case we are dis-
cussing, we are not able to define an effective potential
as there are two coupled master equations (15). Never-
theless, in contrast to the neutral case, the near horizon
limit of the extremal charged black hole (8) is described
by AdS2 × Sn. As shown in the left panel of Fig 11, the
unstable modes with higher l essentially break the AdS2

BF bound. In particular, the higher l is, the stronger the
BF bound violation. Thus, we anticipate that the physi-
cal origin of the eikonal instability in the charged case is
related to the violation of the AdS2 BF bound.

In Fig. 12, we show the parameter space after con-
sidering the eikonal instability. For a given l, we use
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FIG. 9. Instability timescale at extremality for n = 4. Left panel: Im[ω] as a function of y+ for different α. The blue curve
with α = 5× 10−20 recovers the QNMs of the six dimensional RNdS black hole (the left panel of Fig. 2 in [4]). Right panel:
The case with α = 10−4, for which Im[ω] is of the order of magnitude of 10−23.

FIG. 10. Instability timescale at extremality for n = 4. Im[ω]
as a function of α at y+ = 0.5748. The AdS2 BF bound is no
longer violated for α larger than the particular value denoted
by the red vertical line.

a solid curve to denote the critical line that separates
the stability and instability regions. While the instabil-
ity is dominated by the l = 2 multipole for large y+, the
eikonal instability controls the instability for small y+ re-
gion. Our numerics shows that the critical line behaves
as α ∼ y2

+ for small y+. To see the contribution from
higher l modes clearly, we use α/y2

+ instead of α in the
right panel of Fig. 12. It is manifest that the upper left
corner is determined by the eikonal instability in the y+-
α/y2

+ plane. We find that the amount of computation
increases rapidly with the multipole number. Therefore,
we are not able to fix the critical line when l > 5 due
to the limitation of computational resources. Neverthe-
less, our numerical analysis suggests that the parameter
space for stability and instability regions will not change
qualitatively even after considering much higher l.

To fix the instability region for the l → ∞ most un-
stable mode, in particular, at small y+, we incorpo-
rate the criteria for stability by the S-deformation ap-
proach [13, 14]. The main idea is given as follows. For
a Shrödinger type equation HΨ = ω2Ψ, we define the
inner product as

(Ψ,Ψ) =

∫
Ψ†(x)Ψ(x)dx , (24)

with “†” the complex conjugation. Then there is the
inequality

(Ψ0,HΨ0) > ω2
0(Ψ0,Ψ0) , (25)

where Ψ0 is an arbitrary smooth function with compact
supports and ω2

0 is the lower bound of spectra. This
inequality suggests that there exist instabilities if one can
find a trial function Ψ0 such that (Ψ0,HΨ0) is negative.

For the master equations (15), it was found in [12] that
if there is a region in which

dT

dr
> 0, 2

(
dT

dr

)2

− T d
2T

dr2
< 0 , (26)

with the function T defined in (18), then there will be
instability as l→∞. The resulted critical line from (26)
is shown by the dashed line in Fig. 12. As expected, we
find that the instability region becomes large at small y+.
The overlap of regions of all types of instabilities produces
the instability region for n = 3 case (the green region of
Fig. 12). For other spacetime dimensions, we check that
there is no region in which the instability criterion (26)
can be satisfied. So we are not able to say anything for
the instability with sufficiently large l modes from (26)
in other dimensions. This is consistent with our observa-
tion that the instability is absent or suppressed for high
l modes for n > 4. Moreover, it is clear that the crite-
rion (26) is a sufficient but not necessary condition for
the presence of dynamical instability.
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FIG. 11. Instabilities triggered by higher multipole number l for n = 3 at extremality. Left panel: BF bound violation at
higher l for a fixed y+. Right panel: Instability timescale as a function of y+ for different l. The higher l modes are more
unstable.

FIG. 12. Left panel: Stability and instability regions for higher multipole number l for n = 3 at extremality. For each l, the
onset of instability is denoted by a solid curve above which the background becomes dynamically unstable. The dashed brown
line is from the criterion (26) for l → ∞ most unstable mode. Right panel: Stability and instability regions in terms of y+
and α/y2+.

F. Non-extremal black hole

Up until now, we have restricted ourselves to the ex-
tremal case with Q/Qext = 1 and have confirmed that
the AdS2 BF bound violation observed in Fig. 3 provides
a sufficient but not necessary criterion for the presence
of an instability. By continuity such instability should
extend away from extremity. To confirm this point and
to have a broader perspective of the instability, in this
part we search directly for the unstable modes in the non-
extremal GB-RNdS black hole. The non-extremal black
hole is parametrized by three parameters {y+, α, q}. To
obtain the full instability parameter space is beyond the
scope of our present work. Let’s consider two examples
for n = 6 and leave other cases for future study.

We present the instability timescale for α = 10−6

and α = 0.1 for non-extremal GB-RNdS black holes in

Fig. 13. For a given charge away from extremality, the
background is unstable for y+ above a non-vanishing crit-
ical value. When α is small, the system becomes less un-
stable as the charge is moved away from extremality (see
the left panel of Fig. 13). This is similar to the RNdS
case [4] corresponding to α → 0. On the contrary, for
a larger GB coupling α = 0.1 in the right panel, the
system becomes more unstable away from extremality.
The above results uncover that the effect of GB coupling
on the instability is pretty complicated, and also suggest
that there might be new origin of the instability at finite
temperature.
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FIG. 13. Instability timescale for non-extremal GB-RNdS black holes in eight dimensions (n = 6) for different charge ratio
q = Q/Qext. Left panel: The case for α = 10−6. The extremal black hole are more unstable, which is similar the RNdS black
hoe [4]. Right panel: The case with α = 0.1, for which the non-extremal black holes are found to be more unstable. The
onset of instability at which Im[ω] = 0 is marked by black dots.

V. PROOF OF NON-OSCILLATION OF
UNSTABLE MODES

Before concluding, we should mention that for the
QNM frequencies with positive imaginary part, i.e.
Im[ω] > 0, we find numerically that their real part are
vanishing (Re[ω]=0). This is in agreement with the ob-
servation that unstable modes cannot be oscillatory when
perturbing spherically symmetric static black holes [17].

The observation of only purely imaginary unstable
modes can be understood as follows. We multiply the
master equations (15) by the complex conjugated func-

tions φ†ωl and A†ωl, and then consider the integral of the
resulted equation from the event horizon (r∗ → −∞) to
the cosmological horizon (r∗ → +∞).

I =

∫ ∞
−∞

( [
φ†ωl, A

†
ωl

] d2

dr2
∗

[
φωl
Aωl

]
+ ω2

[
φ†ωl, A

†
ωl

] [
φωl
Aωl

]
−
[
φ†ωl, A

†
ωl

] [
Vg Vc
Vc Vem

] [
φωl
Aωl

])
dr∗ . (27)

Integration of the first term by parts yields

I =φ†ωl
dφωl
dr∗

∣∣∣∞
−∞

+A†ωl
dAωl
dr∗

∣∣∣∞
−∞

+

∫ ∞
−∞

[
ω2(|φωl|2 + |Aωl|2)−

(∣∣∣dφωl
dr∗

∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣dAωl
dr∗

∣∣∣2)
−
(
Vg|φωl|2 + Vem|Aωl|2 + 2VcRe

[
φ†ωlAωl

]) ]
dr∗ = 0 .

(28)

Note that we consider the ingoing boundary condition at
the event horizon and the outgoing boundary condition
at the cosmological horizon, (the boundary conditions are

discussed in detail in Appendix A, ) from which we have

event horizon r∗ → −∞ ,

dφωl
dr∗

= −iωφωl ,
dAωl
dr∗

= −iωAωl ,

cosmological horizon r∗ →∞ ,

dφωl
dr∗

= iωφωl ,
dAωl
dr∗

= iωAωl .

(29)

Substituting above boundary conditions into (28) and
taking the imaginary part of the resulted equation, we
obtain

0 = Im[I]

=Re[ω]
(
|φωl(∞)|2 + |Aωl(∞)|2

+ |φωl(−∞)|2 + |Aωl(−∞)|2
)

+ 2Re[ω]Im[ω]

∫ ∞
−∞

(|φωl|2 + |Aωl|2)dr∗ .

(30)

It is clear that Im[ω] < 0 for non-vanishing Re[ω]. There-
fore, the unstable modes (Im[ω] > 0) should not be os-
cillating, i.e. Re[ω] = 0.

As a consequence, at the onset of instability there is
a non-trivial static zero mode perturbation, suggesting
the existence of a new non-spherically symmetric branch
of solutions. We emphasize that the boundary condi-
tions (29) plays an important role in above proof. While
it is natural to choose ingoing boundary condition at the
event horizon, it is possible to consider other kinds of
boundary conditions at the cosmological horizon, e.g. the
boundary condition with reflection and transmission for
black hole superradiance [18]. For the later, one could
have oscillating modes. On the other hand, the AdS2

BF bound violation is local and is independent of any
boundary condition.
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VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work we have studied the instability of the GB-
RNdS black hole (8) under gravito-electromagnetic per-
turbations. The scalar type perturbations are governed
by two coupled second order differential equations (15).
We have adopted two criteria to search for an instabil-
ity. We have firstly performed a detailed analysis of the
near-horizon limit of extremal GB-RNdS black holes and
found that the scalar type modes behave as a massive
scalar field in an AdS2 background. According to the
Durkee-Reall instability criterion [8, 15], the full extremal
geometry will be unstable if the near-horizon effective
mass violates the AdS2 BF bound. Then, we have used
full numerical analysis to obtain the behaviors of QNMs,
from which the onset of the instability is identified by
looking for a QNM frequency with a positive imaginary
part. We found numerically that the real part of all un-
stable modes is vanishing, i.e. Re[ω] = 0. Moreover, a
religious proof was provided to show that the unstable
modes should be purely imaginary.

The instability of the black hole (8) has been found to
depend not only on its size y+ and charge ratio q, but
also significantly on the GB coupling and the spacetime
dimension. We have uncovered the gravitational insta-
bility in the GB-RNdS black hole when the spacetime
dimension d > 5 (n = d − 2 > 3). The complete pa-
rameter space at extremality in terms of y+ and α has
been constructed, see Figs. 4, 6, 8 and 12. We have also
provided strong numerical evidence for the Durkee-Reall
instability criterion with positive cosmological constant
Λ > 0. While it is a sufficient criterion for the presence
of instability at extremality, it is not a necessary one. By
continuity, the instability extends away from extremelity.
We have briefly discussed the unstable modes for the non-
extremal GB-RNdS black hole. Depending on the value
of GB coupling, the non-extremal solutions can be more
stable or unstable than the extremal case.

Compared with the RNdS case in the Einstein-Maxwell
theory with a positive cosmological constant, some novel
features have been found for the GB-RNdS black hole in
our present work.

• While it has been found that the RNdS black holes
in d = 5 are linearly-mode stable [1], we have found
that the presence of GB term makes the black holes
to be unstable to gravitational perturbations in d =
5 and higher dimensions.

• For the five dimensional case, the instability occurs
at l = 2, but it becomes stronger at high multipole
numbers l. Such eikonal instability was found to
be closely related to the violation of the AdS2 BF
bound near the horizon of the extremal GB-RNdS
black hole.

• It has been recently shown in [4] that at extremality
the gravitational instability in the RNdS black hole
is present when d > 6 for the whole range of y+ =

r+/rc, i.e. 0 < y+ < 1, although typically the near-
horizon AdS2 BF bound is only violated for a finite
range of y+. It ceases to be valid for the charged
black with GB term. Except for d = 5 (see Figs. 4
and 12), the instability does not present in the full
range 0 < y+ < 1 (see e.g. Figs. 6 and 8).

• The physical origin of the instability of RNdS was
argued to be due to the AdS2 BF bound violation
in the near-horizon limit of extremal background.
It seems not to work for our GB case. The reasons
are two-fold. Firstly, the instability in general is not
present in the whole range 0 < y+ < 1. Secondly,
as can be seen e.g. from Fig. 6, for some choice of
α, there exists unstable region in which the AdS2

BF bound is no longer violated for any y+.

By using the large d expansion, the GB-RNdS black hole
was found to be unstable in the d → ∞ limit, when the
cosmological constant is sufficiently large [7]. Our find-
ings are qualitatively consistent with the large d results
for higher-dimensional cases, n > 7. In the large d dis-
cussion [7], the local instability due to the BF bound
violation near the extremal horizon regime was not con-
sidered. Moreover, compared to the large d expansion,
there are some novel features that only happen in lower
dimensions, n = 5, 6, see Figs. 6 and 12.

While the instability has been uncovered at the lin-
ear order, it is still an open question what is the nature
of the endpoint of the instability. If the onset of such
instability leads to a new solution, it seems to be some
yet undiscovered black holes with no spatial isometries as
the modes triggering the instability are harmonics with
l > 2. It will be quite interesting to construct these novel
black holes numerically. Our numerical analysis suggests
that the physical origin of the instability of the GB-RNdS
black hole is not solely due to the violation of the AdS2

BF bound. Further effort is needed to understand the
physical origin of this instability.

The present work can be extended in several directions.
We have mainly limited ourselves to the extremal case.
It is interesting to study the QNM structure away from
extremality, which is expected to exhibit intricate behav-
iors with bifurcations and merges as found in RNdS black
holes [4]. We have focused on the instabilities triggered
by the scalar type perturbations. To further understand
the instability of the GB-RNdS black hole, one needs to
consider the vector and tensor modes, as the black hole
instability region is a combination of the instability re-
gions of all types of perturbations. Another interesting
extension is to consider the case with non-linear electro-
dynamics, in particular the DBI action that naturally
arises in the low energy limit of string theory. Moreover,
given the fact that near-extremal charge corresponds to
fast rotating black holes, i.e. the charge-angular momen-
tum analogy, it will be interesting to extend the study
to the rotating case. We leave these questions to future
work.
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Appendix A: Numerical details

We provide numerical details in this section. We will
use the Chebyshev collocation scheme to solve above
equations, see [19] for a review on this method. The
Newton-Raphson Algorithm is then adopted to numer-
ically solve {ω, φωl, Aωl}. For a given initial value of
{ω, φωl, Aωl}, we stop the iteration when the error is
small enough and we get the eigenvalue ω and the eigen-
function {φωl, Aωl}. We call the initial value a seed.

1. Numerical setup

To compute the QNMs, we impose the ingoing bound-
ary condition at the event horizon and the outgoing
boundary condition at the cosmological horizon. These
boundary conditions can be found as follows.

Near a horizon, the master equations (15) become

d2φωl
dr2
∗

+ ω2φωl = 0,
d2Aωl
dr2
∗

+ ω2Aωl = 0 , (A1)

where dr∗ = dr/f . The solutions of these equations are
given by

φωl ≈ e±iωr∗ , Aωl ≈ e±iωr∗ . (A2)

Outgoing boundary condition at the cosmological horizon
rc requires choosing the lower sign in (A2), i.e.

φωl ≈ (rc − r)−
iω

2πTc , Aωl ≈ (rc − r)−
iω

2πTc , (A3)

with both the cosmological temperature Tc and the fre-
quency ω measured in units of rc. Similarly, ingoing
boundary condition at the event horizon r+ requires
choosing the upper sign in (A2), yielding

φωl ≈ (r − r+)iωβ1e
iωβ2
r−r+ , Aωl ≈ (r − r+)iωβ1e

iωβ2
r−r+ ,

(A4)

with

β1 =
2f
′′′

(r+)

f ′′(r+)2
, β2 =

2

f ′′(r+)
. (A5)

Here we have considered the extremal case with the event
horizon temperature T+ = 0.

For numerical convenience, we perform the following
field redefinition.

φωl(r) = Bφ̃ωl(r), Aωl(r) = BÃωl(r) , (A6)

B = (rc − r)−
iω

2πTc (r − r+)iωβ1e
iωβ2
r−r+ , (A7)

such that φ̃ωl(r) and Ãωl(r) are smooth functions of r
with a regular Taylor series expansion at both event and
cosmological horizons. For the non-extremal black hole
case, the function B can be chosen to be

B = (rc − r)−
iω

2πTc (r − r+)
− iω

2πT+ . (A8)

To proceed, we introduce a new compact radial coor-
dinate given by

y =

(
1−

(
rc − r
rc − r+

)1/2
)1/ξ

, (A9)

where ξ is a parameter for numerical simplicity and it
controls grid density in numerical calculation. We will
choose ξ = 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64 . . . for different cases in our
numerics. For example, the QNMs were numerically
computed with ξ = 2 for the RNdS case in [4], and to
compute the QNMs in Fig. 10, we will choose ξ = 96.
In the new coordinate, y = 0 now describes the black
hole event horizon (r = r+), and y = 1 the cosmological
horizon (r = rc). φωl and Aωl in this coordinate become

φωl(y) = e
iλ1ω

yξ(2−yξ) yiξλ2ω/2(1− yξ)−
iω

2πTc φ̃ωl(y) , (A10)

Aωl(y) = e
iλ1ω

yξ(2−yξ) yiξλ2ω/2(1− yξ)−
iω

2πTc Ãωl(y) , (A11)

with

λ1 =
β1

1− y+
, λ2 =

β2

1− y+
. (A12)

Finally, we can obtain the master equations in the new
coordinate systems in terms of φ̃ωl(y) and Ãωl(y), for
which the boundary conditions at both horizons are Neu-
mann type, i.e. ∂yφ̃ωl(y)|y=0,1 = 0 and ∂yÃωl(y)|y=0,1 =
0. A discrete set of complex numbers of ω allowing non-
trivial solutions for above system are known as QMN
frequencies.

2. Algorithm for the onset of instability

To obtain the stability and instability regions in the
y+-α plane for perturbations, it is crucial to find the onset
of the instability at which Im[ω] = 0. Our algorithm for
searching for the onset of instability is given as follows.

In the {y+, α} plane, we start from some point that
is unstable (we can choose a pair of {y+, α} for which
the AdS2 BF bound is violated). We adjust α to be
α+∆α with y+ fixed, and use the former eigenvalue ω and
eigenfunction as a seed to calculate the next eigenvalue
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FIG. 14. Converging process for y+ = 0.879 and n = 6. We adjust α to get the critical point at which Im[ω] = 0.

FIG. 15. Parameter space that we have actually scanned for n = 6.
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and eigenfunction. If the iteration does not converge or
converges to a ω with negative imaginary part, we will
reduce the step on α, ∆α → ∆α/2, until ∆α is smaller
than some critical value. Our criterion for the break of
iteration is ∆α < 10−12. This process is illustrated in
Fig. 14 for y+ = 0.879 and n = 6. One can also fix α
first and adjust y+ in a similar way, which is used to
obtain the onset of instability (black dots) in Figs. 5, 7
and 13 in the main text.

Then we choose a new y+ → y+ + ∆y+ with α →
α+∆α̃. The adjustment can be fixed as follows. We com-
pute the case with y+ + ∆y+ by using the former eigen-
value ω and eigenfunction as a seed. If the iteration is
converged and the imaginary part of ω is positive, we ad-
just α in the manner we introduce above. If the iteration
does not converge or converges to a ω with negative imag-
inary part, we reduce the step on y+, ∆y+ → ∆y+/2,

until ∆y+ is smaller than a critical value, for example
∆y+ < 10−10. ∆α̃ is chosen by some test calculation.
For example, if we start from {y+ = 0.8, α = 0.32} and
try to calculate the case with y+ < 0.8, ∆α̃ can be chosen
to be −0.2α. Because the computation of Im[ω] is time
consuming, in practice we only need to scan the region
near the onset of instability. The actual region of {y+, α}
we calculated is shown in Fig. 15.

After discretization the master equation by using the
Chebyshev collocation scheme, the computation of the
eigenvalue needs to get an inverse of the resulted ma-
trix. It turns out that the matrix is near singular, so one
needs sufficiently high precision to get the eigenvalue.
Typically, we found 100 digits to be sufficient for our
computation. For some special cases, we need 650 digits.
So the numerical computation is very time consuming.
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