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The superradiant stability of higher dimensional non-extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole
under charged massive scalar perturbation is analytically studied. We extend our previous studies
of four- and five-dimensional non-extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole cases to six-dimensional
case. By analyzing the derivative of the effective potential with an analytical method, we find that
no potential well exists outside the outer horizon of the black hole for the superradiant scalar modes.
This means that there is no black hole bomb for the system consisting of six-dimensional Reissner-
Nordstrom black hole and charged massive scalar perturbation and the system is superradiantly
stable.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s general relativity is the current description of the gravitational force. One important prediction of general
relativity is black hole. In early 1970’s, it was pointed that rotating energy might be extracted from a classical rotating
black hole by observers outside the black hole [IH4]. When a charged bosonic wave is imping on a charged rotating
black hole, the scattered wave may be amplified by the black hole if the wave frequency w obeys

0<w<mQy+edy, (1)

where e and m are respectively the charge and azimuthal number of the bosonic wave, Qg is the angular velocity of
the black hole horizon and ®y is the electromagnetic potential of the black hole horizon. This wave amplification
process is called superradiance, which appears in various areas of physics(for a recent review, seefd]).

When there is a mirror-like mechanism that makes the amplified wave be scattered back and forth between the
mirror and the black hole, the background black hole geometry will become superradiantly unstable. This is dubbed
the black hole bomb mechanism [4] 6H§]. For the massive bosonic perturbation, its mass term behaves as a natural
mirror for the low energy perturbation modes. The superradiant (in)stability of asymptotically flat rotating black
holes under massive scalar and vector perturbation has been studied extensively in the literature [9H23].

Four-dimensional asymptotically flat charged Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) black holes were proved superradiantly
stable against charged massive scalar perturbation [24H29]. The effect of a RN black hole geometry on the motion
of the scalar perturbation can be described by an effective potential outside the black hole horizon. Two necessary
conditions for the black hole to be superradiantly unstable are the existence of superradiant scalar perturbation
modes and the existence of a trapping potential well for the effective potential outside the black hole horizon [30H34].
When these two conditions can not be satisfied simultaneously, the black hole and scalar perturbation system will be
superradiantly stable. Higher dimensional RN black holes have also been studied numerically in literature [35H44].
Asymptotically flat RN black holes in D = 5,6, .., 11 were shown to be stable under massless scalar perturbation with
a numerical method [37].

Recently, we have developed an analytical method in the study of superradiant stability of higher dimensional
extremal and non-extremal RN black holes [45H47]. It is found that five- and six-dimensional extremal RN black
holes are superradiantly stable under charged massive scalar perturbation[46]. Even for the D-dimensional extremal
RN black hole, it is found that there is no black hole bomb for the black hole and scalar perturbation system[47]. It
was also proved that there is also no black hole bomb for five-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole under charged
massive scalar perturbation and the system is superradiantly stable[45)].

In this paper, we extend our previous studies to the six-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole case. We will
prove that there is no black hole bomb for six-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole and charged massive scalar
perturbation system. The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give a description of the motion
of scalar perturbation in six-dimensional RN black hole background. In Section 3, we analyze the effective potential
for the superradiant modes and present the analytical proof that there is no potential well for the effective potential.
There is no black hole bomb for the superradiant modes and the system is superradiantly stable. The last Section is
devoted to a summary.



II. SCALAR PERTURBATION IN D=6 RN BLACK HOLE

The metric of D = 6 RN black hole is

dr?
dsi = —f(r)dt* + o) +72d03, (2)
where
2m ¢?

f(r):]‘_rig—’_riﬁ‘ (3)
The parameters m and g are respectively related with the ADM mass M and the electric charge @ of the black hole,

3 3
m=—M,qg=——@Q. 4
wMhe=3 \/éwQ (4)

The inner and outer horizons of the black hole are
re =(m++/m2— q2)1/3. (5)
The components of the background electromagnetic potential is

_2q_
Vors’

The dynamics of a minimally coupled charged massive scalar perturbation field ¥ with mass p and charge e is
governed by the Klein-Gordon equation

A= ( 0,0,0,0,0) = (~5,0,0,0,0,0). (6)

(D, D" — p?)¥ =0, (7)

where D, = V, —ieA, is the covariant derivative. The above equation of motion can be separated into radial part
and angular part[45] [46]. The solution of the above equation with definite angular frequency can be decomposed as

U =" Ry (7)Yim (0;, ¢)e~ ™. The eigenfunction Yy, (6;, ¢) of the angular equation of motion is scalar harmonics on
Im

S* with eigenvalue A = [(I + 3), (I > 0). The radial equation of motion is

d, . dR
A—(A— =
dr( ar )+UR=0, (8)

where R is the radial function (we neglect the indices I, m for simplicity), A = r*f(r), and
(N s 2A _ 2.4
U=|w C65) T I+ 3)r*A — p*r*A. (9)

In order to study the superradiant stability of the RN black hole under the massive charged perturbation, the asymp-
totic solutions of the radial equation near the horizon and at spatial infinity should be considered with appropriate
boundary conditions. By defining the tortoise coordinate y by dy = %dr and a new radial function R = 2R, the
radial equation can be rewritten as

PR~
where
5= U MORI0) 210 )

The asymptotic behaviors of U at the spatial infinity and outer horizon are

lim U=w?—p? lim U= (W_CG%)2 = (w—edg)? (12)

r—>+00 T T



where @y is the electric potential of the RN black hole at the outer horizon. The chosen boundary conditions are
ingoing wave at the outer horizon (y — —oo) and bound states (exponentially decaying modes) at spatial infinity
(y — +00). Then the radial wave equation has the following asymptotic solutions

Y — +oo(r — +00), R~ e VI (13)
y— —oo(r = ry), R~ e iwmednly, (14)

It is obvious to see that bound state condition at spatial infinity requires the following inequality

w? < p. (15)
The superradiance condition in this case is
cge
0<w<wc:e<I>H:6—3q. (16)
LS

III. ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

We define a new radial function 1 = AY2R, then the radial equation can be rewritten as a Schrodinger-like
equation

2z (W? = V) =0, (17)
where the effective potential V' is
B
V=uwt+= 18
Wi (18)
and
A= 4% (=2mr® + ¢® +15)%, (19)
B =4r" (p® — w?) + (4AX + 8)r'? — 8r'! (pPm — coeqw) — 42X + 8)mr? + 4g%r® (p? — cZe?)
—2r% (2m® — (2X +26)¢%) — 32mg°r® + 8q*. (20)

The asymptotic behaviors of the effective potential V' near the outer horizon and at spatial infinity are

A+2 1
V(r—1y) = —00, V(r = +00)= s+ 202 4+ o( ). (21)
r r
The asymptotic behavior of the derivative of V' at spatial infinity is
2(A+2 1
V’z—w+0(—). (22)

r3

Based on the above asymptotic behaviors, we can know that there is at least one maximum for V' outside the outer
horizon r; and there is no potential well near spatial infinity.

In the next part of this section, we will show that there is in fact only one maximum outside the outer horizon
for V' and no trapping potential well exists by analyzing the real roots of V'(r) outside the horizon r,. The explicit
expression of the derivative of the effective potential V' is

2C(r)

V(r) = —
(r) 3(r6 — 2mrs 1 ¢2)3

(23)

where
C(r) = (A +2)r'® + 77 (3cgeqw + 3p*m — 6mw?) + 7' (—Am — 12m)
+ 4 (meQu2 — 30%62(]2 — 3u2q2 + 6cgemqo + 6q2¢2) + 2 (72)\m2 —12m? — )\q2 + 42q2)
+ it (9,uqu2 — 9c6eq3w) +7? (Zm3 + 5 mg? — 42mq2) + 78 (36%62(]4 — 3u2q4)
+ 76 (42m*¢® — 20¢* — 12¢%) — 12mg*r® + 2¢°. (24)



Defining a new variable z = r — r; and using relations m = % (ri + ri) and ¢% = Tiri, we can rewrite C(r) as
C(’f’) = C’(Z) = blszls + b172’17 + b162’16 + ...+ b222 —+ blz —+ b(), (25)
where
big = A+ 2, bir = 3(mp® + ceqs — 2mo?) + 187, (2 + \), (26)
big = 51(mp’ry + coeqrid — 2mry6°) + 153r7 (2 + \), (27)
bis = —12m + 408mp*r? + 408cseqri ¢ — 816mr3 ¢® — mA + 81615 (2 + A), (28)
by = —3c2e’q* + 90(67Ti —ryrd) + 3#2(6791"?_ + 6767&7’3 —r8y)/2+ 306eq(6817"3_ +73)p
— 6(340rS + 3397373 )g? + 15(407r — ryr3)1/2, (29)
biz = —42cgeqPry + 126(131r5 — 57303 ) + 214 (169r7 + 166751 — rr8) 4 42¢seqry (1713 + 12 )o
— 84(85r7 + 84rir? )o® + 21(811r7 — 5r3r?)i/2, (30)
bio = —273cge*q*r? + 34395rG — 269473 r® — 3rS 4+ 273u2(67r% + 64r5 0> —r3r%)/2
+ 273cgeqr? (69r3 + 12 )o — 546(34rS + 33r5r2 )o? 4 (36672rS — 4597313 —18)1/2, (31)
bir = —1092¢3e®q*r + 18(3079rT — 431r4r® — 2ry ) + 3p2(120127% + 10923rS 7% — 3617378 ) /2
+ c6eq (382207 + 108313 7% ) — 2184 (1779 + 167572 )o? + 3(20757r". — 471rir® — dryr0)i1/2, (32)
bio = —3003cge’q®ry + 33u°ry (167778 + 1407r3 7% — 8870) /2 + 198(350r%. — 79r5 7% —r279)
+363cseq(169r7 + 8riir? o — 8587 (6815 + 61r% )o® + 33(2559r% — 99r7r® — 20310 )1/2, (33)

by = —6006c5e* ¢ + ? 1?7 (202875 + 149773 73 — 1677%) + (26620179, — 885217512 — 27217378 +42)/4
+ ceq(78936r% + 55117512 Yo — 85878 (85r% + 71r? )o? + 5(18403r5 — 11767513 — 4313 7)1/2, (34)
bs = 3cge’q" — 9009cge®q*rS + 3p*rS (213078 + 1279373 r2 — 25100%) /2 + 9% (44778 — 4651342 — 25701
+ ceq(81939r7 + 752475 r® Yo — 85879 (85r% + 64r? )o® + 9r, (2107777 — 93217 r® — 741r3 08 +19)/4,  (35)
9
by = 24cgeq ry — 10296cie?q*r + 3pr7 (80087 + 335517 73 — 122970 ) + 5ri(ﬁzesgri —1047r3 7% — 68r°%)1
+ 66cgeqrT (1040r3 + 1113 )¢ — 3432710 (17r + 1172 )o® + 9r7 (251979 — 1203r5 7 — 3457308 +42),  (36)
21 1
be = 8dcge’qri — 9009cie’q*rs + ?u2ri(1339ri + 25073 7% —239r%) + 5ri(snggr?F — 828173 7% — 50879 )1

9
+ 2legeqr (219773 + 23102 )o — 54671 (6877 + 3572 )o® + D (96615 + 343782 — 992030 4+ 7%, (37)

3
bs = 168cgeq*rd — 6006cge’q*re + 21p°r9 (29975 — 3173 r? — 5270 ) + 5& (444778 — 18473 r® — 6201

27
+42c6eqr? (5857 + 44r2)o — 1092r 2 (1773 + 6r2)0” — Z-rl (230r% — 593rir + 361rrS —7r2), (38)
27 3
by = 210cie*q*r} — 3003cge?q?r’ — ?ri(%lri —14r?)(r} —r3)? + 5,ﬁr1+0(1379r6'+ —634r3r® — 1517°)
15
+ 3ceeqrl®(3381r3 + 1172 )¢ — 42012 (17073 + 2712 )o® + ?ri(284r§r — 18173 r? +5r9)1, (39)
3
by = 168cgeq'r — 1092cge?q?rlt — 9rG (193r% — 2502 ) (r} —13)% + §u27~f(316ri — 28173 r? 4+ 1979)
3
+ coeq(3132rLt — 393r1!r? Yo — 2471 (8513 — 612 )0 + 57«1(3197«3 — 30573 7% + 4079 )1, (40)
27 27
by = 84cgeqrS — 273cie’ ¢’ ri? — ?T1(387‘i —11r2)(r} =) + ?uzr}f(&‘i — 3 4+ 2r0)
+ 3ceeqri?(227r% — T4r? Yo + 6r}°(—68r7 +23r° )g® + 27r10(5rS — Trir? +209)1/2, (41)
by = 24cgeq'rT — 42¢e*Pri? + 9pPri3(rd — 12)? /2 — 278 (1303 — 7)) (rd — 12 )2 /4
9
+ ceq(93r38 — 57r13r% ) + (=511 + 3371673 )o® + ir}rl(ri —r3)2, (42)

3
by = —Zri(ri —r)[9(r3 —r2)? + 4(ceqry — r10)?). (43)



In the following, we will analyze the signs or sign relations of the coefficients b;(¢ = 0,1,2,...,18) and prove that
there is no potential well for the effective potential V' outside the horizon r. First, it is easy to see that

blS > 0, bo < 0. (44)

Next, let’s see the sign of by7. From the superradiance condition w < % and the inequality m = % (r3 +r3) <73,

we have mg < cgeq. Together with the bound state condition w? < p?, we have
bir = 3mpu® + 3cgeqs — 6me? + 187 (2 + A) = 3m(u® — 6%) + 36(ceeq — ma) + 187 (2 + \) > 0. (45)
Similarly, we can obtain

big = 5lmp’ry + 5legeqry o — 102mri ¢ + 153r7 (24 A)

= 51mry (p® — 6°) + 5174 6(cgeq — mo) + 15377 (2 + A) > 0. (46)
bis = —12m + 408mp*ri + 408cseqri ¢ — 816mr3 ¢* — mA + 81673 (2 + A)
= 408mr3 (u* — 6%) + 4083 ¢(cseq — mo) + 1632r% — 12m + (81615 — m)A > 0. (47)

It is difficult to determine the signs of other coefficients. Next, we explore the sign relations between pairs of
adjacent coefficients in the following sequence

(b14,b13,b12, ..., b3, b2, b1). (48)
We define new scaled coefficients as follows,
=Dl o), (49)
R;
Ryy = %(6817{3F +680r3 7% +79), Rig = 21ry (17108 + 1700303 +19),
Rip = ?ri(ﬁ%i +68r5 7% +7%), Ry = %(127407& +12373r5 3 + 3611370,
33 4 33 .

Rig = or 1 (18597% + 17657312 +88r%), Ry = 5T 7(2392r + 21957377 4+ 1677%),

Rs = 27«3@73137«3 + 238157312 +25107%), Ry = 3r7 (1144075 + 922913 73 + 122079,
21

Re = -7 (219775 4+ 1570rr2 +230r%), Ry = 2175 (5850 + 343rr? +520),
3 3
Ry = 5rl+‘)(3381r§ +1390r3 73 +1517%), Ry = 5@1(10447& +185r1r? — 199 ),
3 3
Ry = §r1+2(227ri —29r3r% —18r%), Ry = irf’(?ﬂri —16r3r% — 3r%). (50)

Let’s see the difference between b}, and b)5. After a straightforward calculation, we obtain

6372 .
by — b5 = i[?(ﬁlﬂri(ri +73)3(u? — 6%) + 204073 coeq(coeq(ry + 1) — 213 r3 g)
4R14 PR3
—5r% (12 + 1) + 312 0 (8956 + 16531) + 5r% r (63636 -+ 284231) + 3r° (101436 + 478931)]. (51)

Given the bound state condition ¢ < p? and superradiance condition 0 < (ZST:O;_ < cgeq, it is easy to prove that
by, — bys > 0. (52)

The possible signs of (b]4,b13) are (+,+), (+,—), (=, —). So we have the sign relation sign(b},) > sign(b}3). Because
the scaled factors R;(i = 1,...,14) are all positive, then we also have the following sign relation

sign(b14) = sign(byz). (53)
For the difference between b}; and b),, after a straightforward calculation, we obtain
21r 5
by — by = m[llli&%ri(ri +73)3(u? — 6?) + 11138477 coeq(coeq(r +12) — 2r2 13 0) + 2r12(6 + 1)

—r% 9 (3564 + 1071) + 3rS 7% (337236 + 705471) + 9712 (676176 + 303887) + 3r7r? (2168828 + 8832391)]. (54)



Given the bound state condition ¢ < p? and superradiance condition 0 < @ri < cgeq, it is also easy to obtain that
by — by > 0. (55)
So we have the following sign relation
sign(b13) = sign(bya). (56)
For the difference between b}, and b/, we obtain
SRR
1271 T R R,
+[546c2e?¢?r? (1237675 + 1237973 13 + 37 ) — 1092cgeqr’ r® (1237673 + 302 )g] + r3 7% (—161814 + 247671)
+273r1% (660788 + 2791271) + 278 r® (22234659 + 53494881) + 3r7r® (64672614 + 238114250)}. (57)

{[1092r5 (618819 + 1846215 1% + 18363r3rS + 6089r? ) (12 — 02)] + 731r12(6 + 1)

In the above equation, it is easy to see that the term in the square bracket involving (u? — ¢?) is positive with respect
to the bound state condition. The term in the square bracket involving ¢ is

[546c3e®q®r3 (1237675 + 1237973 13 + 3r0 ) — 1092cgeqri r® (1237673 + 312 )g]
= 546¢cgeqr? [12376r8 coeq + 123767712 cgeq — 2% 1237675 1% (1} 0) + 3rir? cgeq + 3r8 cgeq — 2% 3r% (r2 9)]. (58)

Considering the superradiance condition 0 < @ri < cgeq and r4 > r_, it is easy to check the above term is positive.
It is easy to see that the terms outside the two square brackets in the difference b}, — b}, are positive. Thus b}, > bl
and we have the following sign relation

sign(b1) = sign(by1). (59)
For the differences bj; — b}, and b}, — by, we have
, , 99r%

11— %0~ 7 _ p_
4R11 Ry
+[546c2e*q*r2 (176875 + 1771r3 7% + 3r%) — 1092¢seqrs r® (176812 + 3r2 )o] + 370r2(6 + 1)

(15675 (618819 + 1815675 r® + 17769r 7% + 580172 ) (1® — ¢?)] + r2r? (—6792 + 119771)

+67r8 7% (66336 + 196191) + 39r % (389188 + 1534771) + 3r%r? (5236464 + 17864231)}, (60)
33r4
by — bl T (102968 (154779 + 438615 18 + 41520318 4 131379 (12 — 02)]

8R19Ry
+[36036c2e2q?r? (442r8 + 44503 1% + 3r8 ) — 72072¢5eqr r? (44208 + 373 )g] + r3r!2(105419 + 157961)
+51877 7% (86744 + 365031) + 27 r? (201629 + 2064561) + 143r.° (1176187 + 4327461)
+2r327% (76753559 + 260709461) — 88r1°}. (61)
Using a similar way in proving b}, — b}, we can get the following two sign relations
sign(bi1) > sign(bio), sign(bio) > sign(by). (62)
The differences by — b can be obtained as follows,
5
by — by = $:Rs
+r4[132¢3e¢*r (221221077 + 225486315 7% + 4248617 r® — 167r" ) — 264ceqr r® (22122107
+42653r% r® — 167r% )g] + | r!?(5227753 + 5740001) + 1437 (15940879 + 54940821)
+55r3°r3 (28162775 + 110988821) + 2r197% (169113407 + 1509507231) + 27 r? (13964639 + 63619150)}.  (63)

{34327 (850859 + 227205r8 1 + 20279073 r® + 60642r° ) (u® — %)) — 140237, r!®

In the above equation, the term in the square bracket involving (u? — ?) is obviously positive. The term in the square
bracket involving ¢ can be treated as a linear function ¢g(g¢) with negative slope

[132¢Ze®qr7 (221221079 + 225486318 13 + 4248673 1% — 16777 ) — 264cseqr’r?® (221221075 + 4265373 r3 — 1671 )g]
= g(9). (64)
In the superradiant regime 0 < wr? < cgeq, g(v) is greater than g(cseq/r?). g(cgeq/r?) can be calculated as
132¢¢e?qr? (221221079, — 2169557rS r® — 4282073 r8 + 167r2)
= 132c3e®q’r}! (2212210 — 21695572 — 428202° + 1672°) = 132cie’¢*ri §(z), (0 <z =r_/ry <1).  (65)



From Fig.7 we can see §(z) is greater than 0 when 0 < z < 1.
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FIG. 1. §(z)/10°

So the term in the square bracket involving ¢ in the difference by — b} is positive. It is easy to see that the terms
outside the two square brackets in the difference by — b are positive. Thus by > by and we have the following sign
relation

sign(bg) > sign(bs). (66)

The differences b;,, — b, (i =2,...,7) are

9 7
by — b, = 4};;;2 : {[1029679 (4862r9. + 117817573 + 9539r3 7% + 26047 ) (1 — 02)]
+[3r4 (132ce’q*r7 (12641218 + 131859r r® + 535873 7% — 89r? ) — 264cseqryr® (12641215

+5447r% 73— 89r% )g)] + 3r (1073 r!2(78281 + 47781) + 143737 (723902 + 2352611) — 37917

+11742r3 (3056591 + 21177281) + r.r% (—5097436 + 147553911) + 2rSr? (2067013 + 5192751))}, (67)
3 9
Wy — by = —t {[196567% (4862r% + 100988 3 + 697172 1S + 164772 ) (1® — 02)]

¢ 4R:Rg
+14 [756cge?q*r? (126412r9 + 136461rS 12 + 9609r7 70 — 440r? ) — 1512cqeqrr? (126412rS

+10049r% r® — 440r% )] + r4 (4r% r1?(2647665 + 561971) + 917> (5476878 + 16908291) — 124740r"°
+3rS 72 (17188506 + 24136011) + 7ri*r® (—9401814 + 126783731) + r9r® (—131700942 + 692082111))}, (68)
by — b = 42;;*;5 {[2184r9 (2431r% + 3927r5 13 + 205873 7° + 38672 ) (1* — ¢%)]

+[r4 (84cge®q®r? (6320677 + 7091575 73 + 6961370 — 7487 ) — 168cgeqrs r® (6320675 + 77097 13
—7487%)9)] + r4 (r3r12 (1147509 — 83781) + 39r}° (624339 + 1844271) + 75 r? (5331078 + 4066071)

+r9r8 (9604746 + 28890831) + r1?r3 (—15469083 + 29419511) — 38619r1°)}, (69)
9 13
b — b T 16879 (170179 + 173917513 + 50281318 + 6507 ) (1% — 02))]

4~ ARsR,
+[r4 (84cge®q®r? (34034r7 + 39049rS 13 + 4003r3r® — 1012r? ) — 168cseqr’r® (34034rS
+50157% 72 — 101275 )g)] + 7y (1 1% (885447 — 275621) + 21737 (569799 + 1621671) — 8221575

+7Sr? (4448970 + 1737131) + ri*r® (—13174155 + 5297331) + 77 r® (—4043826 + 10018451))}, (70)
9 15
by — bl (11209 (30940r% + 867078 13 — 18751318 4 1172 (42 — ¢2)]

3 =
4R4R3
+[ri (42cie?q*r? (88407 + 973975 r3 + 4331378 — 466r°) — 84cgeqrt r® (884078 + 899r3r® — 46675 o)
+r4 (r3r!2(84387 — 65151) + r&r? (705807 + 122751) — 5ri2r3 (425247 + 188651)
+79 78 (—101757 + 722361) + 3r3° (487614 + 1346471) — 2504471°)}, (71)



9 17
by — bl = 4};% 479 (618819, — 3876rir?; + 123rir§ —5r2)(p? — 0?)]
[r+(14c§e2q2ri(1768r 9 +1553rS 7% —283r3 0% — 68r?) — 28cgeqrr? (176875 — 2151312 — 68r% )g)]
+r4 (rSr? (43365 — 1971) — 3r% 12(2227 + 1261) + 3rr% (10257 + 19671) — 3r*r? (53606 + 70131)
+71°(94182 + 254331) — 819r1_5)}. (72)

Using a similar way in proving by — bg, we can obtain the following sign relations
sign(bi11) = sign(b;), (i = 2,..., 7). (73)

Finally, we consider the difference of b, and b},

9 19
by — b = —ot {1272 (11912 — 204713 + 10573 S — 2002 ) (® — 02)]
8R2 Ry
+[3r (11975 — 857373 42009 ) (4cge*ri(rd + 1) — 8coeqrir 9)] + 3r4 (11978 — 85772
+20r8)(r¥ —r2)(=6r3r® — 9r® + 18 (154 41))}. (74)

The two square brackets in the above difference can be rewritten as

(1209 (11977 — 2047572 + 1057378 — 2002 ) (4? — ¢%)]

= 12r18(119 — 20423 + 1052° — 202° )( —0%) = 12r1+8(u2 — o3 g1 (), (75)
(374 (11978 — 85T3_ri + 2075 ) (4 gequTi(r_,_ +73) — 8666(]7”3_7’3 )]

= 3ry (11978 — 857373 + 20r% )dcgeqr? (coeq(ry +12) — 213 1% ¢). (76)

From Fig.(2)), we can see g (z) is greater than 0 when 0 < z < 1.

120L
100}
80
60
40l

201

02 04 06 08 10
FIG. 2. ¢1(z)
Given the bound state condition ¢? < u? and superradiance condition 0 < gr3 7 < cgeq, the two square brackets
. . are positive. Then the difference b}, — b} is positive. We have the following sign relation
sign(bz) > sign(b1). (77)

According to the results on signs and sign relations of coefficients (44)),[45)), [46)), (7)), (3], (G6).G9). (62), (66).(73).(77).

we conclude that the possible signs of the ordered coefficients (b1s, b17, ..., bp) are of the following forms

T T e Tl T i S i i N G o R R T T i R i s S SR
(++++++++++++++++———),(+++++++++++++++———7—),
(+,+, 4+ = = =) (s s s s s ),
(+++++ = = = = ) (s e s ),
(+:+++ - ), (e e —,—,—,—,—,—,—,—),
G T e i I e R i T —,—,—,—,—,—,—,—,—,—),
(s 4+ 4+ = — —,—,—,—7—,—,—,—7—7—,—),(+ +,+, +, +,—,—,—,—7—,—,—,—7—,—,—,—7—7—),
(it == = = = = = =, ). (T8)
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Note that the plus signs are always on the left of the minus signs.

Let’s recall the numerator C'(z) of the derivative of the effective potential in eq.. It is a polynomial of z with
real coefficients (b1g, b17, ..., b). According to Descartes’ rule of signs and the results in , we obtain that the sign
change in the sequence of the coefficients (big, b7, ..., bg) is always 1 and therefore there is at most one positive real
root for equation C'(z) = 0. That means there is at most one extreme for the effective potential outside the event
horizon r,. Based on the analysis of the asymptotic behaviors of the effective potential, we have already known
that there is one maximum outside the event horizon r; for the effective potential. So we conclude that there is no
potential well for the effective potential outside the horizon r and no black hole bomb exists for the six-dimensional
non-extremal RN black holes.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we analytically study the superradiant stability of the six-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole
under charged massive scalar perturbation. The analytic method is based on Descartes’ rule of signs. The equation
of motion of the minimally coupled scalar perturbation is Klein-Gordon equation. We decompose it into angular
and radial parts. From the radial equation of motion, we obtain the effective potential experienced by the scalar.
The necessary condition for the superradiant instability of the system is there exists a potential well for the effective
potential V. Based on the asymptotic analysis of the effective potential, we find that there is one maximum outside
the outer horizon for the effective potential. We then discuss the real roots of the derivative of the effective potential
V' with the analytic method based on Descartes’ rule of signs. It is found that the sign change of the numerator of
V' is always 1 and there is no potential well for the superradiant modes outside the outer horizon. No black hole
bomb exists for the system consisting of six-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole and charged massive scalar
perturbation, and the system is superradiantly stable.

According to the result of this work and the previous results on superradiant stability of higher dimensional
extremal and non-extremal RN black holes under charged massive scalar perturbation, it will be interesting to prove
that no black hole bomb exists for arbitrary D-dimensional non-extremal RN black hole under charged massive scalar
perturbation and the system is superradiantly stable.
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