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As shown by Marunovic and Murkovic [Classical Quantum Gravity 31, 045010 (2014)], nonminimal
d-stars, composite structures consisting of a boson star and a global monopole nonminimally coupled to
the general relativistic field, can have extremely high gravitational compactness. In a previous paper we
demonstrated that these ground-state stationary solutions are sometimes additionally characterized by
shells of bosonic matter located far from the center of symmetry [Phys. Rev. D 93, 044022 (2016)].
In order to investigate the question of stability posed by Marunovic and Murkovic, we investigate
the stability of several families of d-stars using both numerical simulations and linear perturbation
theory. For all families investigated, we find that the most highly compact solutions, along with
those solutions exhibiting shells of bosonic matter, are unstable to radial perturbations and are therefore
poor candidates for astrophysically relevant black hole mimickers or other highly compact stable

objects.
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I. BACKGROUND

Attempts to create stable solitonic solutions in the
context of general relativity go back to Wheeler in 1955
with the development of geons—solitonic objects comprised
of various fundamental fields coupled to gravity [1].
Although Wheeler’s geons proved to be unstable in general,
further work by Kaup [2] and Ruffini and Bonazzola [3],
lead to the discovery of the stable massive solitons today
known as boson stars [4].

Over the intervening years, boson stars and their descend-
ants have been invoked for a large variety of processes and
models including black hole mimickers [5,6], models of
neutron stars [5,7-10], binary systems [9], sources of dark
matter [11-16] and sources of gravitational waves [9,11].
Though boson stars are not known to exist in nature, the
simplicity of their matter model makes them a valuable tool
for qualitative analysis and for providing a simple first step
and test bed for more complex matter models [4,9].

Studies have demonstrated that boson stars are stable to
perturbations provided that the central density of the star
is sufficiently small [4,11,17-19]. However, without a
self-interaction term in the potential, the mass of the star
scales as m?/m (where m,, is the Planck mass and m is
the boson mass). For reasonable particle masses, this
results in stars with masses far below the usual
Chandrasekhar limit for fluid stars [4,20,21]. Thus, these
so-called mini-boson stars are useful primarily as a test
bed with their more specialized cousins (having, for
example, additional terms in the potential) being adapted
to various astrophysical situations [4].
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Whereas boson stars gain their stability through a
conserved charge and the interplay between pressure and
gravity, global monopoles are topologically stable [22-24].
Along with other topological defects such as textures,
domain walls, and strings, monopoles are expected to form
fairly generically when underlying field symmetries are
broken through early universe phase transitions which are
mediated by expansion and cooling [24].

In the case of the monopole, the simplest class of defect
consists of a scalar field triplet with a global O(3)
symmetry which is spontaneously broken to U(1) on a
noncontractible 2-surface. If the broken symmetry is local,
the resulting monopole is shielded by the Maxwell field and
has finite energy and extent. Conversely, if the field exhibits
a global symmetry, we find that the resulting energy is
linearly divergent in radius [22-25].

Although this divergence may seem somewhat problem-
atic, there are two important caveats. First, the energy
divergence cuts off upon encountering another monopole or
antimonopole. Second, in the context of general relativity,
the energy divergence has the simple effect of producing a
solid angle deficit spacetime along with a small effective
negative mass core, rather than more exotic features
[22,23,25,26]. As shown by Barriola et al. [22], we would
expect global monopoles and anti-monopoles to annihilate
extremely efficiently due to the fact that the interaction
strength between them 1is independent of distance.
Although this annihilation is avoided by local monopoles,
we expect a Hubble volume to contain only ~1 global
monopole at the present time due to the efficiency of this
interaction.
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Putting aside these considerations, when a global
monopole and boson star are combined, the result is a
novel object referred to as a topological-defect boson star or
“d-star.” Previously studied in [5,26-28], it was shown that
through nonminimal coupling and proper choice of inter-
action parameters, d-stars could be made extremely dense,
thereby potentially acting as mimickers of black holes or
other highly compact objects [5]. Subsequent in-depth
investigation of these objects revealed novel interactions
and ground state solutions [26]. When viewed as functions
of the boson star central density, these ground state
solutions are characterized by discontinuous changes in
the global properties of the system (mass, charge, etc.). To
better describe this behavior, we borrow the terminology of
statistical mechanics. In this analogy, the central density of
the boson star takes the place of the temperature, the
asymptotic mass takes the role of the energy and the mass
gap is similar to latent heat.

The discontinuous changes in global properties are
mediated by the appearance or disappearance of shells
of bosonic matter at characteristic radii which can be either
finite or infinite. We use the term asymptotic shell to refer
to any shell of matter which first appears far from the
coordinate origin as y(0) is increased past some critical
value and which subsequently vanishes when w(0) is
further increased past a second critical value. We refer to
those families of solutions with mass gaps (when the mass
is viewed as a function of the central density) as expressing
a first order phase transition. Those with discontinuities in
the derivative of the asymptotic mass or charge express a
second order phase transition. The interested reader is
directed to [26] for an in-depth review.

II. REVIEW OF STATIONARY D-STARS

We have previously solved the equations of motion
assuming stationary solutions, the harmonic ansatz for the
boson field and a hedgehog ansatz for the monopole fields
[26]. The solutions we discovered were characterized by a
series of discrete boson star central amplitudes, ¢ (0), about
which the character of the solutions changed discontinuously
in a manner analogous to a phase transition. In what follows,
we will use the same terminology and notation as our
previous paper [26], which is briefly reviewed below.

The parameter space we consider here is six-dimensional,
spanned by the central amplitude of the boson star, y(0), and
five coupling parameters: the solid angle defect, AZ, the
quartic global monopole potential parameter, 1, the quartic
boson star potential parameter, Ap, the global monopole
nonminimal coupling, &5, and the boson star nonminimal
coupling, £z. We fix the mass of the boson star field, m = 1,
and note that this sets the energy scale of the solutions.
We define a family of solutions to be the set of all ground state
solutions with common A, A, 15, £ and £p. As such, within
a given family, solutions can be indexed by the boson star
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FIG. 1. Asymptotic mass as a function of central amplitude for
a hypothetical family consisting of three branches. The first
branch consists of a single region while each of the subsequent
branches consist of two regions, the extent of which are delimited
by their mass turning points. Solid vertical lines denote the extent
of branches while regions within a branch are separated with
vertical dashed lines.

central amplitude, y(0), which is the only free parameter of
the family (see Fig. 1).

Due to the large parameter space associated with these
solutions, it was not feasible to perform a comprehensive
parameter space survey. Instead, as in [26], we focus on a
number of families of solutions which appear to capture the
novel behavior associated with the model. In subsequent
sections we deal with eight families of solutions whose
fixed parameters are given in Table I. For simplicity, the
boson star quartic self interaction coupling constant, Az, has
been set to 0 under the assumption that its primary effect
will be to produce more compact objects (while having

TABLE I. Families of solutions and their associated parame-
ters. Each family consists of a continuum of solutions labeled by
the central amplitude of the boson star. In particular, family &
corresponds to a family in the high compactness regime as
defined in [5]. Due to their relatively simple and illustrative
modal structure, families p; and p, are the only ones we explore
with perturbation theory.

Famlly AZ /’{B ;LG 58 éG
c 0.36 0 1.000 0 0
d 0.81 0 0.010 0 0
e 0.25 0 0.001 3 3
f 0.49 0 0.010 5 0
g 0.09 0 0.010 0 5
h 0.08 0 0.100 —4 5
D1 0.09 0 0.040 0 0
P2 0.25 0 0.040 0 0
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only a minor effect on the low density asymptotic shells
that we find). Those families that were investigated in [26]
were given identical designations.

We define a branch of a family to be the set of all
solutions in the family where the asymptotic mass, M,
is C! as a function of the central amplitude, w(0). Using
this definition, Fig. 1 provides a mass plot illustrating a
hypothetical family with three branches. We use the term
region to refer to the set of all solutions on a given branch
between extremal values of the asymptotic mass. Using our
previous example, the first branch of Fig. 1 consists of a
single region while the second and third branches each
consist of two regions.

As demonstrated in Fig. 2, which plots the asymptotic
mass, M, of a family of solutions, this mass parameter is
not in general a smooth function of the boson star central
amplitude, y(0), as would be expected for a fluid star. As
we construct families of stationary solutions by varying the
central amplitude of the boson star (keeping all other
parameters fixed) we find that when the central amplitude
is increased or decreased across a critical point y¢(0), a
shell of bosonic matter will either appear or vanish far from
the center of symmetry. As shown in [26], these shells of
matter may either appear suddenly at spatial infinity, or
gradually at a finite radius when the boson star is non-
minimally coupled to gravity.

As discussed in full detail in [26], these families of
solutions have features that are in many ways analogous to
critical points and phase transitions in thermodynamical
systems. When shells appear at infinity with finite mass, we
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FIG. 2. Asymptotic mass as a function of central amplitude for
family d. The lower panel shows an expanded view of the upper
plot highlighting the central structure. As demonstrated in [26],
the apparent discontinuities are genuine. These discontinuities
correspond to shells of bosonic matter of finite mass and particle
number appearing or disappearing at spatial infinity.

have a direct analogy with first order phase transitions with
y(0) taking the role of the temperature or pressure and the
mass gap being analogous to the latent heat. When the
transition is gradual, as in the case of nonminimal coupling,
we have a situation more analogous to second order, or
continuous, phase transitions.

III. OVERVIEW

In analyzing the stability of the boson d-star solutions,
we adopt a two pronged approach. First, we consider the
general nonminimally coupled case and perform dynamical
simulations of a number of families which seem to be
representative of the model as a whole. Specifically, from
these families we choose a few solutions from each branch,
perturb the solutions and follow the evolution of the
system, looking for growth of excited modes. Previous
studies have shown that stability transitions are confined to
turning points of the asymptotic mass or charge when these
quantities are viewed as functions of boson star central
amplitude [17-19,29]. We greatly simplify our investiga-
tion by considering only a small number of evolutions per
region and by assuming that the observed stability for these
simulations generalizes across the entire region.

Our second approach involves a detailed analysis of the
mode structure of the d-star solutions via linear perturbation
analysis. Due to the complexity of the resulting equations for
the nonminimally coupled case, we limit ourselves to the
investigation of the minimally coupled configurations.
Through an exhaustive investigation of two families, we
deduce a general mode structure which is in broad agreement
with the results of our dynamical simulations.

IV. MATTER MODEL

Following the prescription of Marunovic and Murkovic
[5], the dimensionless Einstein-Hilbert action (¢ = 1,
G = 1/8x) is given by

SEH:/dX4\/—_9§ (1)

while the actions for the boson star and global monopole are

Sy = / dx4\/:g[—%(vuw*)(vw) —Vy

+ %BR(‘P*‘P)] , 2)
2
o= [ g |- 5 (9.9 - Ve
R o)
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Here, ¥ is the complex boson star field, ¢ are scalar field
triplets comprising the monopole, V and V are the self
interaction potentials for the boson field and monopole fields
respectively, R is the Ricci scalar and £ and &; are the
nonminimal coupling constants. The stress-energy tensors
associated with the matter actions are

1o o, |
Tﬁy = EVMLP VDT +EVU‘P Vﬂ‘P

1 *
- Egm,(va‘l’va‘l’ + 2VB)
- 53 (G/,w + gﬂyvava - vyvu)qny*’ (4)

A? A?
T}?I./ = 7 vy¢avu¢a + 7 vu¢av;¢¢a

1
A 9w (A2va¢aVa¢a + 2VG)

2
- éGAz(G/w + gﬂl/v(lv” - vﬂvy)¢u¢a- (5)

We use the standard 3+1 decomposition where 4D
spacetime is foliated into a sequence of spacelike hyper-
surfaces, X,, such that each hypersurface of constant # has a
3-metric, y;;. Explicitly, the 4-metric takes the form

—a + B P )
L, = . 6
e ( pi Vij ( )

with a timelike normal, »n”, to the foliation, X,, given by

oo (1) o

Here, a and f3' are the usual lapse and shift respectively. We
impose spherical symmetry, and adopt polar-areal coordi-
nates such that the line element becomes

ds* = —a(t,r)*dt* + a(t, r)*dr?
+ r?(d6* + sin’0d¢?). (8)
Decomposing the boson field into a real and imaginary

part and taking the hedgehog ansatz for the monopole, the
matter fields and corresponding potentials are

¥ = g + i, ©)
7= (10)
Vo =20 at(g - 12 (1)

2
Vo= k) + L@ (12)

_B
4

Varying the actions with respect to the matter fields gives
the equations of motion for the matter:

V, Vigr = ¢roVy, — EgRipr. (13)
V. Vi, = ¢0V,, — EgRepy, (14)
V, Vi = ¢()X"’M +=1 2¢M —&Rpy.  (15)
where:
OV, = m’ g + 2p(df + ¢1)¢r.  (16)
Vg, = m*p; + dg(df + 911, (17)
oV = AcA 3 — 1)y (18)

We express the fields ¢4 = (¢g, ¢y, Ppr) in terms of their
conjugate momentum and spatial derivatives:

a
HA = aat¢A (19)

Dy = 0,05 (20)

Evaluating tensor components and simplifying, the equa-
tions of motion for the matter fields may be expressed as

Dpa  2Ppa
6tHR:—(§B¢RT+6¢RV)aa+6< : )+ @
@ 20
O, = —(Eppy T + 0,,V)aa + 9, < ;a> n r;a, (22)
D,a
oty = (ol + 25"+ 248 ) aa 1 0, (24%)
2B
it iy (23)
ar
@ 20
anp_a< P“>+ re (24)
a ra

Here, we have used the contracted Finstein equation
R = —T, and have incorporated a massless scalar field,
¢p, to facilitate perturbation of the stationary solutions. The
choice of polar-areal coordinates greatly simplifies the
Einstein equations and after a considerable amount of
manipulation we arrive at the form of the equations given
in Appendix A.

A. Boundary conditions

Given the hedgehog ansatz (10), ¢, is the magnitude of
the global monopole fields, ¢“, which are analogous to an
outward pointing vector field. As such, to maintain regu-
larity we must have ¢,, = 0, at the center of symmetry.
Further, as r — 0, regularity requires ¢g, ¢;, ¢p, g, I1;,
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Ip, a, and a be even functions of r (with a(¢,0) = 1) while
¢y and 11, are odd functions of r.

In the limit that » — oo, the boson star field exponen-
tially approaches zero while the global monopole transi-
tions to its vacuum state (¢pp — 0, ¢; = 0, ¢y = 1+
S ¢ir7h). Defining A by

- A2
A=-———, (25)
1+ EGA

and assuming a series expansion in 1/r, the metric
equations can be integrated to yield the following regularity
conditions as r approaches infinity [5,13]:

$r =1 =¢p =0, (26)
=1 ! 27
m”'_%M#0+QMy 27)
HR:H]:HPIHM:O, (28)
a—<1—5—%94ﬂ, (29)
r
a:(l—&—%gu? (30)

Here, M is a constant of integration proportional to the
ADM mass of a solid angle deficit spacetime as defined in
the next section.

B. Conserved and diagnostic quantities

The global U(1) invariance of the boson star field gives
rise to a conserved current,

i * *
Jﬂ :E(lp VM‘P—‘PV”‘P ),

- 81_71' (¢1V”¢R - ¢Rvﬂ¢1)’ (31)

with temporal component,

Jy = g (il = Ty, (32)

Associated with the current is a conserved charge,

N_/LMWMX (33)

with spatial gradient,

[\S}

;
o,N = B} ((/’1HR - ¢RHI)' (34)

Although the energy of the spacetime is linearly diver-
gent in r, it is possible to use the prescription of Nucamendi
et al. [25] to define an ADM-like mass, M spy;, for a solid

angle deficit spacetime as

1 e =
Mapm = = Lz (7“7bd - J’abVCd)

167(1 — A)
'Db(ycd)dsa'

(35)

Here 7., is a metric which is flat everywhere save a deficit
solid angle, and which is induced on all constant time
hypersurfaces, ¥,. D, is the associated connection and dS,
is the surface area element [25].

Evaluation of (35) using the asymptotic forms of the
metric functions (29)—(30) under the coordinate changes
prescribed by Nucamendi, yields

Mapm = M(1 = A)72, (36)
where M is defined as in (29). We further define a mass
function as

M@o:%u—a@oJ—AL (37)
My = r]ilgM(t, r), (38)

and use it to monitor energy conservation of the system. We
also use the above definition of M (¢, r) to define a measure of
the compactness of the system. Specifically, following
Marunovic and Murkovic [5], we define the compactness as

2M(t,r)

C(l‘, r) Em,

(39)

such that C(t,ry) — 1 indicates the development of an
apparent horizon at areal radius r,. Correspondingly, we
define the quantity C,,,, as

Crax = max(C(t,r)). (40)

For any given configuration of matter, then, C,,,, measures
the maximum compactness of the configuration.

V. DYNAMICAL SIMULATION

This section provides an overview of our evolution
scheme and associated numerics. Section VA details the
initialization of the metric and matter fields, while Sec. V B
introduces the finite difference discretizations used to solve
the equations of motion and describes the evolution
procedure. Section V C specifies the tests used to ensure
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convergence of our scheme. Finally, Sec. V D describes our
method of extracting stable and unstable perturbative
modes from the dynamical simulations.

A. Initial data

To initialize an evolution, the boson star fields, ¢, and ¢,
global monopole field, ¢,,, and metric fields, a and «a, are
interpolated to the evolution grid from a stationary solution
(computed using the methodology described in [26]) using a
high order interpolation scheme. Subsequently, we add a
small perturbation consisting of either a Gaussian pulse in the
massless scalar field, ¢p, or a rescaling of the matter fields.
Finally, the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints are re-
integrated to account for the perturbation and the system is
ready for evolution.

Specifically, when considering a case where the excited
modes are observed to grow slowly compared to the light-
crossing time of the star, the perturbation is set using a time-
symmetric massless scalar field pulse of the form

00 —aren (-Z20) e

0y

where a, 0, and r, determine the location and intensity of
the pulse at r = 0. A portion of this time symmetric pulse
implodes inward and excites perturbative modes in the
boson d-star before dispersing to infinity.

When the growth rate of the perturbative modes are large
compared to the scale of the star, this approach fails to
produce good results (e.g. the perturbations evolve into the
nonlinear regime before the perturbing pulse is able to
disperse). In this case, the truncation error induced by
restricting the stationary solutions to the evolution grid
(which is quite coarse compared to the one used to
determine the time-independent solutions) induces growth
modes over which we have very little control. These modes
quickly become the dominant source of perturbation and
hamper the extraction of useful information from the
simulations. To overcome this, we introduce a perturbation
by rescaling the matter fields as,

pi(x) = ¢i((1+ A)x). (42)

where 4 is taken to be a small number, typically on the order
of 1073, and reintegrating the Hamiltonian and polar slicing
condition. Here, x, is a compactified spatial coordinate as
will be discussed shortly. Although this form of perturba-
tion works well, it is decidedly less natural than perturbing
with an external matter field and we stick to the former
approach whenever possible.

B. Evolution scheme

We evolve the matter field quantities using (19)—(24) and a
second order finite difference scheme with Crank-Nicholson

differencing. To damp high frequency solution components
we add fourth order, temporally centered, Kreiss-Oliger
dissipation. Due to the global nature of the monopole field,
the need to evolve the simulations for many dynamical
timescales, and the fact that it helps in implementing the
r — oo boundary conditions, we adopt compactified coor-
dinates defined by:

., 0<x<l, (43)

where 1 is a positive real number that typically satisfies
1 <4 <100. Specifically, 4 is chosen so that all solution
features are well resolved with our choice of mesh spacing.
Since x compactifies the entire domain of r, this coordinate
change works in conjunction with our numeric dissipation
operators to suppress wave like oscillations far from r = 0.
This in turn permits us to forgo crafting outgoing boundary
conditions for our fields and instead impose trivial boundary
conditions corresponding to (26)—(30) at the x = 1 limit of
our domain. Care must be taken, however, to ensure that the
parity of functions at the origin is treated according to their
behavior in r rather than x.

As noted in Appendix A, it is possible to find an
expression for d.a independent of a. As such, we may
consider the equation for the metric as two initial value
problems rather than a coupled boundary value problem. In
practice, we find the most effective method of solving for
the metric functions is to integrate d,a fromx =0tox =1,
initialize « = 1/a at x = 1, and integrate d,a back to x = 0.

Although our overall evolution scheme is well suited to
the evolution of highly dynamical simulations, its utility for
investigating nearly stationary solutions and the growth of
perturbations is limited by the use of second order finite
difference operators. In particular, there are significant
restrictions on the period of time for which a simulation
may be run before dispersion becomes the dominant factor
limiting solution accuracy. The scheme was chosen for ease
of implementation, but fourth order finite difference or
spectral schemes would be far superior for the purpose of
resolving modes with very slow growth rates.

C. Convergence

To validate the stability of the evolution scheme and to
ensure that mass and charge are approximately conserved
for dynamic configurations, we choose initial data consist-
ing of a stationary solution perturbed by a large-amplitude
massless scalar field pulse at the origin. The mass energy of
the massless scalar field is a significant fraction of the total
mass energy of the system, so the system as a whole is
highly perturbed from stationarity. Specifically, the monop-
ole is nonstationary far from the origin due to its coupling
to the modified metric functions.

We demonstrate the convergence of our algorithm via the
evolution of slightly subcritical (i.e. slightly stronger initial
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perturbations would result in black hole formation), non-
minimally coupled, initial data. In verifying the validity of
our evolutionary scheme, we make use of the technique of
independent residual evaluators. This involves creating
alternative discretizations of the equations of motion
(EOM) which are then applied to solutions computed
via our evolutionary scheme. More explicitly, our evolu-
tionary scheme solves the difference equations,

D(u") - f" =0, (44)

where D is some nonlinear difference operator and u" and
f" are our discretized fields with grid spacing h. The
technique of independent residual evaluation involves
finding an alternative discretization, D, application of
which to our precomputed solution, ul, yields,

D'(u") — f" = 7. (45)
If # is observed to converge at order O(h?), it implies that
both D and D’ match to order O(h?) and provides
confidence—far beyond what can be achieved with stan-
dard convergence tests—that we are solving the correct
EOM. Figure 3 shows representative independent residual
convergence of strong field initial data for a range of grid
spacings while Figs. 4 and 5 plot conserved quantity
violations for the same solutions. From these plots, it
can be seen that the solution algorithm is convergent in the
strong field limit.

x1073
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FIG. 3. Convergence of the /,-norm of independent residuals
for the trace of the Einstein field equations (7 + R = 0) in the
case of a very strongly perturbed d-star. The residuals of the
higher resolution simulations are scaled by 16 and 256, respec-
tively such that overlap of the curves implies second order
convergence. This figure encompasses approximately 50 light-
crossing times or 20 periods of the central boson star
oscillation, 7gg.

x1073
O - »
14
Z,
<
94
hgi92 - 256
”””” hgoss - 16
—3 1 hsi2
T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20

FIG. 4. Convergence of charge conservation for strong field
data where the residuals of the higher resolution simulations have
been scaled such that overlap of the curves implies second order
convergence. The oscillation period of the unperturbed central
boson star is denoted 7pg.

D. Extraction of growth modes

The basic mechanics of a perturbation theory analysis
suggest an obvious means by which the stability of a
solution may be tested. By monitoring the growth rate of a
quantity which would remain constant were the solution
unperturbed, we can make a direct measurement of the
eigenvalue of the dominant mode. In the case of instability,
we expect to see exponential growth in the norm of the
perturbation. In contrast, the norm of a perturbed quantity

x1073
1 - A hgig2 - 256
= 097
a
<
=
<
—1-
—9 4
T T T T T
0 ) 10 15 20
t/TBs
FIG. 5. Convergence of mass conservation for strong field data

where the residuals of the higher resolution simulations have been
scaled such that overlap of the curves implies second order
convergence.
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which is stable should oscillate in time. In both cases, the
growth rate or period, respectively, may be determined by
appropriate fits to the perturbed quantity.

A note of caution is, however, warranted: the method
described above is only capable of determining a lower
bound for the instability of the system. It is entirely possible
for this method to miss unstable modes with eigenvalues
much smaller than those of the excited stable modes (in
which case the growth rate of the former is masked by
oscillations of the latter). In an effort to counter this
problem, we evolve the perturbed solutions for many
dynamical timescales as given by the lowest frequency
stable mode. This typically translates to hundreds of light-
crossing times and thousands of boson star oscillations.
Although we can never state with absolutely certainty that a
solution is stable, we will nonetheless use that terminology
when no growing modes are detected over such timescales.

Previous stability studies [17-19,29] have shown that
boson stars, like fluid stars, undergo stability transitions
only at solutions corresponding to extrema of the asymp-
totic mass, M, as is predicted by catastrophe theory. We
therefore work under the assumption that all sets of
stationary solutions in the same region (bounded by
extrema of M) exhibit similar stability properties. The
results of Sec. VII B serve to validate this assumption for
the minimally coupled case. The results presented in
Sec. VIL A are therefore derived from a small number of
simulations chosen to be representative of each region in a
given family. Typically, we perform between two and three
simulations for each region.

In our analysis we make extensive use of the Noether
charge as a stability diagnostic rather than using matter
fields or metric functions. Given (33), we see that the
Noether charge is a derived quantity, tied tightly to both the
metric functions and bosonic matter fields. As such, any
changes to those fields are immediately reflected in the
Noether charge, making it an ideal quantity for monitoring
stability and for comparing the form of excited modes to
those predicted by perturbation theory.

VI. LINEAR PERTURBATION THEORY

Proceeding in standard fashion, we decompose the
perturbed solution, f(¢,r), into a stationary component
and an integral over Fourier modes:

Fer) = folr) + / “Hrperap. o)

We substitute f(z,r) = fo(r) + e5f(r)e" into the equa-
tions of motion and expand to linear order order in €. By
doing so, we reduce our system of PDEs to a system of
ODEs that represents the growth rate of various modes and
that constitutes an eigenvalue problem in 2. In general, this
system cannot be solved for all values of #?> while retaining
conservation of our conserved quantities; for most values of

[, the solution obtained implies that the integral of the
various conserved quantities is time dependent. For those
countable number of modes that do satisfy the requisite
boundary conditions for the conserved quantities, those
with % > 0 will be stable while those with > < 0 will be
unstable.

Following Gleiser and Watkins [18], we transform to a
set of variables (u(t,r), v(t,r), wg(t, 1), w;(t,r), ¢(t,r))
defined by:

a=e'?, (47)
a=e"?, (48)
W= e (wg + iy)), (49)
by = 9. (50)

The derivation and final form of the perturbation equations
have been relegated to Appendix B due to their significant
complexity.

A. Solution procedure

Even in the minimally coupled case, finding solutions to
(B13)—(B18) proves to be quite challenging. Examination
of the regularity conditions at the origin reveals that the
appropriate degrees of freedom in the problem are given by
B, Swr(r)l,—o» yi(r)],—o and 0,8¢(r)|,_o. Due to the
linearity of the problem, we are free to set Syg(r)|,_o = 1
and the equations therefore constitute an eigenvalue-
boundary value problem in the remaining degrees of
freedom. In general, for inexactly chosen boundary values
and /%, the matter and metric functions may only be
integrated to a finite distance from the origin before the
solution becomes pathological. As such, we cannot use, for
example, gradient descent techniques to tune these param-
eters and instead turn to an iterative shooting method [26].

We expect that each successive mode of solutions to
(B13)-(B18) will develop an additional node in each of the
field variables. Correspondingly, we choose a trial value of
/? (manually due to the difficulty encountered automating
the process) and set 6¢(r) = 0. Once the fields have been
initialized, we shoot on &y;(r)|,_, for Sy and Sy, holding
o¢ fixed until the bosonic fields are well behaved far from
the origin. We then fit a decaying tail to oy, and dy;, and
shoot on 9,(6¢)|,_, holding the bosonic fields fixed. This
shooting procedure is repeated several times until approxi-
mate convergence is achieved. Finally, we examine 6N o
and adjust 8%, repeating the entire shooting procedure until
a solution is found with 6N, ~ 0 to within tolerance
(typically 0.05 of the maximum value of SN(r) is suffi-
cient). This process of determining initial data in compac-
tified coordinates x is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Upon achieving the desired tolerance, the approximate
solution is used as an initial guess for a boundary value
problem solver based on the collocation library TWPBVPC
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Algorithm 1. Iterated Shooting Procedure.

initialize background fields on the compactified grid x
initialize 5¢(x) to 0
initialize Sy (x) and Sy;(x) to O
while 6N, > 0 do
choose f>
while solution non-convergent do
hold 6¢(x) fixed
shoot for Sy y(x) and Sy (x)
fit tail to Syg(x) and Sy (x)
integrate 5v(x), 6u(x) and SN to
asymptotic region

hold Sy (x) and Sy, fixed
shoot for 5¢(x)
fit tail to 5¢(x)
integrate 5v(x), Su(x) and 6N to
asymptotic region
end while
end while

[30]. If the initial guess is sufficiently close to the true
solution, the solver converges quickly, resulting in a solution
which is accurate to within tolerance (typically 1072 or
better). By slowly adjusting the central amplitude, y(0), of
the stationary solution and using the previous solution to the
perturbative equations as an initial guess, we can use the
process of continuation to investigate the development of
the mode throughout a branch of a family. [31].

As discussed in Sec. V, we only perform 2 or 3
evolutions per region to assess dynamical stability. In
contrast, the process of continuation gives a much more
comprehensive view of the mode structure within a region.
By repeating this procedure on every branch and near every
extremal point of M, (including discontinuities), we can
achieve an accurate picture of the mode structure of the
family under investigation.

Note also that, due to the presence of asymptotic shells of
matter which are present in some of these solutions,
traditional shooting techniques may fail to adequately
resolve the perturbed boson fields. The inability of double
precision shooting to provide an adequate initial guess to
the TWPBVPC based solver may be resolved, to some
degree, through the use of extended precision integrators or
through the use of our multiprecision shooting method
[26]. Even then, we find that perturbative solutions in the
presence of an asymptotic shell are quite difficult to find
without the aid of continuation.

B. Convergence

As with the dynamical evolutions, we verify the con-
vergence of our perturbative solutions via an independent
residual convergence test. In this case, as in [26], care must
be taken when computing these residuals due to the method
by which TWPBVPC determines solutions. By default,

x107°
8 N
/\ hogss - 16
[ A | hyg24 - 4
6 - \ 1024
/ hsi3
2 4]
<
=
E 2 . )
= .
Q \ A
o | Y
0 { L e
—92 ‘1‘
_4 -
T T
101 10! 10°

r

FIG. 6. Convergence of independent residuals for 64 from
family p, for a stable mode corresponding to y(0) = 0.030 and
? ~3.21 x 107°. Here we plot the scaled residuals of the metric
function evaluated on grids of 2049, 1025 and 513 points using a
second order finite difference scheme for the independent
residual evaluator. With the scaling given in the figure, overlap
of the curves implies second order convergence.

TWPBVPC attempts to minimize solution error with a
deferred error correction scheme that uses a combination of
high order discretizations and allocation of additional grid
points in the vicinity of poorly resolved features. Although
these properties are invaluable for producing high quality
solutions, they serve to increase the effective resolution and
convergence order of a solution, making independent
residual convergence difficult to verify. Consequently,
Fig. 6 demonstrates the convergence of our collocation
code with deferred error correction disabled.

VII. RESULTS

Section VII A presents the results of our dynamic
simulations and summarizes the regions of stability found
for the families of Table I. Section VII B summarizes the
results of our perturbation theory analysis for families p;
and p,. We derive a more complete picture of the modal
structure for these families and provide important insight
into the stability of other families of initial data. Finally,
Sec. VIIC compares the results from dynamical simula-
tions and perturbation theory for family p;, demonstrating
the broad equivalence of the two methods.

A. Dynamical simulations

Using slightly perturbed stationary solutions as initial
data, 2 or 3 long time simulations for each region of each
family in Table I were performed and the growth of
perturbations in N, Y¥*, ®,,, a, and @ were monitored.
Simulations exhibiting collapse, dispersal or nonstationary
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remnants were deemed unstable. Conversely, those show-
ing oscillation about the stationary solutions with an
oscillation magnitude set by the size of the initial pertur-
bation were deemed stable. Again, we assume that the
stability properties of all configurations in a given region
are the same but perform a minimal validation of this
assumption by performing at least 2-3 simulations per
region.

In the interest of minimizing errors originating from our
use of a dissipative second order code, these representative
simulations were performed only near the centers of
regions, fairly distant in parameter space from turning
points of the mass and from branch jumps. In the case of
regions with asymptotic shells, we concentrated our sim-
ulation efforts on areas where the d-stars were reasonably
compact. In doing so, it was possible to uniformly excite
modes and ensure that the light-crossing times for the
compact objects were much less than the simulation time.

Figures 7-15 are composite plots showing both the
asymptotic mass, M, and maximum compactness, C.x
as a function of boson star central amplitude for the families
listed in Table I. Regions highlighted in gray are stable under
small radial perturbations while regions outside the gray
shading are unstable. The data points plotted here are drawn
from our calculations of stationary solutions, not the much
more sparsely sampled dynamical simulations. As noted
above, the stability of each region was determined using far
fewer simulations than there are points on the graph.

Special attention should be paid to Fig. 7 which shows
the asymptotic mass, maximum compactness and regions
of stability for the case of the mini-boson star. For mini-
boson stars themselves, it is the region before the first
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(’ maax
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0.2 -
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0.0 1

FIG. 7. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for the family of mini-boson stars (minimally coupled
boson stars in the absence of a global monopole). The region of
stability is denoted in gray. Dashed lines show turning points of
the mass.
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FIG. 8. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family ¢ (A% = 0.36, 15 = 1.000, &5 = 0, & = 0).
The region of stability is denoted in gray. Dashed lines show
turning points of the mass.

turning point in the mass that is stable [18,19]. In all d-stars
investigated, the stable region, when it exists, corresponds
to the region immediately before the first turning point on
the final branch (where y(0) assumes its largest values).
Since we have previously shown that this final branch has
no shells of bosonic matter far from the origin [26], we find
that, for all families of d-stars so far investigated, regions of

1 7 =
= 04
—1 1
0.010
0.2 4
28 0.0 4 \\u/// - 0.005 £
O
—0.2 ‘\/\\"‘ j\/’\&— 0.000
5x1072 6 x 1072
$(0)

FIG. 9. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family d (A? = 0.81, 1 = 0.010, & = 0, &; = 0).
No region of stability is found. Dashed vertical lines show turning
points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote boundaries of
solution branches. Here and in the next two plots the bottom
panel shows a zoomed-in view of a portion of the data in the
top panel.
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FIG. 10. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family e (A% = 0.25, A = 0.001, & = 3, &6 = 3).
The region of stability is shown in gray. Dashed vertical lines
show turning points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote
boundaries of solution branches.

stability are confined to boson-starlike branches without
asymptotic shells.

B. Linear perturbation theory

In performing our perturbation theory analysis, we have
restricted our investigation of d-stars to two minimally
coupled families of solutions designated as p; and p, in
Table I. These families were chosen for two primary
reasons. First, they have relatively simple branching
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FIG. 11. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-

ness plot for family f (A% = 0.49, A = 0.010, &5 = 5, £; = 0).
The region of stability is shown in gray. Dashed vertical lines
show turning points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote
boundaries of solution branches.
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FIG. 12. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family g (A2 = 0.09, A = 0.010, &5 = 0, &; = 5).
No region of stability is found. Dashed vertical lines show turning
points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote boundaries of
solution branches.

structures (shown in Figs. 14 and 15) and this simplifies
the perturbation analysis. Second, the two families are very
close to one another in parameter space, yet have different
numbers of solution branches. Correspondingly, their
analysis yields clues as to how the modal structure changes
as we vary parameters other than the family parameter,
y(0). For comparison purposes, we also include the results
of perturbation theory applied to the case of minimally
coupled mini-boson stars.
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FIG. 13. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family 7 (A% = 0.08, 1 = 0.10, & = —4, £ = 5).
No region of stability is found. Dashed vertical lines show turning
points of the mass.
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FIG. 14. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family p, (A? = 0.09, 1; = 0.04, &5 = 0, &; = 0).
The region of stability is shown in gray. Dashed vertical lines
show turning points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote
boundaries of solution branches.

Plots displaying the modal structure for families p; and
P> as well as for mini-boson stars are shown in Figs. 16-20,
which plot eigenvalues, 42, as a function of the boson star
central amplitude, y(0). Stable regions have only modes
with % > 0 while unstable regions have modes both with
? >0 and ? < 0. Note that the complete spectral struc-
tures are not shown. Rather, only the first few modes (the
least stable) are displayed in each case.

2.0 :[— 0.30
1.5 1

1.0 1

0.5 1
:§ 0.0 1 \W - 0.15

—0.5 1

Y
( max

—1.0 1

].5—Fﬁ%ﬁhﬁk\\\“xjxh’\//”\:

-2.0
10—*

102 107
$(0)

FIG. 15. Combined asymptotic mass and maximum compact-
ness plot for family p, (A? = 0.25, 1 = 0.04, &5 = 0, &; = 0).
The region of stability is shown in gray. Dashed vertical lines
show turning points of the mass while solid vertical lines denote
boundaries of solution branches.
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FIG. 16. Eigenvalues for the family of mini-boson stars. The
modal structure shown here contrasts with behavior presented in
Figs. 17-19 for minimally coupled d-stars. Note that at each
turning point of the mass (vertical black dashed lines), a stable
mode transitions to unstable. Here, and in subsequent plots,
eigenvalues, ﬁz, are shown as functions of sinh (/1/]2) to better
display the overall modal structure: the magnitude of > varies
greatly so 4 is chosen on a plot-by-plot basis to more clearly show
the overall behavior of the eigenvalues.

In Figs. 17-20 we follow the convention of the previous
sections and display the locations of branch transitions
(corresponding to discontinuities in the mass and Noether
charge) as black vertical lines while extrema of the mass are
given as black dashed vertical lines. We observe that
stability transitions within a branch occur at these extremal
points as predicted by catastrophe theory [19,29].

Near the branch transitions, the eigenvalues of many
modes appear to become degenerate, and neither our
collocation or evolutionary codes are capable of investigat-
ing these regions in much detail. What is obvious, however,
is that there is a well resolved unstable mode which persists
across all but the final branch of families p; and p,. The
presence of this unstable mode indicates that stable
solutions exist only on the final branch, in perfect agree-
ment with our dynamical simulations.

The lack of resolution resulting from the eigenvalue
degeneracies in the vicinity of the branch transitions
somewhat complicates the interpretation. We thus present
a heuristic argument to build up a generic picture of the
mode transitions. Recall from [26] that each branch
transition before the mass turning point corresponds to
the formation of a bosonic shell at infinity. This shell then
migrates inward as the family parameter, y(0), is increased.
Each branch transition after the mass extrema then corre-
sponds to the disappearance of a bosonic shell at infinity
after it migrates outward.
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FIG. 17. Eigenvalues of family p, as a function of the boson

star central amplitude, y(0). Note the apparent discontinuities in
the eigenvalues near branch transitions. In these regions, the
eigenvalues become near-degenerate and our solutions are no
longer convergent. Our observations, however, are consistent
with the stable eigenvalues approaching > = 0 at the branch
transitions. Note also that there are an infinite number of
stable modes in each region; here we have plotted only the first
three.
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FIG. 18. A more detailed view of the central region of Fig. 17

for family p,. Interestingly, the central branch is composed of
four regions (rather than two), with the first and last correspond-
ing to shells very far from the origin. Unfortunately, the
eigenvalue degeneracy prevents us from investigating these
regions in detail, but it is regardless evident that the unstable
modes persist through these regions (with the potential exception
of the very last region where we were unable to resolve any
perturbations).
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FIG. 19. Eigenvalues of family p, as a function of the boson
star central amplitude, w(0). The additional two branch tran-
sitions have split the second branch of family p, into three
distinct regions (see Fig. 17). Note that the region after the final
branch transition is qualitatively very similar to that of mini-
boson stars as shown in Fig. 16. As for family p,, it can be seen
that the central branches exhibit turning points in the mass
corresponding to shells very far from the origin.
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FIG. 20. Expanded view of Fig. 19 showcasing details that
were poorly resolved in the original plot. Our simulation data is
consistent with the eigenvalues of the poorly resolved modes
approaching 0. As for family p;, it can be seen that the central
branches exhibit turning points in the mass corresponding to
shells very far from the origin. Unfortunately, the extreme length
scales in these solutions, coupled with the eigenvalue degeneracy
of the stable modes, prevents us from examining these regions in
more detail.
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In the case of families p; and p,, the first and final
transitions can be identified with the appearance and
disappearance of the first shell of matter. For family p,,
the second and third transitions can likewise be identified
with the appearance and disappearance of a second shell of
matter. As noted above, family p; is very close to
developing additional branch transitions similarly to family
p,. For a marginally larger value of A2, family p, would
have a degenerate transition corresponding to a shell of
matter which appears suddenly at infinity and then immedi-
ately vanishes as the family parameter, y(0), is increased.
We can, in fact, see evidence of this behavior in Fig. 17 and
idealized in Fig. 21 where the eigenvalues of the stable
modes dip down toward 0 near the mass extrema.

This degenerate transition would split the transitioning
mode into a stable and unstable region as shown in Fig. 22.
As A? is increased further, the degeneracy is resolved, and
we gain a new unstable mode corresponding to the new
shell of matter as shown in Fig. 23. Given that there is still a
mass extrema between the branch transitions, we will
additionally have a new transitioning mode which changes
from stable to unstable in accordance to catastrophe theory
[19,29]. The final picture is then a series of stable
eigenvalues between each branch transition joined via
unstable modes in the manner depicted in Fig. 23.

C. Comparison of methods

Using the method of Sec. VII A, we extract the eigen-
values of the most unstable modes of the dynamical
simulations for family p; and plot them against the results

4 -
27 A
T
?\
= 0
5
—9
_4 . \_/
T T T
1072 1077 107° 10°% 107! 10!
¥(0)
FIG. 21. Idealized plot of eigenvalues highlighting the under-

lying structure of family p;. Here we plot stable modes in black,
unstable modes in blue and modes which undergo a stability
transition within a branch in orange. Note in particular how in a
family “close” to developing an additional branch transition, the
eigenvalues “near” where the transition would develop become
increasingly degenerate.
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FIG. 22. Idealized plot of eigenvalues in the case of a

degenerate branch transition. The transitioning mode has been
split into a stable and unstable branch. As before, we plot stable
modes in black, unstable modes in blue and modes which
undergo a stability transition within a branch in orange.

predicted by perturbation theory in the previous section. In
Fig. 24, eigenvalues from individual dynamical simulations
are shown as blue circles while the eigenvalues from
perturbation theory are shown in red.

Examining Fig. 24, we can see that the perturbation
theory and the dynamical simulation are in agreement for
the majority of the parameter space. An interesting issue,
however, arises just before the final branch. In this region,
the dynamical simulations suggest the existence of a stable
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FIG. 23. Idealized plot of eigenvalues highlighting the under-

lying structure of family p,. As A is increased further relative to
p1, the degeneracy of Fig. 22 is resolved, and we gain a new
branch of stable and unstable modes corresponding to the new
shell of matter.
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FIG. 24. Mass and mode structure for family p,. The asymp-
totic mass and eigenvalues measured via perturbation theory are
shown in black and red as in Fig. 17. Eigenvalues measured
directly from dynamical simulation are shown as blue diamonds.
In the second branch, the blue diamonds indicating the existence
of an oscillatory mode with > > 0 do not correspond to any
perturbative mode that we were able to identify.

oscillatory mode and the absence of the unstable mode
found through perturbation theory.

This discrepancy is likely the result of two confounding
factors. The first is that, in the region under consideration,
the growth rate of the modes is extremely small
(JA*] £ 1 x 107®) so that the presence of an excited oscil-
latory mode could easily overwhelm the signal. If we were
to integrate these solutions for a sufficiently long period of
time, it seems likely that it would be possible to resolve the
unstable eigenvalues. Unfortunately, the limited nature of
our second order finite-difference based dynamical code
makes maintaining temporal coherence for sufficiently long
periods of time impractical. The second factor is that the
oscillatory modes observed in this region are not purely
oscillatory and instead decay slightly with time. As shown
in Appendix B, however, the Hermitian character of this
system requires that perturbations are either purely oscil-
latory or exponential in character. It seems likely that the
oscillatory signals in these regions correspond to perturba-
tions qualitatively close to those on the final branch which
only nearly satisfy (B13)-(B18).

In addition to comparing the eigenvalues f2, it is possible
to compare the profiles of the perturbations directly. Recall
that for perturbations near the stationary solutions [for a
given stationary field f(z, r)] we have

f(t.r) = folr) +6f(r)e?”, (51)
0.f « 5F. (52)

As such, we may find an approximation to the Noether
charge perturbation by taking the time derivative of the
Noether charge. Doing so for families p; and p,, we find
quite good agreement even for solutions with fairly distant
bosonic shells.

VIII. SUMMARY

We have addressed the question of boson d-star stability
and suitability as black hole mimickers proposed by
Marunovic and Murkovic in [5]. Through simulations of
a diverse families of initial data, we have demonstrated that
regions of stability, where they exist, are confined to the
boson-starlike final branch of a given family in both the
minimally coupled and nonminimally coupled case.

We have verified this result in the case of minimally
coupled families through a fairly comprehensive mode
analysis of two families of initial data (p; and p,) which are
close to one another in phase space. This analysis supports
the results of our dynamical simulations with both pertur-
bation theory and direct simulation being in broad agree-
ment. The only exception to this is in regions where the
magnitude of the unstable eigenvalues are small. Our
evolutionary code is ill suited to investigate these regions.

We observed how the number of branches and asymp-
totic shells change as the solid angle deficit, AZ, is changed
between these two families. By analysing the differences in
mode structure between families p; and p, we propose a
mechanism by which the mode structure changes in
response to the appearance or disappearance of an asymp-
totic shell of bosonic matter.

Overall, our results are consistent with the interpretation
that the highly compact solutions discovered in [5] are
unstable. As a result, these solutions are likely poor
candidates for astrophysically relevant compact objects.
Finally, we observe that the novel solutions with shells of
bosonic matter far from the origin discovered in [26] are
likewise unstable.
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APPENDIX A: EQUATIONS OF MOTION

We start with the 341 equations in polar-areal coor-
dinates and take T, to be the combination T, = Tﬁ,, +
T,?,, as defined in (4)—(5). In this gauge, the evolution of the
metric function, a, is governed by

_ T,ar

d,a = , Al
1 3 (A1)

the Hamiltonian constraint is
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2ro,.a
—r=1- _ A2
P a” + 2 ( )

and the slicing condition takes the form

20,0 — 2rad,.a

T
+<aT,,—a ”>r2+za(a2—1). (A3)
a

a

Note that (A1) is redundant but provides a useful nontrivial
consistency test for the system. In both the evolutionary and
stationary cases, the Hamiltonian constraint and polar-areal
slicing condition may be arranged to give explicit expres-
sions for d.a and o,a, respectively. In this form, the
Hamiltonian constraint is completely independent of a,
and the constraints may be independently integrated.
Moreover, since the constraints are first order in r, no
boundary value solver is needed.

To simplify the resulting equations, we define the
following quantities:

e ey )
Ay = (far + hi®)Es + EaD PPy, (AS)
A= (Ballx + dT1)Es + E8uTly, (AG)

5=242M,7L. (A7)

Upon substitution of (A4)—-(A7) into (A1)-(A3), we find
the following equations for a and a:

286028 ra(dy 0,10y + 11y, D))
B B
n 285lra(llg®g +11,D; + o, Mg + ¢;0,11;)
o
_20ra(EaA%guTly +Ep(PrTTg +¢411;))0,a
oa
n {ra(lg®p 4 T1,P; + Ay, Py +T1,Pp)
6 9

d,a

(A8)

40,0 2 2
ra3_ }’2

2 2
{—2v 2 gﬁM
.

2a
1
+ (—(cb%e + @F + 10 + 107 + @ + 113
+A%[@F, + IT}]) — 4(pr0,Pr + ¢,0,P;
+®@% + ©F)ép — 4(hy0, Py + @) A%
8A, 4A,0,a 4A,0.a

r a a

(A9)

Ja ada « a n
ar  ar P2 ar
n (proMg + 10,11 Ep + A2EGehy 0,11y
a
" alp(—pgo, Pp + I — OF)

a2

n alp(—¢0,®; + 117 — @F)

612

N Al A% (—gpy0,@) + 113, — D))

a2

4A A
iy (1]
ar a a

—aV —

(A10)

APPENDIX B: LINEAR PERTURBATION
THEORY EQUATIONS

Following the decomposition of Sec. VI, we write the
boson star field, ¥, as

Y = e @ (yp + iy;) = g + iy, (B1)
Qr(r,t) = cos (wt)yg(r,t) + sin (wt)y,;(r, 1), (B2)
1(r, 1) = cos (wt)y;(r,1) = sin (wt)yr(r. 1), (B3)

and perturb about the stationary solutions ug(r), vo(r),
wo(r) and ¢y(r):

u(r.1) = po(r) + edu(r)e™. (B4)
v(r,t) = vy(r) + edu(r)e, (B3)
wr(r.t) = wo(r) + edyg(r)e’, (B6)
wi(r.1) = oy (e, (B7)
Pua(r.1) = o(r) + edp(r)e. (BS)

Expanding the equations of motion to first order in e, we
find a complicated set of equations for linearized non-
minimally coupled perturbations. To reduce the complexity
of these equations, we restrict ourselves to the minimally
coupled case (&g = 5 = 0) whereby the stationary sol-
utions satisfy:

yy  (m* 0,
a’”‘):(( 4 T 2 T V0

JGA“(T% - 1>2>eﬂ0 L 2200

2
(aruzfoV) L1 (@ e

r

+ , (B9)

024008-16



STABILITY OF NONMINIMALLY COUPLED TOPOLOGICAL- ...

PHYS. REV. D 109, 024008 (2024)

o= ((55-(5 55
_AaANgE = DY, A7)

4 2
L@ v;)) L+ (%5 = 1)er

r

. (B10)

(B11)

2
0o = AGAX (P — o)et +

arﬂO arl/O 2
-
+ ( B D) r r¢0’

(B12)

and the equations for the perturbed quantities reduce to the
following:

1 op — 6 z 0
0,0N = 72 e3(Ho—v0) <% + <w5WR - %) 1;/0> .

(B13)

2A2
0,61 = ((AGM (% — o) + ¢°> 8¢

AgWy m*  w*\ , ANE-1
+( y T\a et

2o (g3~ 1) :
+ 2= s+ dpow —

w? WO
+<<m2 —l—%)&//,g W )1//0) etor

+ rAz(ar¢0)(ar5¢) + r(arll/O)(ar&//R)7

4A ¢0>5¢

}"

5 (ont(g3 - 1+ M=

w oy

(B14)

0,60 = <<2AGA4(¢0 - }) -
,,
+2mPy} + /131113) 51— 2(Agyg

+m2y/0)51//R> efor + 0,6u, (B15)

4
0royg = (arﬂo — 0,1 — —) 9,6y
r

(aréﬂ - 5r51/)arl//0 <(5V - 5:“)5021//0
+ 17
2 ev
+(m?* + 3Apy§)owg + (m*yo + Agy) o
)
(0 + B )5WR> oo,

N[ =

+

206y —

+

= (B16)

2oy =+ (o0 — 0.0 — ) 0,6
oY 2 rHo Yo r roY

o> + p?
+ <<m2 + Apwh — 7( o )>5l//1

o (Op = dv)yo | 2056w\
2et0 e ’

4
( rHo — arIJO - ;) ar5¢
+ <<1GA2(3¢% -1)+ g) o¢

+(AGA2<¢O do) + ¢°) ’

_ ﬂ25¢> et + (aré,u B arél‘/)arqﬁo .
e

(B17)

Rop =

l\)l'—‘

> (B13)

Given that the deviations from the stationary solutions
given by (B13)-(B18) involve perturbations of three
dynamic fields (with the metric perturbations having no
dynamic freedom of their own), it is not immediately
obvious that the perturbations should be purely exponential
or oscillatory in time. For example, one could imagine
perturbations involving under or over damped oscillations
corresponding to complex 3>. Here, we follow the work of
Jetzer [32], and demonstrate that a set of equations
equivalent to (B13)—(B18) may be written in the following
form,

Lif; = —p2etG,f,

ijhj

(B19)

where L;; is a Hermitian differential operator, f; is the
solution Vector and G;; is a diagonal matrix. It then follows
that the eigenvalues of the above pulsation equation (for %)
are purely real. As before we expand our fields about the
stationary solutions, but do not yet enforce exponential
time dependence:

p(t,r) = po(r) + edu(t, r), (B20)
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v(t,r) = vo(r) + edu(t, r), (B21)
wr(t,r) = wo(r) + edyg(t 1), (B22)
wi(t,r) = ewo(r)d,(t,r), (B23)

d(t.r) = o(r) + €dp(t. ). (B24)

Substituting these expressions into the equations of
motion for the fields and metric and truncating to linear
order in the perturbation, we find a coupled system of
perturbation equations. In particular, the equation G,; =
T,, produces the following simple expression for Ju:

9,0 = r(A*(9,5¢)(0,40) — (9,8 1) wiw
+(0,90) (Owr))-

With the substitution

(B25)

oy = 0,6y, (B26)

(B25) becomes a total derivative with respect to time and
may be integrated to give,

S = r(A%(8¢)(9,4h0) + (8wr)(9,yo)

B27
~(@y3)0,57). 527

We may also obtain an expression for v by solving the
perturbed G,, = T, equation for dv and substituting the
relevant expressions for 8y, Sy, 02y, 02¢hy, 0,40, and 0,

re”O/lGA4(¢(2) - 1)20r5l/71 2()%51;/1
UV —= — -

2w w
220 (9,50
4 AZ <5¢(ar¢0)r_M>
rw
4 2.2
T et (i _ (AW +2m Wo)r) 0,60,
re 2w

- 4
— roy;(0,60) + (’” 9,y + ll/—> 27
0

200 1\, N\ et
2 < (ﬂ + —> 3,801, + a%&,/,) .
Wo r wer’

(B28)

With the perturbed metric functions now defined solely
in terms of the stationary solution and perturbed matter
fields, we find expressions for 028wy, 0;50; and 026¢
through substitution. At this stage, the perturbation equa-
tions consist of three second order expression in f; =
(Swg, 0,00, 5¢) with all time derivatives appearing as
second order expressions. Substituting:

8 (r.1) = &ip (r)e™. (B29)

5WR(r’ t) = 5WR(r>eiﬂt7 (B3O)

Sp(r,t) = 5¢(r)e”, (B31)

we may write our coupled perturbation expressions as,

I:ij/ = _ﬂzello—yofj,

(B32)

where L, ; 1s a second order, non-Hermitian operator of the
following form:

o i) J
a?‘f'algﬁ‘bl CIE—’—dl ey
J o J
C2;+d2 W—Q—azg—f—bz h2
foa J
e3 hs et azs +bs

(B33)

Here, all subscripted quantities should be understood to be
functions of r. The goal is now to find a diagonal matrix, M;;,
such that L;; = M,-kﬁkj is a Hermitian operator of the form

IM2+B —2C,+ D, E,
C,\24+D, 2IM,2+B, H, . (B34)
E, H, §M3%+B3
and
M, 0 0
0 0 M,

Fortunately, this turns out to be a well-defined problem and
the M;’s and C; take the form:

M, = rPexlvoro), (B36)
M, = rreitommly, (B37)
My = r2A2exo=o) (B38)
C, = 2wriy et (B39)

while the remaining terms are sufficiently cumbersome that
it is not particularly enlightening to write them out
explicitly. One could, of course, use the equations just
derived to solve the perturbation problem rather than
(B13)—(B18). Unfortunately, as is often the case with such
matters, by the time we verified that the equations permit-
ted only real eigenvalues, the previous formalism had
already been adopted and investigated. Due to the signifi-
cant reduction in complexity these equations represent, we
would highly recommend future work to follow this
approach rather than the more direct method we adopted.
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