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Chapter 1: Lecture 1: Variational
principles in GR

1.1 Matter in a curved spacetime

e Coupling to gravity. We have seen that the action for a particle in curved space-

time can be obtained by simply replacing the Minkowski metric by the general
metric. This is an example of the minimal coupling principle. The recipe is to
write the new laws in the tensorial form so that they reduce to the special rela-
tivistic laws in a local inertial frame. In practice this amounts to replacing the
Minkowski metric with a general metric, and partial derivatives with covariant
derivatives:

Nuw = Guv s O — V. (1.1)

Of course, this procedure is vague and not unique (as one can always add for
example the curvature terms) and the final say about whether the theory is right
or wrong is decided (as always in physics) by experiment.

Action principle. To write the action for the matter fields we have to use the
invariant volume element, together with the principle of minimal coupling, to
write

S = / /gL (6, V6, g) (1.2)

where L, is the scalar Lagrangian density and ¢ stands for various fields. The
variation gives

6Sm 0L 0Ly,
§Sm = /ddxwéqb— /ddx\/—_g( 9 5o + 3V“¢5v“¢)' (1.3)

As always, we now interchange the covariant derivative with J, and, using the
Stokes theorem, [, V,V#\/=gdiz = [, \/7V"d%,,, integrate by parts as follows:

/ AMV ,B)y/—gd'z = — / B(V,A")\/—gd"z + boundary term, (1.4)

to have or o7
= [ dlay/—g| =2 — =) 166 L.
O5m / v 9[ 06 V“(a(v,@)ﬂ ¢ (1.5)
Thus we have derived the generalized Euler-Lagrange field equations:
§Sm 0L, Ly,
50 = %~ Vlama) (16)

1
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e Energy—momentum tensor. We can also define the following object:

1
0gSm = —§/ddx —g71,,09"" . (1.7)

We call the object T}, the (Rosenfeld’s) energy momentum tensor. It is symmetric
by construction.

For diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian densities £,,, such an energy momentum
is conserved in the following sense: If the equations of motion for matter are
satisfied, the we have

vV, T =0. (1.8)

(In fact, as we shall see, the conservation of energy—momentum is in many cases
equivalent to the equations of motion for the matter.)

The argument for this goes as follows. First, let us remind that an infininitesimal
diffeomorphism, generated by a vector field &,

at — ot =& (1.9)
induces the following variation of the fields and the components of the metric:
0p = Legp, 0g" = Legh =2V (1.10)

Second, consider a general variation of the matter action:

0Sm S 0Sm
/'”j - __ d nv
0S,, = /5 W(S —¢ "5p = /d 2/ —91,,09 +/ 50 “6¢,  (1.11)

using the above definition of 7},,,. If this variation is induced by a diffeomorphism,
and since the action is diffeo-invariant, we have

0Sm

0¢
55m

09

1
02(555771 = —E/ddx\/—gTW,ng’w—i-/ £5¢

= —/dda:\/—gTWV(“f”)—i—
—_——

Ty VHEY

= / d®r/=gVHT,, " +

—Led

dSm
09

where in the last step we have integrated by parts and thrown away the boundary
term. Obviously, and since £” (in the bulk) is arbitrary, we have

Lo, (1.12)

V" =0 & 5;5 Lep =0, (1.13)
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up to total derivatives (boundary terms). In particular, if the equation of mo-
tion for the matter are satisfied, %ﬁ = 0, the energy-momentum tensor is con-
served. Typically, the converse is also true, provided the ‘field is sufficiently

non-degenerate’, see below for explicit examples.

To calculate T}, explicitly, we can use the following two tricks:

1
5\/ —9 = _5 Vv _gg;wég}w ) 5g;w = _gupguaégpa . (1'14)

e Example 1: Scalar field. Using the minimal coupling principle, the Lagrangian
reads

L= 50" (Vu0)(V6) ~ V(). (1.15)

Using (1.6), the corresponding field equation is

av
VIV 0 — — = 0. 1.16
0= (1.16)
To calculate the energy momentum tensor, we simply vary the corresponding
action:

5,8 = / d [Eé\/—_g v ¢—_g(5£} - —% / dlz/—g [gm,,c n vuqsv,,qs] 5g™ (1.17)

Tuv

In the flat space limit, this is the canonical energy momentum tensor for the scalar
field derived from the Noether’s procedure due spacetime translation invariance.

Let us next look at what imposing V,T"” = 0 yields. We have

v, = 9"V L +V2pV b + V,0VHIVY ¢ (1.18)
A A

_ v#¢(y“vy¢;vyvy¢) n vw(v% . Z—Z) —0. (1.19)

0

So, provided V¢ # 0 we recover the equations of motion (1.16).

e Example 2: Electromagnetic field. The Lagrangian reads

(03 1 v ]' o UV
L[A,, ¢*"] = —16—7TF“ E,, = —16—7Tg“ 9°F.Fos, Fu =2V,A,;.| (1.20)

It gives rise to the Maxwell equations in curved spacetime:

V, " =0, dF =0, (1.21)
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where the latter is automatically satisfied from the definition of the field strength.
Varying the action w.r.t. the metric, we have

5,8 = 1; [FQ(S\/_ +2y=gF JF,}(ng]. (1.22)

This immediately yields the (automatically symmetric and gauge invariant) energy—
momentum tensor:

1 « 2
T,, = E(FWFV — 9wl ). (1.23)
It is this electromagnetic energy momentum tensor that couples to gravity (not
the canonical one, which is not symmetric and not gauge invariant). Moreover,

we find

1

1
47TVMT“V = VMFWFW + FWVHFV@ ——VVFaﬂFo‘ﬁ = VHFWFW , (1.24)
——— 2
LFP(VgFya+VaFs,)

where the last three terms vanished upon using the second set of Maxwell’s equa-
tions.! Obviously, if F,, has an inverse, then conservation of the energy momen-
tum tensor implies the first set of Maxwell’s equations.

1.2 Einstein—Hilbert action

e Action. Let us now think about how to construct the variational principle for
the gravitational field itself. To get the 2nd-order equations of motion for g,,,
we want a scalar invariant which depends on the metric and its first deriva-
tives, I = I(g,0g). Unfortunately there is no such thing—why? So we have
to give up and take an invariant that depends also on the second derivatives of
the metric. The simplest one is the Ricci scalar. This leads to the following
Einstein—Hilbert action:

Seulg] =

/\/_R (g,09,0%9). (1.26)

167G

e Variation. Varying this action, and using the dirty trick that R = R, g"", we get

5Smm = 1o / (V=9Ras9"") = 1o / (RON/ =g+ vV =g Ruw0g" +v—=gg" 6 Ro)
(1.27)

'We could have derived this directly using the result (1.13). Namely, using the Cartan’s lemma
Lew = ¢ - (dw) + d(€ - w), valid for any p-form w, we have

0Sm

0A,

2 Le Ay o =gV P Le Ay, = =gV, Y (dA) 1" + =gV, FYPY (€ - A). (1.25)

However, by integrating the second term by parts (we are under an integral really), we turn it into
V#VVF’“’(f - A) = 0. Thus we arrive at the same conclusion as above.
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The first two terms are easy, they give

1
Rov=g+ vV—9R0g" =~y <RW - §ng)6gf‘” =v—=9G, 09" . (1.28)

upon using the first identity (1.14). On the other hand, the last term, g""0R,,,
seems horrible. Fortunately it can be show that it only gives a boundary term:?

goR,, =V, VOV, = Vﬁ(‘;guﬂ) - gaﬂvu@gaﬂ) ) (1.38)

2If you want to know that bloody details, here they are, see also [1]. We have Palatini lemma:

OR,w = (51—‘/\/0\);1/ - (6FAMV)§>\ : (1.29)

To prove this lemma, we shall use ‘local inertial frame’ equipped with Riemann normal coordinates,
that is I'#,» = 0 at a point, but OI' non-vanishing (g,.,,» = 0 but g,,, s is not) together with the fact
that if the tensor identity is proved in one frame, it is valid in any frame. So,

6Roap = O0R"ayp =0[1"apy —Mays +IT =TT =6[[70p, — T7ay,6]
= vv(‘sr)’yaﬁ - Vﬁ(éf)ﬁw =00y — 01 ayig (1.30)

where we have used the fact that in normal coordinates 9 and V are the same and that 6T is a tensor.
We also have

1 1
oHn = lem(égm/,)\ + 590/\,11 - 591/)\70) + 559“0(901/,)\ + Gorv — 91/)\,0)
1 1
= QQHG((SQUV;X + 5.90)\;11 - 691/)\;0) + 569#0(901};)\ + oy — guk;a)
1
= §gua(5gol/;k + 590)\;11 - 591/)\;0) 5 (131)
which also yields
a 1 ao 1 ao
or af = 59 (Vﬁ(sgaoz + v(x(;gaﬁ - va'(sgaﬁ) - 59 vﬁagag . (132)
Hence we found
1
5R;w = 5 [vuv)\(s.g)\v + vuv/\ég)\u - V25g,uu - vpvu(gAgég)\J)] . (133)

Everywhere above “6g” means variation of g,,,. We also need variation w.r.t. g"”, which is given by

59" = =979 690 - (1.34)
So we have
g"OR,, = —V,V, 69" + V369 =V, VI VF=_V,5g" +VFsg ", (1.35)
where
697" = gudg"”, (1.36)

Note also a useful identity
1
%5 = fivﬁ(sgfl : (1.37)
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which does not contribute to the equations of motion. Thus we have the following
Einstein equations in the absence of matter:

G, =0. (1.39)

Note that, by contracting the equation with ¢*”, we find that in d-dimensions
we have (1 — 1d)R = 0 and thence for d # 2 we must also have R = 0 and the
vacuum equations can be written as: R,, = 0. Do you know what happens in
2d?

e Let us make 4 remarks.

— Remark 1. Obviously, the Einstein-Hilbert action is diffeomorphism invari-
ant. We can thus repeat the argument leading to the conservation of the
energy-momentum tensor, to arrive at the conclusion that even off-shell (that
is for any metric) we have the following Bianchi identity:

V,.G" =0, (1.40)

The same conclusion will be true for ‘generalized Einstein tensor’ of any
diffeomorphism invariant (higher-curvature) theory of gravity.

— Remark 2. The obtained equation is second order PDE for the metric, G, =
G (g,0g9,0%g). How is this possible? We started from the action, given by
R, which already is of second order in derivatives. We should thus have
received 4th order equations of motion. However, this is not the case and
the reason is simple. It can be shown that the Lagrangian density can be
split to a piece that depends only on the first derivatives, plus a piece that
is a total derivative (none of which is a tensor):

V—gR(g,09,0%g) = v/—gR(g,99) + 9,R"(g,0g), (1.41)

where 0RF = V/—gV*3 The latter term does not contribute to the equa-
tions of motion, provided we impose the corresponding boundary conditions.
These, however, do not give rise to the standard Dirichlet problem. To
achieve that, one needs to add the so called York—Gibbons-Hawking term,
as we shall see in the next lecture.

— Remark 3. In the above variation we used the so called second-order formalism:
the action was treated as a function of the metric g,,, and contained its first
and second derivatives.

3In fact, one has

R= gbﬁ(r)\unl—w)\/, - F)\LHFH)\[L) y RM =V fg(gmf“m - gbul—wu{) . (142)

Moreover, there is a ‘holographic relation’ between the bulk and surface part of the Lagrangian, with
the surface terms obtainable from the bulk on by differentiation, [2].
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Perhaps more useful is the first-order (Palatini) formalism where the action
is treated as action for two fields: the metric g,, and the connection I'*g.:

SPalatini [97

—iorc | VI RudD). (1.43)

where we used the fact that R, can be entirely written in terms of the
connection and its derivatives, R,, = R, (I'). Thus the variation w.r.t.
the metric yields immediately the Einstein equations (1.39). It can then be
shown that the variation w.r.t. the connection establishes that the connec-
tion is given by Christoffel symbols (this was an input in the second order
formalism.)

Note that in this spirit, one can also write down the purely connection
dependent action for gravity with cosmological constant A, known as the
Eddington’s action:

1 /
SEddington [F] = STGA /d4l’ —det RMV<F) . (144)

If you want to, please show the equivalence with the Einstein-Hilbert action
in the presence of A.

— Remark 4: Einstein equations. Recovering now the full Einstein equations is
easy. We simply add the corresponding matter Lagrangian density:

S = Senlg] + / d*z/=gL,, . (1.45)

The variation w.r.t. the metric and throwing away the boundary terms then

yields
1
58 = [ dizy/= L5g" — =T, W) 1.4
5= [ d'oy=g(15G e ~ 3Ty (1.46)
Thus we recover the famous 1915 Einstein’s field equations:*
G" = 8xGT™ | (1.47)

1.3 Higher-curvature gravities

e Other curvature invariants. One might think that the Ricci scalar we chose is
simply one possibility for the action, but that we have other choices, such as:

R?, R,R"™, RuuR", R® V,RV'R,.... (1.48)

4Poor Einstein was scooped by Hilbert by a couple of months, after giving a seminar to him about
what he is trying to do. Well, perhaps an appropriate punishment for leaving Prague before finishing
his theory of gravitation :).
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However, one can show that this is not the case, as we have the following [3]:

Lovelock theorem. In four dimensions, the Einstein—Hilbert action is the only local
action (apart from the cosmological constant and topological terms) that leads to
the second order differential equations for the metric.

In other words, in four dimensions Einstein’s theory is the unique theory we
can obtain from the action principle that yields 2nd-order EOM for the metric.
In higher dimensions this is no longer true — we have a possibility of the so
called Lovelock gravities. The corresponding Lagrangian is given in terms of the
Euler densities, a certain combination of curvature invariants constructed from
the powers of the Riemann tensor. They lead to the second order equations of
motion for the metric, naturally generalizing the Einstein equations to higher
dimensions.

e Gauss—Bonnet gravity. To give and example, let us consider the so called 2nd-
order Lovelock gravity, also know as the Gauss—Bonnet gravity. The correspond-
ing Lagrangian reads:

1

S =— / dv/=g(R+aG), G=R?—4R,3R* + R,p,sR*"°, (1.49)
167TGN

where « is a coupling constant with the dimension [a] = L?. This extension of
General Relativity naturally appears in the low energy effective action of heterotic
string theory. It yields the following equations of motion:

Gag —+ OéHag == 0, (150)
where the Gauss—Bonnet modification amounts to

1
Hap = =59apG + 2R Rap — 4Ra Ry + 4Ryass R + 2R Ryns . (1.51)

As argued above, it has to satisfy V,H*” = 0. Note that, despite the appearance
of higher derivative curvature terms in the action, the equations of motion for
the metric remain of the second order. Surprisingly, the modification (1.51) is
non-trivial only in d > 5 dimensions; G is topological (a total derivative) in d = 4,
and vanishes for d < 4.

e Quite recently, people have been thinking about taking a d — 4 limit of the above
theory. This leads to the following scalar-tensor theory with a peculiar kinetic

term [4, 5, 6]:
g __1 / Az =g [R + a<¢g 4GP D,00,6 — 4(06)20é + 2(v¢)4)}
N 167TGN 9 . v ’

(1.52)
which is a special case of Horndeski theory [7] (the most general scalar-tensor
theory whose equations of motion remain second-order).



Chapter 2: Lecture 2: Submanifolds
& York—(Gibbons—Hawking term

2.1 Gauss—Codazzi formalism

e Motivation. i) To describe extended low-dimensional objects such as domain walls,
cosmic strings, and branes. ii) To make sense of the variational principle for
gravity.

A boundary is a hypersurface in spacetime, that is, a surface with 1 dim less than
M. Lower-dimensional surfaces in spacetime can be submanifolds.

e A submanifold ¥ € M is a subset of M that is also a manifold in its own right,
see picture:

QUL HANL FOLD S
NN NN

Here and in what follows we use the following notation: we assume
dim(M)=D, dim(X)=d=D—n, (2.1)

and denote indices on X by A, B, ..., and indices on M by u,v,...; coordinates
on ¥ are o and coordinates on M are M.

The co-dimension of ¥ is n = D — d, that is, there are n linearly independent
normal directions to ¥, that is vectors n; in T,M (p € ¥, M) such that

ni(c®) =0 i=1,...,n, (2.2)
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for all coordinate functions o4 on X

v, M

z

We will take
n;-n; = :I:(Sw 3 (23)

where — is for timelike n and + for spacelike n.

We now have two ways to describe things. i) spacetime point of view (in terms
of spacetime objects) and ii) submanifold point of view (in terms of objects on a
submanifold). Let us start with the first:

e Spacetime point of view. In this description we define the first fundamental form,
or induced metric of X as

hp,u = Juv + Z €Ny, (24)

J=1

where €¢; = + for timelike and — for spacelike n;. hy, is the metric X inherits
from M (but lies in T*M ® T*M) At the same time

hi, (2.5)

is a projector onto X: obeys h*,h", = h*, and h*,n; = 0. It follows that h,, is
degenerate from the spacetime point of view.

We also define the second fundamental form or extrinsic curvature of > as

Ki,ul/ = h(uahu))\vaniA . (26)

This measures how X curves in M.

X ¥ X e
L2
28
b
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In what follows we focus on a co-dimension 1 hypersurface. We also define the
corresponding extrinsic curvature scalar as

K=g¢"K, =V,n". (2.7)

Indeed, we have

K = g*Kas=g""hah’ 3V ns = h°(8) + en’ng) V. ns
= Vg = (77 + en'n”)Vng = Vgn® + en’V,ng = Van? . (2.8)
e Manifold point of view. Since ¥ is a manifold in its own right, we can also consider

quantities intrinsic to . To this purpose, can think of ¥ as a map ¥ — M, given
by:

¥ at(o?). (2.9)

" ~~

ey
. 2 =/

e

The corresponding pull-back allows one to define the following projection to 3:

I am“ * *
eA:&?: 5 (M) = T;(%). (2.10)
For example,
Wy, — M aw, = wy . (2.11)

In particular, we define the intrinsic (pull-back) metric (element of T*¥ ® T*X.):

hap = €' 1" Bgu - (2.12)

One can verify the following ‘completeness relation’:
g*% = hAPeSel — ennf (2.13)

The simplest example is the intrinsic metric for a particle

her = 4% g = (%)2, (2.14)

where z#(7) is the particle’s worldline.
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Note also that we can think of e4 = e# 40, as tangent vectors to ¥:

oz

eA‘nZ-:nw&?:O, Z:L,?’L (215)

Can also define the corresponding extrinsic curvature (from the intrinsic point of
view)

Kup =e€"4e"5V,n, = —n,Dyel'p, (2.16)

where D is the intrinsic covariant derivative (again Levi-Civita) inherited from
the covariant derivative V:

DV, = h, h,V)\V,, (2.17)

for any V' tangent to 3 (V - n; = 0). We also have
K =h"PK,p (2.18)
That this is the same as before can be seen as follows:

K = hABejeﬁBVang = (¢g*F + eno‘nﬂ)vanﬁ = Van® +en’V,ng = Von® = K.

(2.19)
e For example: consider a cylinder {z% + y* = a?} C R3, using the Cartesian,
z* = (x,y, z), and cylindrical, x* = (r, 0, z), coordinates:
ds* = g datde” = dz’ + dy? + dz°* = dr® +1°d6* + d2* . (2.20)
COCLINDER
>
NS
We have n,, o< 0,2, and upon normalizing, we find
cos 1
n=1| singd | = 0 ], (2.21)

0 0
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with the first expression valid in Cartesian and the latter in cylindrical coordi-
nates. We then have

sin%0 —sinfcosf 0 0 0 0
Ppw = gu—nyun, = | —sinfcos 6 cos®0 0 |=[0 a0 |, (222
0 0 1 0 0 1
The extrinsic curvature in polar coordinates is then
0 00 0 0 0
Ky =-T,=r500=(0a 0], K'=1{01/a 0 |, (223)
000 0 0 0

and K = % Intrinsic picture involves coordinates o = (#, z). This yields

a®> 0 a 0
WAB_(O 1)7 KAB_(O 0> (224)

e Curvature of ¥ is related to curvature of M and extrinsic curvature through the
Gauss equations:

DRy 5 = PIRY g sh® o h? shY 1Y 5 F (K Kgs — Ks5Kg,) (2.25)

where the minus sign applies to spacelike normal.

Cylinder example: because ®R%;.5 = 0 (we are in R%) and K,3 has only one
component we have K%, Kg; — K% Kpg, = 0 and therefore intrinsic Riemann,
@RYg5 =0

B :

2.2 York—Gibbons—Hawking boundary term

e In the previous section we have shown that

05En = —

/ dz/—g G09" — d4:c\/ gV, v, (2.26)
M 16 G

Sons @3 :r\f\/'“nM

167G

where

V=Vin,=V,00" —n.Vsdg™”, 697" = gasdg®”. (2.27)

The second term does not yield the standard Dirichlet boundary conditions. In
what follows we would like to eliminate it, by adding a proper boundary term to
the Einstein—Hilbert action, to get the Dirichlet variational principle for gravity.
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e To this purpose we use the Gauss-Codazzi formalism introduced above, thinking
of OM as ¥. That is, we consider co-dimension one ¥ — a “wall”. To simplify
the calculations, we take OM to be a timelike boundary, that is n* spacelike, and
(w.l.o.g.) extend n* geodesically into the bulk. Thus we have

n®=1, hyw = g —nyny,,  Vypnt =0. (2.28)

Lemma: We can show that
1 1 1 y
M p = —ivﬁég , ont = §nV§g” . (2.29)

The first one was shown in a Footnote 2 of the previous lecture. The second one
is proved here.!
e Consider next
6K = §(V,n") = 6(0an® +1%,5n") = Voon® + 60%s n’
——
—5Vpig!

1 1 1
= V,on* — §Vn59_1 = Va(inﬁégo‘ﬁ) — §Vn5g_1

1 1
= 3 &zgvaégaﬂ - Vnég*j -+ ivangégaﬁ. (2.30)

—V
However, we have (using geodesicity of n)
Kog = W ohsVns = Vang, 09°°Vang = 0h* K.z, (2.31)

and so
V = —25K + Ko50h*". (2.32)

e The boundary term in (2.26) is thus

_ 1 3 7%
0Som = o= / BavVh[20K — K, 00"
1 3 1 3
= — K)— K — K (2,
SWG/d:cd(\/ﬁ ) 167TG/dx\/E( o — Ky )™ . (2.33)

The first term is a (minus) variation of the famous York—-Gibbons-Hawking bound-
ary term:

1 3
= —— K 2.34
Scn e PrvVhK (2.34)

whose variation cancels the unwanted boundary term in (2.26).

'Under construction — or up to you :)
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e To summarize, we should consider the following gravitational action:

Sg = Sgn + Svau = —m/ \/_R — d3x\/ﬁK. (2.35)

The first terms gives the E-L equations plus the boundary derivative term. The
latter is cancelled by the second term. However, we still get the “K,, — Kh,,”
term:

1

089 == 167G

d'z/9G 09" — PevVh(K,, — Khy,)0h" . (2.36)
M

16G

For fixed boundary and Dirichlet boundary conditions we have dh*” = 0, which
yields a well defined variational principle.

e Dynamical boundary. However, we could also have a “dynamical boundary”. If
h. is no longer fixed on dM, we have

6Scn K — Khy,
ohw — —167G

(2.37)

In particular, consider a thin wall/brane-world. We can think about it as a
combination of 2 manifolds (bulks) with boundary on each side:

=z
N

/‘<’\;~ // 7/lfl-r-

M_

7
S T oM

¥ = 0M, = OM_ sourced by wall energy-momentum tensor
Ty ~ Spd (2 — 2(0)) . (2.38)

Boundary description gives

hMV|3M+ = hwj|3M7 s <K/W - Khw,> = 87TGS/W, (239)

where (-) stands for averaging of “+” +“—" quantities, e.g. K(ny)+ K(n_).
These are the Israel junction conditions.
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e To derive these, Israel [8] took the limit 6 — 0 of the Einstein equations, G, =

87GT,,, in the following setup (note that in this case we have a continuous nor-

mal across X):
\SRAEL EQUATIONC

LL‘W - @
o /vv+ AKH\/" AK bv=5aC & o
//

= T M), /T(rﬁ/z

@)—

He then used these to study the gravitational collapse of thin matter shells.

e Alternatively, one could consider a certain kind of the Neumann boundary con-
ditions, see e.g. [9)].



Chapter 3: Lecture 3: Black hole
thermodynamics

3.1 Motivational foreplay

e Charged AdS black hole. Let us consider the following solution:

d2 2M 2 2
ds? = —fdi® + T+ r2d0? f:1——+Q—2+T—2, AL,
f r r l r

(3.1)

where dQ? = df?+sin?Ade?. This is a solution of Einstein Maxwell-AdS equations

G = —Nguw + 82T | V™ =0, F=dA,

(3.2)

where the cosmological constant is given by A = —3/I%. Identifying its contribu-
tion in Einstein equations with the energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid:

—Agu = 87r((p + P)uyu, + Pgw,> ,
we may identify the corresponding ‘cosmological pressure’ as

A 3

&1 8nl2

(3.3)

(3.4)

e Basic properties. The above solution is characterized by its mass M and charge
Q. For given M, @, 1, its horizon is located at the horizon radius r, given by the

largest root of

f(r-i-anQal) =0.

(3.5)

It is a Killing horizon: a null surface generated by Killing field £ = 9;. Associated

with it is the concept of surface gravity «:

0

S Gy, -
7

bl e

17
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It can be shown that for a spherically symmetric metric characterized by a single
metric function f, as above, we have

_1of
- 20r

) (3.6)
r=r4
We may also calculate the horizon area. Taking dt = 0 = dr, the induced spatial
metric ‘on the horizon’ is dy? = r3dQ?. The area then reads

A= / Vdet vdOdyp = /ri sin 0dfdp = 4nr? . (3.7)

e First law of black hole mechanics. Let’s now consider a physical process under
which the black hole spacetime is perturbed and eventually settles to a new
charged AdS black hole spacetimes with modified spacetime parameters, {M +
IM,Q + 0Q,l + o6l}. Consequently, the horizon radius also modifies to ry + dry,
determined from f(r, + ory, M + 0M,Q + §Q,1 + 6l) = 0. Using the Taylor
expansion to linear order in perturbation, together with (3.5), we thus have

of of of f
0= aM(SM + == o —=ory aQ(SQ + = s (3.8)
Re-arranging this equation, we thus have
_ of Of 5. 4 9F of
oM = <8M) <87" Q(SQ + ) s
_ 2Q i
= = (msm + 5@ . ) , (3.9)

where in the second line we used (3.6) and the specific form of f for the charged
AdS black hole. We thus find

kA Q

treating M = M (A, Q, P). Let’s now make the following definitions of electrostatic potential
and black hole volume:

e

The first is indeed the electrostatic potential on the horizon, ¢ = —k - A|, -, .
Similarly, there exists a geometric definition for V' [10]. This yields the first law
of black hole mechanics:

SM — QE% + $6Q + VP, (3.12)
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However, this looks a lot like a 1st law of (black hole) thermodynamics (especially
because of the work terms), provided we identify M with enthalpy and

B hk g A
- orwkg’ 4RGN

(3.13)

While this seems strange for classical black holes, as shown by Hawking in 1974,
[11, 12], when quantum effects are taken into account, black holes radiate away
as black body with these characteristics. Derivation used QFT in curved space.
Hawking basically showed “stimulated emission”. The problem with his deriva-
tion is that due to the bluehift near the horizon, the test field approximation
breaks down and we cannot really trust the result. However, since then the same
result has been reproduced by many other approaches, e.g: Euclidean path in-
tegral, tunneling, string theory, LQG. Let’s exploit our knowledge of variational
principles to ‘derive’ these results.

3.2 Euclidean Trick

e Let us sue the following fact. Thermal Green functions have periodicity in imag-

inary Euclidean time :

G(r)=G(r+8), B=1/T. (3.14)

Conversely, periodicity of G defines a thermal state. Green functions of quantum
fields in the vicinity of black holes have this property (as seen by a static observer).
What about gravitational field itself?

e The Euclideanized spherical black hole solution (7 = it) is

dr?

ds® = fdr* + na + 72dQ?. (3.15)
Near the horizon we may expand
f=fr)+r—ry) flry) +- - =2xAr. (3.16)
0 A 2

Therefore, the near horizon limit of the Euclidean solution takes the following

form:
0% = 2 Ardr® + 412 402 (3.17)
2kAr T '
We can now introduce a new coordinate p by
dr? d
dp® L dp = L &S Ar= E/)2, (3.18)

- 2k AT
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getting

ds* = K2 p*dr* + dp® + 1r2dO0? = p*d® + dp® + r2dO?, (3.19)
upon introducing a new angle coordinate, ¢ = k7. This looks like a flat space
written in polar coordinates, provided the angle ¢ has a period 27, otherwise
there is a conical singularity at p = 0, which corresponds to the original black
hole horizon. The reasoning now goes as follows: since the original black hole was
originally non-singular (there is no matter there), we expect it to be non-singular
again. This is achieved by setting (we want to avoid conical singularity)

p~e+2r & T~TH2T/k & |T=—, (3.20)
N——~— 27
B

which is the famous Hawking temperature. In particular, for Schwarzschild black
hole we recover

1 he?
T = —
87TGM]€B 87TGNM/€B

M,
~ 6 x 10—8791(. (3.21)

Temperature for Kerr*

e The Euclidean trick described above can also be used to determine the tempera-
ture of the Kerr black hole. In order to get real Euclidean geometry, we have to
rotate both the time and the rotation parameter:

t—ir, a—ib, (3.22)
which yields
sin?f

A >
Ay = & (dr — bsin*dp)* + Tdr® + Sdb* + ((r = B*)d + bdr)*, (3.23)

)
where A = 72 — b? — 2Mr and X = r? — b? cos?0. When zooming on the horizon
r — r, given by the largest root of A(r,) = 0, we have to eliminate the last term

in the metric, setting
bdt

dp=——T (3.24)
r2 — b2
When this is plugged back, we have dr — bsin®@dy ~ X, /(r2 — b*)dr. Thus we
can write . 02 A
2 + 2 r -

So, up to an overall constant conformal factor (which does not matter) we are
back to the spherical case and derive the following temperature:
Al(ry) ry —M

pu— = o2
d(rt = 0?)  27(ri+a?)’ (3:26)

where in the last step we have Wick-rotated back the rotation parameter b — —ia.
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3.3 Euclidean action calculation

e Consider the partition function of a system at temperature 1/0:

7 = Tre P = ¢7PF o ¢=PHloel (3.27)

using the WKB approximation, in which the sum is dominated by classical (sta-
tionary) solutions g.. For those we can then write:

Y[ _Ip
H /d x?—[—ﬁ/d Ly 5 (3.28)

Thus, we can identify the Euclidean action with the free energy

F:%:—%logZ. (3.29)

Our goal is thus to calculate the Euclidean action for the given black hole solution.
We then find the corresponding entropy by the standard thermodynamic relation:

oF
§ =~ = PO5F . (3.30)

e (alculation for Schwarzschild. Recall that we need to calculate

1
Ig = d4 - d3 hK 31
T ovel zy/gR 87TG avV'h (3.31)
for the Euclidean Schwarzschild solution
dr? 2M
ds* = fdr* + — 7 +r2dO?, f=1-— - (3.32)

The Euclidean Schwarzschild geometry corresponds to a “cigar”:
EUCLIbEAN SCHIWK/ CiGaKk

Y V4

= H
n=r=

Even after the Wick rotation, this is a vacuum solution of Einstein equations,
R,, = 0 and thence

Sgn = 0. (3.33)
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e However, we have a boundary at large r = R and so the Gibbons—Hawking term
may contribute. The induced metric is

dy? = f(R)dr* + R*dQ*. (3.34)

The corresponding normal in M is n « 0,, and after normalization reads

n=+/fo, R (3.35)
e [Extrinsic curvature is
1 1 2 1 f(R)
K=V,n"=-—209 M=) =SVf(R) + 2 3.36
= SIS | = VTR 5 630)
The volume factor is
Vhd®z = \/f(R)R*sin 0drdde . (3.37)
Putting together, we have
2 1
3, 21 = — gl — o
/ KVhdPe = 478 R [ SF(R) + 5 f(R)} AnB(2R —3M).  (3.38)

[ drdbds

This diverges as R — oo! However, note that this is also divergent for M = 0,
that is flat spacetime has divergent action!

e To deal with this divergence we consider the appropriate background that has the
same time periodicity 5 and matches our spacetime exactly at the boundary:

IBACKEGROOND W1 Th SAME (A :
i i S Sy W W e W W N B

Mo —R.
L=
i 7
e

This ‘cylinder’ corresponds to ‘thermal flat space’ filled with radiation of T'= 1/5.
Its metric and induced metric are

dsg = fod® 4+ dr* +12dQ*,  dvyg = fodm® + R*dQ* . (3.39)
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To match OM, and OM, we take fy = f(R). Then we have

n=20,, Ky= % . Vhod*r — \/f(R)R?sin 0dOdepdr (3.40)

and so
/d3x\/h_gKo = 81BR\/ f(R) = 87rﬁR<1 — % + O(1/R2)> : (3.41)

e We now use the ‘renormalization’ subtraction procedure and write the total
gravitational action as:

_ Lo _ 42
I 167@/ /G 8WG [ oK) G

where the first boundary term, with K, is called the York term, and its purpose
is to yield a well posed Dirichlet variational principle, and the second term, with
Ky, is called the Gibbons-Hawking term, and its purpose is to ‘tune’ the value of
the action.

rg ACK QROUND  SULSTRACTION

4 U0

Thus we have

M
Isen = ﬂT : (3.43)
The corresponding free energy is thus
ISch M 6
F = =—=— 3.44
15} 2 167’ ( )

and the corresponding entropy reads:

205F = b M? = mr? = A 4

= [3°0p = Tom =dr =M= (3.45)

deriving the Bekenstein formula. At the same time, we can check that
F=M-TS, (3.46)

as it must for the (Gibbs) free energy.
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