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We study the canonical quantization of a massless charged scalar field on a Reissner-Nordstrém
black hole background. Our aim is to construct analogues of the standard Boulware, Unruh and
Hartle-Hawking quantum states which can be defined for a neutral scalar field, and to explore their
physical properties by computing differences in expectation values of the scalar field condensate,
current and stress-energy tensor operators between two quantum states. Each of these three states
has a non-time-reversal-invariant “past” and “future” charged field generalization, whose properties
are similar to those of the corresponding “past” and “future” states for a neutral scalar field on a
Kerr black hole. In addition, we present some tentative, time-reversal-invariant, equilibrium states.
The first is a “Boulware”-like state which is as empty as possible at both future and past null infinity.
Second, we posit a “Hartle-Hawking”-like state which may correspond to a thermal distribution of
particles. The construction of both these latter states relies on the use of nonstandard commutation

relations for the creation and annihilation operators pertaining to superradiant modes.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the absence of a definitive theory of quantum grav-
ity, quantum field theory in curved space-time has proven
to be a fruitful avenue for research. In this approach,
the space-time background is regarded as purely clas-
sical, and quantum fields propagating on a fixed back-
ground are studied. Some of the earliest and deepest re-
sults arising from this set-up are pertinent to black hole
physics, including the thermal Hawking radiation emit-
ted by black holes formed by the gravitational collapse
of a compact body [T} 2].

The simplest black hole space-time is the Schwarzschild
black hole, and quantum fields propagating on this back-
ground have been studied extensively. The primary phys-
ical quantities of interest are expectation values of quan-
tum operators in a particular quantum state. For exam-
ple, the expectation value of the quantum stress-energy
tensor (SET) operator T, governs the back-reaction of
the quantum field on the space-time geometry via the
semi-classical Einstein equations

G = 87(T},), (1.1)

where G, is the Einstein tensor, () denotes an expecta-
tion value, and we are using units in which c=G =h =
kp = 1, as we shall throughout this paper. In order to
compute the right-hand-side of 7 one needs to first
specify a quantum field, and then consider a particular
quantum state. Defining quantum states on a general
curved space-time background is nontrivial because the
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notion of particle is observer-dependent and, as a result,
there may not be a unique or natural vacuum state.

On a Schwarzschild black hole, three standard quan-
tum states have been studied in the literature [3]:

Boulware state [4]: This is defined as the quantum
state which is as empty as possible far from the
black hole. However, this state diverges on the
event horizon of the black hole and physically rep-
resents the vacuum state outside a star which does
not have a horizon. This state respects the sym-
metries of the underlying Schwarzschild space-time
and, in particular, is time-reversal invariant.

Unruh state [5]: Unlike the Boulware state, the Unruh
state is not time-reversal invariant. It is the state
pertinent to modelling a black hole formed by grav-
itational collapse. While the state is empty at past
null infinity, it contains an outwards flux of parti-
cles (the Hawking radiation) at future null infinity.
The Unruh state is regular across the future event

horizon, but not the past event horizon of an eter-
nal black hole.

Hartle-Hawking state [6}, [7]: This state represents a
black hole surrounded by thermal radiation at the
Hawking temperature. As well as being time-
reversal invariant, this state has attractive regular-
ity properties, being regular across both the future
and past event horizons.

The properties of these three states for various quan-
tum fields on Schwarzschild space-time have been exten-
sively studied via computations of renormalized expecta-
tion values (for a sample of the literature, see [8H23]).
Prior to the discovery of Hawking radiation, it was
already known that rotating Kerr black holes emit quan-
tum Unruh-Starobinskii radiation [24] 25]. Classical
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bosonic fields propagating on a Kerr black hole space-
time exhibit superradiance [26, 27], whereby low fre-
quency modes incident from infinity are amplified upon
reflection from the black hole. Unruh-Starobinskii radia-
tion is the quantum analogue of classical superradiance,
and occurs for fermionic as well as bosonic fields [25].

The presence of superradiant modes complicates the
definition of quantum states on a Kerr black hole back-
ground, particularly for bosonic fields [28H32]. For a
quantum scalar field, it is no longer possible to define
a Boulware-like state which is as empty as possible at
both future and past null infinity [29, [31] (there is such
a state for a quantum fermion field [30], but it diverges
on the stationary limit surface). Instead, the analogue of
the Boulware state for a quantum scalar field is no longer
time-reversal invariant. Although it is empty at past null
infinity, it contains an outgoing flux of particles in the su-
perradiant modes at future null infinity, corresponding to
the Unruh-Starobinskii radiation [25] 29, [30 B33]. While
the Unruh state is well-defined and has similar properties
to that on Schwarzschild space-time [34], this is not the
case for the Hartle-Hawking state. In particular, for a
quantum scalar field on a Kerr black hole there does not
exist a quantum state respecting all the symmetries of
the space-time and which is regular across both the fu-
ture and past event horizons [35] [36]. Attempts to define
analogues of the Hartle-Hawking state for either bosonic
or fermionic fields on a Kerr black hole lead to states
which are either divergent in at least part of the space-
time exterior to the event horizon [28432] or which do
not describe an equilibrium state [30, [37].

The study of quantum field theory on a Kerr black hole
is further complicated due to the fact that the space-time
has fewer symmetries than a Schwarzschild black hole,
being only axisymmetric rather than spherically sym-
metric. Indeed, renormalized expectation values for the
Unruh state have only been computed comparatively re-
cently for the whole region exterior to the event horizon
[34].

One of the reasons why quantum field theory on Kerr
black holes is so challenging is because there are two
interlinked effects at play: superradiance and rotation.
Even in flat Minkowski space-time, defining rotating
quantum states is nontrivial [38440], and rigidly-rotating
thermal states do not exist for bosonic fields on the un-
bounded space-time [41] (for fermionic fields, such states
can be constructed [42] 43] but they are not regular ev-
erywhere [43]). The question then arises as to whether
it is possible to disentangle these two effects. As out-
lined above, it is possible to study the effects of rotation
separately in flat space-time, but what about the conse-
quences of superradiance? There is a simpler black hole
system which exhibits superradiance without rotation,
and that is the focus of our work in this paper.

A classical charged scalar field propagating on a
charged Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) black hole space-time
exhibits the phenomenon of charge superradiance [44]
(see, for example, [45] [46] for more recent work). This

is analogous to superradiance for bosonic fields on Kerr
black holes, namely low-frequency modes can be ampli-
fied on scattering by the charged RN black hole, thereby
extracting some of the charge of the black hole. There is
a quantum analogue of charge superradiance [47}, 48], and
particles are spontaneously emitted by the black hole in
those modes which are subject to charge superradiance.
The interaction between the charge of the scalar field and
the charge of the black hole also affects the Hawking ra-
diation [47, [49H52] and hence also the evolution of an
evaporating black hole (studied using an adiabatic ap-
proximation in [53H56]). Recently, the Unruh state for
a charged scalar on an RN-de Sitter black hole has been
constructed and its properties explored both inside and
outside the event horizon [57, [58]. However, the physical
properties of the analogues of the other standard quan-
tum states discussed above for charged fields on the RN
space-time have been little studied to date.

Here we consider in detail the canonical quantization of
a massless charged scalar field, minimally coupled to the
space-time geometry, and propagating on an RN black
hole. As well as fixing the classical space-time geometry,
we regard the background electromagnetic field as fixed
and classical. We discuss in detail the construction of
analogues of the Boulware, Unruh and Hartle-Hawking
states on this background, paying particular attention to
the consequences of charge superradiance. The physical
properties of these states are then explored by consider-
ing differences in expectation values between two quan-
tum states, which do not require renormalization. In
addition to the quantum stress-energy tensor operator,
we also examine the expectation value of the scalar field
current operator J# (considered in [57, [68] on an RN-de
Sitter black hole), which acts as a source for the semi-
classical Maxwell equations

VM = 4m(J") (1.2)
(in Gaussian units), where F),, is the electromagnetic
gauge field strength. The semiclassical Maxwell equa-
tions govern the backreaction of the quantum field
on the electromagnetic field. We also consider the sim-
plest nontrivial expectation value, the scalar field con-
densate.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. [[T] we
briefly review the RN geometry and describe the classical
charged scalar field modes which will be used extensively
throughout the paper. The canonical quantization of the
charged scalar field is the focus of Sec. [T} We construct
in detail a wide range of quantum states, inspired by the
standard Boulware, Unruh and Hartle-Hawking states on
the Schwarzschild black hole. Differences in expectation
values of observables between two quantum states are
studied in Sec.[IV] first by considering the asymptotic be-
haviour of the states near the horizon and infinity, which
can be derived analytically for at least some states, and
second by full numerical computations valid everywhere
outside the event horizon. From these computations we
examine some key properties of the states we have de-



fined, including symmetry with respect to time-reversal,
regularity (including on the event horizons) and the pres-
ence of fluxes. Our conclusions are presented in Sec. [V}

II. CLASSICAL CHARGED SCALAR FIELD ON
A REISSNER-NORDSTROM BLACK HOLE

In this section we review the key properties of the
RN black hole geometry, and define the classical charged
scalar field modes on this background.

A. Reissner-Nordstrom black hole geometry

The background space-time is a four-dimensional,
spherically symmetric RN black hole with metric

ds® = —f(r) dt®+ f(r) " dr*+r?d0*+r? sin® 0 dp?, (2.1)

where the metric function f(r) is given by

(2.2)

with M the mass and @ the electric charge of the black
hole. If M? > @2, the metric function f(r) has two zeros,
at r = r4, where

7‘:|:=M:|:\/M2—Q2.

In this case, r4 is the location of the black hole event
horizon and r_ is the location of the inner horizon. When
M? = 2, the two horizons coincide and the black hole is
extremal. For M? < @2, there is a naked singularity. In
this paper we restrict our attention to the case M? > Q2.
Part of the Penrose diagram for the nonextremal black
hole is depicted in Fig.

Our primary interest in this paper is in defining states
in the region exterior to the event horizon, region I in
Fig. (1l However, in order to do so we will need to employ
scalar field modes which are defined in the other regions
shown in Fig. [} It is therefore useful to define Kruskal
coordinates U, V which are regular in all four of regions
I-IV. In region I, ingoing and outgoing null coordinates
u, v are given respectively by

(2.3)

v :t+T*, (24)

U=1—"Tk,
in terms of the usual “tortoise” coordinate r,, defined by

dr. 1
dr — f(r)’ (2:5)

where the metric function f(r) is given by (2.2)). In region
I, the tortoise coordinate has the range —oco < r, < oco.

Kruskal coordinates can then be written in terms of u
and v in region I as follows:

(2.6)

FIG. 1. Penrose diagram of nonextremal RN space-time. The
future and past event horizons are denoted H*, while .# % are
future and past null infinity. Future and past timelike infinity
are labelled i*, and ° is space-like infinity. There is a space-
time singularity at » = 0. The diagram also shows regions I,
II, IIT and IV, which will be required in our constructions.

where

1 1
K= §f/(7"+) =

— (ry — M)
?

(2.7)

is the surface gravity of the event horizon. In region I,
the Kruskal coordinate U = 0 on the future event horizon
‘H, and tends to —oo at past null infinity #~. Similarly,
in region I, the Kruskal coordinate V' = 0 on the past
event horizon H~ and tends to oo at future null infinity
#F. Values of U and V on some other key surfaces in
the space-time are shown in Fig.

The RN black hole is a solution of Einstein’s equa-
tions with an electromagnetic field. The background elec-
tromagnetic potential has components A,, = (Ao, 0,0, 0)
where

a= @
T

; (2.8)

and we have chosen a constant of integration so that the
gauge field potential vanishes far from the black hole.
As observed in [57, [58], by means of a gauge transfor-
mation it is possible to set the gauge field potential to
zero at any fixed chosen value of r. In this paper we fix
the gauge so that holds throughout. The electro-
magnetic potential A, satisfies the Lorenz gauge
condition V#4,, = 0.

B. Classical charged scalar field

The focus of this paper is a massless, charged, complex
scalar field ® with charge ¢, minimally coupled to the



space-time geometry, and satisfying the equation

D, D' =0, (2.9)
where D, =V, —iqA, is the covariant derivative, with
A, the electromagnetic potential (2.8). We consider
mode solutions of the scalar field equation (2.9) of the
form

—twt

(bwém (t, r, 97 (P) = NwaZ(r)Yém (07 90)7

" (2.10)
where we emphasize that the frequency w may take
any positive or negative value. In , the integer
£ =0,1,2,... is the total angular momentum quantum
number, m = —¢,—¢+1,...,¢—1, ¢ is the azimuthal an-
gular momentum quantum number, w the frequency of
the mode, N, is a normalization constant and Yp,, (6, ¢)
is a spherical harmonic. The spherical harmonics are
given by

Vim0, 0) = \/ D coste,

(2.11)

where P;" is a real Legendre function and we have fixed
the normalization such that

/ Vi (0. 0)Y i (0, 0) $in 060 dp = S0 Gy, (2.12)

where * denotes complex conjugation. In terms of the
“tortoise” coordinate 7., defined by (2.5)), the radial
equation for X,,(r) takes the form

{ & +Ve:ff(r):| Xoe(r) =0,

- (2.13)

where the effective potential Vog () is

Vesr(r) = % [€(C+1) +rf'(r)] - (w - qu) - (2.14)

Near the black hole event horizon, as r — r4 and r, —
—00, and at infinity, as r, 7, — 00, the effective potential
Verr (2.14)) has the asymptotic values

2
2= (- Q _
Ve(r) ~ 4% (w T+) T T T (215
—w?, T — 00,
where we have defined the quantity
Gow- 19 (2.16)
T+

The charges of both the black hole and of the scalar field
do not appear in the effective potential far from the black
hole since we have chosen a gauge in which the electro-
magnetic potential vanishes there. Under a gauge trans-
formation of the form

_

P — TP, T =", (217)
To

A, — A, +0,T,

for a constant 7, the gauge potential A, transforms to
(A44,0,0,0) with

QR Q
Ay=——+—. 2.18
dy= -+ (2.18)
We have chosen a gauge with rp = oo, but we could

equally well have chosen ry = r;. In this case the gauge
potential A, would vanish at the event horizon rather
than at infinity, and the effective potential Vg at
the horizon would be independent of the charge.

Under a gauge transformation , the frequency w
of a scalar field mode (2.10) is transformed to

]

To

w=w

(2.19)

Therefore the frequency of a scalar field mode is not a
gauge-invariant quantity. A constant shift in the fre-
quency corresponds to a gauge transformation ,
which will affect the final term in the effective poten-
tial Vg , and hence the form of the scalar field
modes near the horizon and at infinity. Our choice of
gauge means that the quantity w in has a natural
physical interpretation; it is the frequency of a mode as
measured by a static observer far from the black hole.

With our choice of gauge, we see from that the
charge does affect the form of the effective potential close
to the horizon. This turns out to have important conse-
quences for both the form of the scalar field modes, and,
in Sec. [[TT} for the canonical quantization of the scalar
field. A further important feature of the radial equation
is that it is not invariant under the transforma-
tion w — —w. This means that, while X ,(r) satisfies
the same radial equation as Xe(r), the function
X,(r) is not the same as X_,¢(r). This subtlety will be
important in Sec. [[T]] when we quantize the field.

In region I, a basis of solutions to the radial equation
(2.13]) consists of the usual “in” and “up” scalar field
modes, which have the asymptotic forms

i () = § Pt "% (2.20a)
wl e~ IWTx +Agl[€’tw'l"*’ Ty — 00,
and
(G up ,—idr,
XUP(r) = e A e 1y = —00, (2.20b)
we\T) = BUP W .
€, Te — 00,
respectively, where Ag}/ "P and B:ung/ "P are complex con-

stants. The “in” modes represent scalar waves incoming
from .#~, which are partly reflected back to £+ and
partly transmitted down the future horizon H*. The
“up” modes represent scalar waves which are outgoing
near the past horizon H ™, partly reflected back down the
future horizon H' and partly transmitted to #+. Our
“in” and “up” modes are the same as those constructed
in [57, 58], although our different choice of gauge means



FIG. 2. “In”, “up”,

“out” and “down” modes depicted in
region I of the RN space-time.

that the asymptotic forms ([2.20a} [2.20b)) are not identi-
cal.

We will also make use of an alternative basis in region
I, given by the following “out” and “down” modes, whose
radial functions are defined by:

X8 (r) = X5y (r),

X3 (r) = X205 (r), (2.21a)

and whose asymptotic forms are therefore

Bin*ei&?r* r., — —00
out wl ’ * )
X ( ) TWT 5 ink ,—iwr, (221b)
e +AlSe , Te — 00,
and
dgwn(py = J € HAGTERT e = 00, o)
(1) =13 e, (221¢)
ol € , Ty — 00,

radial mode func—

“

respectively. The “out” and “down”
tions can be written as linear combinations of the
and “up” radial mode functions as follows:

Xout (’l“) All’l*
Xdown (7’) _

20) + BLE X200

AEXE () + BI X (). (2.22)
The “out” modes correspond to a combination of “in

and “up” modes such that there is no flux going down the
event horizon, while the “down” modes have no outwards
flux at infinity. The “in”, “up”, “out” and “down” modes

are depicted in Fig.

Since the effective potential (2.14) in the radial equa-
tion (2.13) is real, for any two solutions X, Xo of the
radial equation the Wronskians

dx dx dx dX*
22 X, Xp=22 X, L
dr, dr.

X
! dr. dr.

(2.23)

are independent of .. Using the asymptotic forms (2.20)),
we obtain the following Wronskian relations, valid for any
value of the frequency w:

w1 |al’) = 5 |B,

&1 1A%P] = w BRI,
Lne = wBoJZ’
WA BY, = — wAY,BY, (2.24)

where it should be stressed that both w and @ can take
any real value. For scalar ﬁeld modes with ww < 0,
the reflection coefficient |A,|*> > 1. This is the classi-
cal phenomenon of charge superradiance [44]. An “in”
mode with ww < 0 will be reflected back to .# T with an
amplitude greater than it had coming in from .#~, and,
similarly, an “up” mode with ww < 0 will be reflected
back down H* with an amplitude greater than it had
coming out from H~

1.4

Q/M = % \A‘“A2 —

1.2 5 i 12 4
@/w|BRy*

L L—

0.8
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04

0.2 +

0k o o —
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FIG. 3. Reflection !ATZ‘Q and transmission w |Bi,“[‘2 Jw coef-
ficients for “in” modes with ¢ = 0 as a function of frequency
w, for a particular choice of scalar field charge ¢ = M/2 and
black hole charge @ = M /2. Superradiance occurs when the
reflection coefficient is greater than unity.

In Fig. We show the reflection |Ai’§‘é|2 and transmis-
sion @ | B, ? Jw coefficients for “in” modes with ¢ = 0,
and fixed scalar field and black hole charges. We find

similar qualitative behaviour for other values of these pa-
rameters. It can be seen that for small positive frequency

w, we have ’Affef > 1 and hence superradiance. In this
frequency range, we have w < 0 and hence the transmis-
sion coefficient is negative. One notable feature of charge
superradiance is that the amplification of low-frequency



waves is much greater than the corresponding effect on

Kerr black hole backgrounds [27] (cf. Fig. 16 in [59]).
The inner product (@1, P3) between any two solutions

®, &5 of the scalar field equation is defined by

<¢)1, ¢)Q> = Z/ [(DM(I)l)* ‘1)2 - (DTDM(I)Q} vV —g dx*
P

i [ 19,90)

+2igA,, D1 Po]| /—g dEH,

By — IV, D,
(2.25)

where X is a Cauchy surface. The inner product @
depends on the electromagnetic potential A, and this
will have an effect on the normalization of the scalar field
modes. We compute the inner product of two “in” or
“up” scalar field modes on a Cauchy surface close
to H™ U .#~. The “in” modes vanish close to H~, and
hence we find

(B B ) = AT NI NS (w0 — W) Sger S -

(2.26a)

Similarly, the “up” modes vanish close to .#~ and we

obtain

(B> Purerms) = ATWNGP*NEPS (w — ') eor S -
(2.26D)

For the “out” and “down” modes (2.21)), it is most con-
venient to perform the integration over a Cauchy surface
close to HT U.#T. The “out” modes vanish close to H™,
giving
< out out
wlm Fw'l'm’

) = drw NO"* NOMS (w — w') §00 S
(2.26¢)

while the “down” modes vanish close to .# 1 and we have

(Blgun, gdown ) = 4mls N NIPYRS (10 — w') Sgpr O -
(2.26d)

In all cases, modes with different values of the frequency
w and quantum numbers £ and m are orthogonal. It is
also straightforward to see that any “in” mode is orthog-
onal to any “up” mode and any “out” mode is orthogonal
to any “down” mode. From , the modes are nor-
malized by taking

1 up/down _ 1 ]
VAr|w]’ “ /Ar|@|

The “in” and “out” modes then have positive “norm”
when w > 0, while the “up” and “down” modes have
positive “norm” when w > 0. This will turn out to be
crucial when we perform the canonical quantization of
the scalar field in the next section. Using the normaliza-

tion constants (2.27) and the relationships (2.22)) between
the radial mode functions for the “in”, “up”, “out” and

Np/ont = (2.27)

“down” modes, we find the following equations connect-

ing the “in”, “up”, “out” and “down” modes:

1

o, = A, + e
d _ up* up*
w(zvnn A ¢w€m + 5 Bwl ¢w€m (228)

We will make use of these results in the quantization of
the scalar field in the next section.

III. CANONICAL QUANTIZATION OF THE
CHARGED SCALAR FIELD

In this section we schematically review the method of
canonical quantization for defining states of a charged
quantum scalar field on a general static curved space-
time, before applying this method to the charged scalar
field on the RN space-time. We will see that the presence
of superradiant modes complicates the canonical quanti-
zation of a charged scalar field compared with the neutral
case. Similar challenges occur due to superradiance on a
Kerr black hole [28H32].

A. General approach

We begin with an orthonormal basis of classical mode
solutions ¢; of the charged scalar field equation ,
labelled by an index j. The modes are normalized using
the inner product , so that

<¢J’¢J > = 771 i’

where d;;/ is either the Kronecker delta or the Dirac delta
function, depending on whether the label j is discrete or
continuous. The product is not, strictly speaking,
an inner product because the “norm” of any mode ¢;
is not necessarily positive. We have therefore defined a
quantity n; given by

L,
=9

The basis modes are then split into two sets, correspond-
ing to positive and negative frequency modes. Consider
a scalar field mode ¢; having harmonic dependence on a
particular time-like coordinate 7', so that

9
ar

(3.1)

if ¢; has positive “norm”, (3.2)
if ¢; has negative “norm”. ’

¢; = —iwg;, (3.3)
where w € R is the frequency of the mode. Such a mode
is positive frequency if w > 0. From , this defi-
nition depends on the choice of gauge. More generally,
a mode is positive frequency with respect to the coor-
dinate T if, when Fourier decomposed with respect to
the time coordinate T it only contains positive frequency



components, which means that the mode, considered as
a function of T, is analytic in the lower-half of the com-
plex plane. The way in which the basis of field modes
is split into positive and negative frequency components
therefore depends on a choice of time coordinate T'. De-
noting th sitive fi des by ¢ and th -

g the positive frequency modes by ¢ an e neg

ative frequency modes by ¢ , any classical solution ® of
the scalar field equation (2.9)) can therefore be written
schematically as

o =3 (a7 +ble; ), (3.4)
J

where a;, b;- are complex constants and the sum is taken
over the basis of modes.

The scalar field ® is quantized by promoting the ex-
pansion coefficients a;, b} to operators:

b= (@j¢j+ +i’}¢f)-
7

Since we are considering a charged, complex scalar field,
we have distinct operators a; for particles and Bj for an-
tiparticles.

With a choice of time coordinate 7', the canonical mo-
mentum conjugate to the field operator ® is, since we are
assuming that the space-time is static,

(3.5)

N 1 A\ ¥ 1 ~
= 3g™ (D,ﬂ)) = 59" (O, +igA,) &7 (3.6)

The quantum scalar field d and its conjugate momentum
IT then satisfy the equal-time canonical commutation re-
lations

{&)(T,x),ﬁ(T, 33’)} = i3z, ),
[é(T,x),cﬁ(T, w’)] —0= [ﬂ(T,x),ﬁ(T, m’)] . (3.7

Using the orthonormality relations (3.1]), the operators
a;, b; are found to satisfy the commutation relations

[dj,dH =1} b5, [Bj,i)j.,} = —1; 03’
(aj,a) =0=[al.al] . [bby] =0=[618],
(3.8)

where n;f and 7); are the quantities in for the pos-
itive and negative frequency modes respectively.

In the standard approach to canonical quantization,
the positive frequency modes (/5;' are such that 77;' =1
for all j, while the negative frequency modes ¢, are such

that n; = —1 for all j. In this case the nonzero commu-
tation relations (3.8]) take the usual form

gl =0 [bB] =0 (39)

7

leading to the interpretation of the operators a;, l;j as

annihilation operators and EL}L-, l;;r as creation operators.
On the other hand, suppose there exist positive fre-
quency modes ¢} with negative “norm” for which " =

—1 and/or negative frequency modes ¢; with positive

“norm” so that n; = 1. In this situation one could con-
sider that the modes have effectively been “mislabelled”.
In this section, we will be defining positive and nega-
tive frequency modes using various physical choices of
the time coordinate T', and we will see that in some cases
this leads to effectively “mislabelled” modes. A similar
situation arises in the quantization of a neutral scalar
field on a Kerr black hole space-time (see [28], where de-
tails of the “n-formalism” developed to deal with such
“mislabelled” modes can be found).

Nonetheless, in this situation, as in standard quantum
field theory, once we have an expansion of the scalar field
of the form (3.5), a natural “vacuum” state |0) can be
defined as that state which is annihilated by the operators
dj and ZA)jS

a;[0) =0,  b]0) = 0. (3.10)
When the operators a; and IA)j satisfy the conventional
commutation relations , the state |0) contains zero
quanta in both the gzﬁ;r and on modes, as measured by the

standard number operators &t&j and lA)tlAJj. When there

are “mislabelled” modes, the definition of the number
operators 7, 7; for particles and anti-particles respec-
tively are modified to be [28]:

faj =nfala;, ;= n;blb;. (3.11)
Therefore the “vacuum” state |0) still contains zero
quanta, since 7,4;|0) = 0 and f4;|0) = 0. Furthermore,
applying an operator &; or b;- to the state |0) results in
a state which contains one quantum, as measured by the
relevant number operator 1D so that the operators d;r-
and IA); have their usual interpretation as creation opera-

tors (and a;, lA)j are annihilation operators).

B. “Past” quantum states

We first consider the construction of “past” quantum
states, defined with respect to a Cauchy surface close to
H~-U.Z~. The “past” Boulware state |[B~) considered in
Sec. [IIB 1] was constructed in [48] (where it was referred
to as the “in” vacuum), while the “past” Unruh state
[U™) (Sec. was first studied by Gibbons [47], and

more recently in [57] [58].

1. “Past” Boulware state

Near past null infinity .#~, it is natural to use the
Schwarzschild-like coordinate ¢t as the time coordinate.



This corresponds to the proper time of a static observer
far from the black hole. Restricting attention to region
I, a suitable set of “in” modes having positive frequency
with respect to t near .# ~ is then

i efiwt .
Do = ——=—=X30(1)Yem (0, ¢),

VAm|wlr wt
where X% (r) is given by (2.20a). From (2.26a), these

modes have positive norm. Similarly, in region I, a suit-
able set of “in” modes having negative frequency with
respect to ¢t near .~ is

w>0, (3.12a)

e—zwt

VAdm|wlr

A key subtlety here is that qﬁg‘gn #+ ¢>$12: because the
radial equation is not invariant under the trans-
formation w — —w and hence X_ (1) # X, (r).

Near the past event horizon H~, the natural time co-
ordinate for a static (and hence accelerating) observer is
still the Schwarzschild-like coordinate ¢. However, from
, the “up” modes ¢, have positive norm only if
w > 0, where w is given by (2.16|). Working in region I
only, we therefore consider the set of positive norm “up”
modes given by

qbffe;q = Xg‘z(r)ng(H,w), w<0. (3.12b)

—iwt

bt = ——
wtm = Janlalr

If g@Q > 0, these modes all have w > 0 and hence have
positive frequency with respect to ¢, but if ¢@ < 0, then
some of the positive norm “up” modes will have
w < 0 and hence be considered to have negative frequency
as measured by a static observer. Similarly, in region I,
the set of negative norm “up” modes is given by

X0 (r)Yem(0,0),  @>0. (3.13a)

efuut

——X,
Vi

If ¢@Q < 0, then all the negative norm “up” modes have
w < 0 and are negative frequency with respect to ¢, but if
q@ > 0, some negative norm “up” modes will have w > 0
and hence a static observer will regard them as having
positive frequency.

The quantum scalar field is then expanded in terms of
these “in” and “up” modes as follows:

i Z { / N dw @5 B, + / i dw bﬂm?f’gﬁl

£=0 m=—/¢

oo 0
s [Cawan,omn e [ iz, ). e

Porn = P(r)Yum(0,9),  &<0. (3.13b)

Note that the e are defined for w > 0
and b, are defined for w < 0, while the “up” operators

‘in” operators al

a by, have @ > 0, and the ?’ﬁm have @ < 0. Since the
¢™/"P* modes all have positive norm, and the ¢"/"P—
modes all have negative norm, the operators a, b satisfy
standard commutation relations:

~in ~inf

[awémv %wm/: = 000 Oy O (w — W), w>0,
[Aglfm’ Biﬁwm/- = 000 Oy 6 (w — W), w <0,
[&Eféw dg?etm/_ = 000 O O (w — W), o >0,
[bZ‘Zm, bfﬁ} = 800 O O (w — '), w<0. (3.15)

All commutators not given explicitly above vanish. The
“past” Boulware state |B™) is then defined as the vac-
uum state which is annihilated by the following a and b
operators:

an, |B7) =0, w >0,
wlm|B )y =0, w <0,
ah |B7) =0, w >0,
b IB7) =0, w < 0. (3.16)

In [48] we referred to this state as the “in” vacuum. The
“past” Boulware state has no particles or antiparticles
incoming from past null infinity .# ~ nor emanating from
the past horizon H~. It is therefore that state which is
as empty as possible as seen by a static observer at past
null infinity. However, this state is not empty as seen
by a static observer at future null infinity #+, where it
contains an outgoing flux of particles in the superradiant
regime [48].

2. “Past” Unruh state

To define the “past” Unruh state [U™), we consider
“in” modes having positive frequency with respect to
Schwarzschild time ¢ near past null infinity .# ~. There-
fore, in region I, the positive frequency “in” modes are

given by :3.12a and the negative frequency “in” modes
are given by (3.12b)).

Near the past horizon H ™, the natural choice of time
coordinate is Kruskal retarded time U, which is an affine
parameter along the null generators of the past horizon.
We now describe in some detail how to construct a set of
“up” modes which have positive frequency with respect
to U near the past horizon H ™, since this differs in some
respects from the corresponding derivation for a neutral
scalar field (see, for example, [5 60]). Our construction
is analogous to that presented in [57, [58], although we
use a different gauge for the electromagnetic potential,
which affects the detailed form of the scalar field modes.




The “up” modes are defined in region I by their radial function X (r) (2.20b)), and this definition can be extended
across the past horizon H™ into region III. In terms of the Kruskal coordinates U, V', near the past horizon H~ an
“up” mode ¢"?  takes the form

wlm

1 i(w+o H(w=&
. % ln(fliU) _ i o ) ]n(mv)nm(a’ ¢)®(7U)7 (317)
Vil

where the surface gravity & is given by (2.7), and © the Heaviside step function

1, >0
/=) 7 = 3.18
(z) {O, otherwise. ( )

up - __
¢w€m -

By definition, the “up” modes vanish in region IV of the space-time. Next we define a set of modes denoted by

down in regions II and IV by making the transformation U — —U, V — —V in the “up” modes ¢} . It should
be emphasized that the modes 9d9"" as defined, are nonzero in region IV of the space-time diagram in Fig. [I| and
therefore are not the same as the “down” modes whose radial functions are given by , and which vanish in
region IV.

Near the surface V = 0, the modes 139" take the form

wlm
1 (Wt i(w—&
domm = ——"FT MU Ry, (0, )0 (U). (3.19)
NZER
down

Like the “up” modes ¢.} , the norm of the modes 159%™ depends on the sign of w. However, unlike the “up” modes
¢w£m’ we find that the modes d’S%Vnn have negative norm when w > 0 and positive norm when w < 0. This difference
is crucial in the construction below.

To define a set of modes having positive frequency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate U, we make use of the

Lemma in Appendix H of [60], which states that, for positive real p and arbitrary real q

/ dX e~ %X [e‘iq nXo(X) + e_”qe_iqln(_x)@(—X)] =0. (3.20)

—0Q0

We wish to apply (3.20) to a linear combination of the “up” modes and the modes g(g%“ 3.19)), integrating
l-

over a surface close to V = 0 for which V' > 0. Comparing and ), we take X = U and q =— (w4 ) /2k.
Before we can apply , we need to simplify the terms involving In(—xV) in . Positive frequency modes
are analytic in the lower half plane and therefore we need to use a branch of the logarithm which is also analytic in
the lower half plane. Making an appropriate branch cut (for example along the positive imaginary axis), we have

In(—1) = —im and hence, bearing in mind that KV > 0 for the surface over which we want to integrate,
i(w—w) B m(w—w) i(w—w)
exp { P In( IQV):| = exp [ or ] exp [ P In(kV)] . (3.21)
Applying (3.20)) then gives
o . -
/ dU e=i?U [eﬁ%gm te B gmn} —0, p>o. (3.22)

From this we deduce that the modes e3% ot + e’%wg‘}‘gf’ have positive frequency with respect to Kruskal time U
for any value of w. Therefore a set of normalized modes having positive frequency with respect to U near the past
horizon H ™~ is, for all values of @,

= ——— (W, e Fulpn), ald, (3.230)
2 finh (2]

Similarly, a set of normalized modes having negative frequency with respect to U near the past horizon is, for all
values of @,

Xeopm = m (6_%%% + e%%%n) . alld. (3.23b)
sinh (%
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The modes XZ‘Z?; are defined throughout regions I-IV. It is straightforward to check that the positive frequency modes

up+

Xeym have positive norm for all &, while the negative frequency modes x.,
We now expand the quantum scalar field in terms of the modes ¢

modes deW“ vanish and we are left with

oo 14 0o 0
b=3 33wl + [ awdil o+
=0m=—¢ |70

The commutation relations satisfied by the ¢ and d op-
erators take the standard form (commutators not given
explicitly below vanish)

|:ézi;?€m7 éi?/*g/mf = 000/ Omm 0 (w — w'), w >0,
{ N | = 80/ O O (w — w'), w<0,
{éli‘zm, &= S G S(w — '), all @,
[di’fém, di‘f}mf = S0 6(w — '),  all@, (3.25)

since the modes q’)wem, ngrn that we have designated to

be positive frequency have positive norm, and the neg-
ative frequency modes have negative norm. The “past”
Unruh state |[U™) is then defined as that state which is

annihilated by the following ¢ and d operators:

Ag‘[m|U ) =0, w>0,
£m|U )y =0, w <0,
' UTY =0,  all@,
d™ [UT)y=0, alla. (3.26)

Like the “past” Boulware state |B7), the “past” Unruh
state [U™) contains no particles or antiparticles as seen by
a static observer at past null infinity .#~. There is how-
ever an outgoing thermal flux of particles/antiparticles as
seen by a static observer at future null infinity ., cor-
responding to the Hawking radiation at all frequencies,
in agreement with Ref. [47].

3. “Past” CCH state

We next define a further “past” quantum state, de-
noted by |[CCH™) (where “CCH” stands for Candelas,

J

have negative norm for all @.
and x5 Working only in region I, the

wlm w@m

_Tm® 5
{e ~e'P ek ZIZIn

wém

/ dw wém
\/2 ‘smh

(

(3.24)

Chrzanowski and Howard) [37]. As we shall see in
Sec. the “past” Unruh state |[U™) contains a ther-
mal distribution of particles in the “up” modes and no
particles in the “in” modes. The “past” CCH state
|[CCH™) will also contain a thermal distribution of par-
ticles in the “in” modes, although, as we shall find in
Sec. [VB?2] the thermal factors in the “in” and “
modes are not the same.

We construct this state by employing a suitable or-
thonormal basis of field modes. Our basis is formed of
the Xwém modes , together with a set of modes

Xw?’fn’ which are constructed from the “in” modes

using a method snnllar to that for the Xupi modes.

In region I, the “in” modes are defined by their radial
function Xi)ne(r) (2.20a), and this definition can be ex-
tended across the future horizon H* into region II. By
definition, the “in” modes vanish in regions III and IV.
We define a set of modes 2%t in regions III and IV (and
vanishing in regions I and II) by taking the “in” modes

i, and performing the mapping U — —U, V — —V.
From this definition, the modes ¢24¢ have negative norm
for w > 0 and positive norm for w < 0.

Using the “in” modes ¢/1, ~and the ¥°%¢ modes, we

then define, for all w, and throughout regions -1V,

wém

i 1 W _mw
Xevem = (€2 Blem + €™ P20 »
2 |sinh (72)|
(3.27a)
and (again for all w and throughout regions I-1V)
in— 1 —Z£ in out
Xwem = (6 2 wlm + e 2 wEm) :

2 |sinh (%) |
(3.27b)
The modes X;ém have positive norm for all w, and the
modes . wem have negative norm for all w. Therefore

we may use (3.27)), together with the modes ([3.23) con-

structed in the previous subsection, to form an orthonor-
mal basis of field modes.

The question is then whether the modes (3.27) have a natural interpretation in terms of being positive or negative

frequency with respect to a particular coordinate. Near the surface U = 0 (H™ in region I), the “in

take the form
in
(binl _ wl
wem

VAr|w|r

6% ln(—ch)e—

”

modes (j)w vm

)y, (0, 0)0(V). (3.28)
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Similarly, near the surface U = 0 the modes 9°%¢ are given by

wlm

B, e
out __ wl e ln(NU)ef

whm = VAam|wlr

LEE Ry, (9, 0)O(— V).

(3.29)

We now seek to combine (3.28] [3.29) using Lemma (3.20). Considering modes having positive frequency with respect
to the Kruskal coordinate V (an affine parameter along the null generators of the future event horizon H™) we set,
as before, In(—1) = —iw. Integrating over a surface for which U = —e < 0, we have

1(w—w
exp | ———

i) = s [~ xp [

(3.30)

Applying (3.20) with X =V and q = (w + @) /2k then gives

/ dVe ZPV wem +e

™

= O] =0,

p>0, (3.31)

wlm

with the result that the modes (3.27a)) have positive frequency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate V', along the
surface U = —e < 0, part of which lies close to the future horizon HT in region I of the space-time. Similarly, the

modes (3.27b)) have negative frequency with respect to V.

Restricting attention to region I of the space-time, the modes ¥°4¢ vanish, and we therefore expand the quantum

scalar field as

d wm

%mg—ﬁ /— w\/2|smh % o [

/ dw——r—— me I:ezm
y/2|Slnh ’T“

and define the “past” CCH state |CCH™) as that state
annihilated by the following f and § operators:

Mm|CCH Yy =0, all w,

g, |CCH™) =0, all w,

w£m|CCH Yy =0, all w,

Gy |CCH™) =0, all w. (3.33)
Since the Xm/ "P* modes all have positive norm, while
the Xgle/ "P~ modes all have negative norm, the operators

f i%,lllp and gm/ P satisfy the standard commutation rela-
tions (all other commutators vanish)
:Aj.)r;wu ?ﬁ;/m/: = 800 Oy O (w — w'), all w,
:ﬁlflewfliﬂ/m/: = 800 O 6 (w — W), all w,
:f;j?m’ Efpeffm/: = 000/ Oy 6 (w — W), all @,
G ] = GG d(w — ), all@. (3.34)

The properties of the state [CCH™) will be investigated
further in Sec. [[V] along with the other “past” quan-
tum states defined in this section. From the expan-

wlm

M — W . inf
2 w@m +e 2 gwfm:|

upf

e gwem] ) (3.32)

wém+6

(

sion (3.32]), we anticipate a thermal distribution of parti-
cles/antiparticles in both the “in” and “up” modes, but

with the frequency w in the thermal factor for the “in”
modes, while the thermal factor for the “up” modes con-

tains the quantity @ (2.16)).

C. “Future” quantum states

Following [29] 30], we next define “future” Boulware,
Unruh and CCH states which are the time-reverse of the
“past” Boulware, Unruh and CCH states constructed in
the previous subsection. The “future” states are defined
by using the “out” and “down” basis modes rather than
the “in” and “up” modes as considered for the “past”
quantum states. The “future” Boulware state |[B*) which
we construct in Sec. was previously considered in
Ref. [48], where it was called the “out” vacuum state.

1. “PFuture” Boulware state

Near future null infinity .#T, we consider a set of
“out” modes which have positive frequency with respect
to Schwarzschild time ¢, which is the natural frequency



for a static observer in this region:

—iwt
ou € ou
¢w€:;: = Xwét(r)yém(av 4)0)7

VAar|w|r

w >0, (3.35a)

where X°J*(r) is given by (2.21b). These modes have
positive norm. The corresponding “out” modes with neg-
ative frequency and negative norm are

—iwt
out— ¢ out

wlm 7Xw€ (T’)}/gm(a,(p), w < 0. (335b>
47|w|r

Near the future horizon H*, we consider positive norm
“down” modes

—twt
own € wn
Soom " = ==X (r)Yum (0, ),

wlm \/WT
(3.36a)

where X49%1(r) is given by . The restriction w > 0
is required for these modes to have positive norm. Sim-
ilarly, a suitable set of “down” modes having negative
frequency (and negative norm) is

w >0,

—iwt
W1 — € own
Som = X5 () Yem (0, 0),

wlm - \/mr wl
(3.36b)

The modes (3.35| - - ) form an orthonormal basis in re-
gion I, hence, expanding the scalar field in terms of these

J

w < 0.

2. “Puture”

12

modes, we find

0
b= 3 3 {[Tavamoms+ [ asigion:
£=0 m=—¢ -
d 0 d d
w [Tt s [ aitrian)
0 —0o0
(3.37)

where the operators @ and b satisfy the standard nonzero
commutation relations

[dg%:n’ di’ﬁ?m,} = 0o Ommd(w —w'),  w>0,

{ Z‘éin»bfi‘fﬂm/} = 800 Oy O (w — w'), w <0,

{ o, Ai?zf“*] S0 Ommid(w — '), @ >0,

{ g%ﬁnabj?;nmt] 80 Oy O (w — w'), w<0,
(3.38)

and all commutators not given above vanish. The “fu-
ture” Boulware state |B*) is then defined as the state

which is annihilated by the following a and b operators:

AZ%\BW 0, w>0,
Zm‘B+> - O, w < 0,
adownBTy =0, @ >0,
blovnBHY =0, & <O0. (3.39)

The “future” Boulware state |BT) was referred to as the
“out” vacuum in our previous work [48]. It corresponds
to an absence of outgoing particles/antiparticles as seen
by a static observer at future null infinity [4§].

Unruh state

In a similar fashion, we next define the “future” Unruh state |[U"). The “out” modes take the form in region
I (which can be extended into region III) and have positive/negative frequency with respect to Schwarzschild time ¢
near future null infinity .# . We consider “down” modes having positive/negative frequency with respect to Kruskal
time V near the future horizon H . The derivation of these modes follows that for the “up” modes in Sec.

The “down” modes are defined in region I by their radial function XSZWH(T) , and this definition can be
extended across the future horizon H* into region II. Near Ht we have:

down 1 %m(ﬂw)ef

=—-c¢

whm @l

We then define a set of modes denoted by ), , which are obtained by taking the “down” modes ¢

VYL (0, 0)0(V). (3.40)

down

ot and making

the coordinate transformation U — —U, V' — —V. These new modes are nonvanishing in regions III and IV and
have negative norm when @ > 0 and positive norm when @ < 0. Near the surface U = 0 they take the form

,(/}up 1 ew ln(ch)e—

whm = Jar|wlr

25 1o

KV)Y@m(Qa@)Q(—V) (341)

In a similar fashlon to the approach of Sec. [IlII B2 we seek to apply the Lemma ) to a suitable combination of
the modes with X =V and q = (w + w) /2k, integrating over a surface near U = 0 with U =€ > 0 (part
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of this surface lies close to the future event horizon H* in region II of the space-time). Again we use a branch of the
logarithm which is analytic in the lower half plane to give, for kU > 0,

exp {Z(“’Q;@) 1n(—f$U)] = exp r (“’2; ‘NU)] exp {Z (“2; “) 1D(I<LU):| . (3.42)

We can now apply (3.20]) to obtain

/ av eV [ S gl e E g T =0, ps o, (3.43)

from which we deduce that the modes in square brackets in (3.43|) have positive frequency with respect to the Kruskal
coordinate V' for any value of w. Therefore a suitable orthonormal basis of field modes defined throughout regions
I-1IV and having positive frequency with respect to V near H¥ is

ot — L (e—w down | e*%qpiﬁm) . allw, (3.44a)
2 |Sinh (%)|

while an orthonormal set of modes having negative frequency with respect to V near H* is

1 % ~
oo ——— S I 1) (3.44D)
2 |sinh (%) ‘
All our positive frequency modes Xffé‘zf"'
have negative norm. In region I (where the >

out and xIo"M takes the form

1' have positive norm, and all negative frequency modes x99~ (3.44b)

wlm

em Modes vanish), the expansion of the field in terms of the modes

oo £ 00 0 5
b=> 3§ [ awaonit+ [ avdnilon + / A5 ——— ifzm“ |3 el + e Tl
t=0m=—¢ | /0 /2 |smh “’
(3.45)
The commutation relations satisfied by the ¢ and d oper- 3. “Puture” CCH state
ators take the standard form (with all commutators not
given below vanishing) Our final “future” state is the “future” CCH state
|CCH™), in which the “down” modes are thermalized
eout e 1 = §pp B O (w — W) >0 : v O :
Cotm> Cwrprmy | = 00 Omm/ 0\W — W), w ) with respect to the quantity w near the future event hori-

zon H, asin the “future” Unruh state [UT). In addition,
the “out” modes are also thermalized, but with respect
to w, which is the natural frequency for a static observer
far from the black hole.

Our orthonormal basis of modes consists of Xf}%‘fn“i,
and new modes x°%F . which we construct us-

[df;;:n,doegf } = SO (W —w'),  w <0,

~d ~downt 1 ~
{ché:vnn’ Cw’ﬁ’m’:| = 0pp Oy 0 (w — W), all @,

[ddgm, d2ynt] = dueGmmed(w =), all @ (3.46)
wlm

ing the same approach as in Sec. and which are

also defined throughout regions I-IV. We define modes

by taking ¢°4¢ (defined in region I by their radial

The “future” Unruh state |U*) is then defined as that
state which is annihilated by the following ¢ and d oper-

w@m

ators: function X27%(r) (2.21b)), and extended across the past
eout Uty =0, w >0, horizon H~ into region III) and performing the substl—
ut N tution U — —U, V — —V. The resulting modes 1,
mlUT) =0, w <0, (which are nonvanlshlng in regions IT and IV) have neg-
AdOWH|U+> 0 all @ ative norm for w > 0 and positive norm for w < 0. We
Cuwtm ’ ’ out+
Sdown 114+ N then define the modes X, , for all w, as follows:
oot |u™y =0, all @. (3.47)
1 rw Tw
. . . . . LT b t 35
In this state there are no outgoing particles/antiparticles Xotm = - — (2% ¢ + €7 2 Yipm)
as seen by a static observer at .# ™, but the “down” modes 2 [sinh (7¢) }

are thermally populated. (3.48a)
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1 - o
v R S— P U NNEPE T
2 ‘Slnh (%)‘

(3.48b)

J

out—
wlm

out+

wlm modes have negative

It is straightforward to show that the y modes have positive norm for all w, while the x
norm for all w.

To investigate whether the modes Xc’“ti have an interpretation as being positive/negative frequency with respect to
a particular coordinate, we consider the form of the “out” modes ¢°% and the modes 1'%, near the surface V = 0.

wilm wilm
We have

B iwis) gy i) o
Pty = ——e—e 7 M V)Y, (0, 0)O(<U), (3.49)
VAm|wl|r
and
. Bin* ot o
Yy, = el MR )~ H s )y, (9 0)O(U). (3.50)
Var|w|r
For positive frequency modes, we take In(—1) = —im as previously, then, integrating over the surface V = —e < 0 we
have
i(w—w) B T (w— W) i(w—w)
exp [ 5 ln(mV)} = exp [ P ] exp [ 5 In(—kV)| . (3.51)
Applying (3.20) with X =U and q = — (w + @) /2K gives
/ dU e [yt 4 e ] =0, p>0, (3.52)

from which we deduce that the modes have positive frequency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate U along
the surface V' = —e < 0, part of which lies close to the past event horizon H~ in region II of the space-time. By a
similar argument, the modes have negative frequency with respect to U along the same surface.

As previously, we now consider the quantum field on region I of the space-time, where the modes wg]ém vanish.
Therefore the expansion of the quantum scalar field is

dy —— out |:62K 0 +e—onutT:|
zmz I W e e A

down{ down+e TQE downT} . (353)

/ dw — wlm wlm wlZm
\/2 ‘mnh %

(

and gg‘/njp satisfy the standard with all commutators not given explicitly above vanish-

out/down+ ing. Finally we define the “future” CCH state [CCH") as

wlm

The operators f n/up

nonzero commutation relations, since the x

modes all have positive norm, while the lez%downf that state annihilated by the following f and ¢ operators:
11 h i .
modf:s a A ave I_1egat1ve norm, out |OCHY = 0, all w,
[ Sims ettt | = 00O 6w = '), all w, gout |CCH') =0,  all w,
rdown +\ ~
{gg‘éfn, gg‘fﬂm,] = 0001 Oy O (w — W), all w, fotm |ICCHT) =0,  allw,
down + ~
A N CCH") =0 all w. 3.55
[ aow, df’m = 60w — '), all @, G /=0 (3.55)
~down pdownf ] , ~ We have now defined six states: three “past” and three
[gwem uwrerm! | = = 000/ Omm/ 6(w — w'), all @, (3.54) “future” states. The properties of these states will be




studied in detail in Sec. [[V]

D. “Boulware”-like state

In Secs. we defined the “past” and “fu-
ture” Boulware states (dubbed the “in” and “out” vacua

in [48]). The “past” Boulware state |B~) is empty of in-
coming particles as seen by a static observer at .# ~ but,
as we shall find in Sec. a static observer at %" sees
an outgoing flux of particles [48]. Similarly, the “future”
Boulware state |BT) has no outgoing flux as seen by a
static observer at ., but is not empty at .# . The

J

- e {[

£=0 m=—/¢

out+

0
. . ~ — t
|: glemqsgl;r_n + hg}%ﬁn me:| + / dw {kﬂtn(bflm kzlz;s(bizlé:n} }
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question then arises as to whether it is possible to define
a quantum state which is as empty as possible as seen by
static observers at both past null infinity .#~ and future
null infinity #*. To define a state which is as empty as
possible at #*, we seek to expand the classical scalar
field in terms of the positive and negative frequency “in
and “out” modes . Working in region I, the
“in” and “up” modes form a basis and therefore the clas-
sical scalar field can be expanded in terms of these modes.
Using (2.28), each “up” mode can be written in terms of
an “in” and an “out” mode, leading to an expansion of
the classical scalar field in terms of “in” and “out” modes,
as follows:

(3.56)

— 00

Both the “in” and “out” modes have positive norm for w > 0, so those modes in (3.56) which we have identified as
having positive frequency also have positive norm, while the negative frequency modes have negative norm.
However, there is a complication. The “in” and “out” modes are not orthogonal, and therefore we cannot directly

quantize the field using the expansion (|3.56)).

modes (which are orthogonal) using (2.28)), and hence obtain the classical field expansion

O o .
¢ = Z Z {/ Dm P +/_Do dwkly &0

=0 m=—¢

m.

where the coeflicients in the expansion are given by

zij)lém = N(i.:lém Am* ?ulé:na w > Oa
inf _ 7inf inx.outt
kw@m - kwém + A kw@m’ w < 0’
1
w t
- 'w BIRS,,  w>0,
1
upt _ |W s goutt
A 'w BrE <o (3.58)

In we have now expanded the classical scalar field
in terms of an orthonormal basis of field modes, and
therefore we can proceed to quantize the field by pro-
moting the expansion coefficients h and % to operators.
At this point a subtlety arises. As can be seen in ,
depending on the bign of qQ/r+, we either have some

positive norm “up” modes ¢wem which are multiplied by

operators k! which we would like to interpret as creation
operators, or else there are negative norm “up” modes
¢% " which are multiplied by operators h which we would
like to interpret as annihilation operators.

o max{ gf ,0}
+ / dw hw2m¢r)?:1 + / dw hwem‘bﬁ;
ax{ 42 0} 0

We therefore write the “out” modes in terms of the “in” and “
0 ; N min{%,(}} ;
O e KR
min{g,o} —00
(3.57)

As discussed in Sec. [[ITA] we therefore find that the
operators hin and ki satisfy the usual commutation rela-
tions (with those commutators not given explicitly below
vanishing)

{ in Bt } = S O(w — '), w >0,
[Ag;m, l%jj,*e,m,} = 800 O O(w — '), w <0, (3.59)

but that the operators huP and kP satisfy modified com-
mutation relations (the remaining commutators vanish
as usual):

|:i7':)2m7 ihl%/m/} = Nzt Omm d(w — '),  w>0,
|:kw€m’ ki?}m/} = Nuw00e Omm O (w — W), w <0,
(3.60)
where we have defined
1 if wwo >0
WS = e o~ 3.61
1 {1, if ww < 0. ( )



Essentially what is happening is that the “up” modes
with w > 0 but @ < 0 have been “mislabelled” as pos-
itive frequency modes in the expansion , despite
the fact that they have negative “norm”. Similarly, “up”
modes with w < 0 but @ > 0 have been “mislabelled”
as negative frequency modes in the expansion, since they
have positive “norm”.

Despite the unconventional commutation relations
, following the discussion in Sec. and Ref. [28],

we posit a “Boulware”-like state |B) as that state which
is annihilated by the h and k operators as follows:

hn IBY=0, w>0,
ko IB) =0, w<0,
A B)=0, w>0,
P B)=0, w<0. (3.62)

This state corresponds to an absence of quanta in the “in”
modes, as is the case for the “past” Boulware state |[B™).
As in |B7), there are also no particles in the nonsuperra-
diant “up” modes. Our new state |B) differs from |B™)
in its quanta content in the superradiant “up” modes.
This will be evident when we study expectation values of
observables in this state in Sec. [V-Cl

[e%S) 14 )

v=3 Y [

L=0m=—L" ~®

wlm

which, in region I, equals

We now have a problem similar to that in Sec. @ in
own

that the “up” modes Xi‘zi and “down” modes x29""F are

not orthogonal. The “up” modes lezi are orthogona_l to
the “in” modes Xfefn 1) but the “in” modes Y™t

wlm
lead to thermal factors depending on the frequency w
(as in the state [CCH™)) rather than @ as in the modes

X:ﬁi and x39""% The “in” modes x'it  constructed in
Sec. [T B3| have positive frequency with respect to the
Kruskal coordinate V' on the surface U = —e < 0, part
of which lies close to the future horizon HT in region I of
the space-time. Here we take an alternative approach and
instead construct an alternative set of “in” modes X ;-
which are positive frequency on the surface U = € > 0.

Using the asymptotic forms (3.28 , and the result
(13.42)), as in the construction of the “future” Unruh state

|[U~) we can apply the Lemma (3.20) with X = V and

ais {5 + 20,
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E. “Hartle-Hawking”-like states

The Hartle-Hawking state |H) [6] on Schwarzschild
space-time is constructed by considering both the “in”
and “up” modes to be thermalized. This is equivalent to
considering a set of “up” modes which are positive fre-
quency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate U on the
past horizon H~ and a set of “down” modes which are
positive frequency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate
V on the future horizon H*. We now examine whether it
is possible to define a corresponding “Hartle-Hawking”-
like state for the charged scalar field on RN.

In Sec. we_have already constructed sets of
“up” modes Y b- which have positive/negative

wlm
frequency with respect to U near H ™, and in Sec. [III C 2
we have a similar set of “down” modes Xg‘z‘z:‘i 1) hav-

ing positive/negative frequency with respect to V near
H*. To expand the classical scalar field in terms of these
modes, first note that the modes Y*»= (3.23) and =

wbm \ Xt
(3.27)) form a basis of modes in regions I-IV. Using ([2.28))
and the corresponding relationships between the modes

in up out down in+ .
otms Yorm> Yotms Vo, each 7, mode can be writ-

ten as a linear combination of the modes X:ﬁi (3.23) and

g%:"nni (13.44). Therefore we can write the classical scalar
field in terms of the x">% and x39%"% modes as follows:

_ ~d _
X + P + 3=} (3.63)
+ e FER |+l [T+ e FA L (369

q = (w+w) /2K to give, for p > 0,

Rl ) 7 (w—3)
/ dV e~V {e_ P

— 00

O+ 07 Y] =0,

(3.65)
From this (and a similar argument) we deduce that the
modes

%Lijl;;n = % (6%¢‘13£m + 6_% 31%:71) )
2 ‘sinh (’“") ’
(3.66a)
Xoim = . —— (67% By + €3% Sé:n) ;
2 ‘sinh (L)’
(3.66D)

(defined throughout regions I-IV) are positive and nega-
tive frequency with respect to the Kruskal coordinate V'

(134

on the surface U = ¢ > 0. Furthermore, these new “in”



modes )Ngi;in are orthogonal to the “up” modes Xiéi’ as

desired. However, the positive frequency modes ngrn
have positive “norm” only if ww > 0 and have nega-
tive “norm” if ww < 0. Similarly, the negative frequency
modes Xw om 1 have negative “norm” if ww > 0 but positive

“norm” if ww < 0. The situation is therefore similar to
that encountered in Sec. in that modes Xglgn for
which ww < 0 will be “mislabelled” according to their
frequency, rather than their “norm”.

downi

We therefore write the “down” X modes in terms

of the new “in” modes Xmi and “up” modes XuPi To
do this, we first use the relatlonshlp - ) between the
modes in region I, to give, in region IV,

up* _;down w up* s out
,l/]w[m Awém wlm +‘5‘ Bwim wlm

(3.67)

for all w, @, where the modes ), are defined in

Sec. [IIC2 the modes @/}S‘éﬁ"nﬂ in Sec. and the
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ing the definitions (3.23 , we find

downz Aup* upt +)£‘ Bup>|< Sint
w

wemXwbm*

(3.68)

wlm wemXwlm

We thus write the expansion of the classical field as

e = Z Z {/ [pwemngzz + SZIZIan[m]

=0 m=—1¢

+/ dw [pwémxgétn + sg]gmxi?@:n] } ’ (369)

—0o0

where we have rewritten the integral over the “in” modes
in terms of w rather than @w and the coefficients in the
expansion are

up __ ~up uP*"'down
pw@m_pw5m+A Putm »

SUPT _ ~upT +Aup*AdownT

wlm wlm Swem
in _ up*Adown
Poem = B Puem >
inf  _ up*AdownT
Swem = B Swtm - (370)

modes ¢05"  are defined in Sec. [[IIB 3, Therefore, us- In region I, the expansion (3.69) takes the form
J
0o 0 00 B o o
e = Z Z / o ———— {¢lem [e%pz}ém + 6772( Swlm] + ¢w€m [ giwp:;?ém + 67%35?771} } ’ (371)

2 |smh (’W)|

=0 m=—¢ Rl

which will lead to thermal factors depending on the fre-
quency w for all modes.

As we now have an expansion of the scalar field
in terms of an orthonormal basis of field modes, we can
promote the expansion coefficients p and s to operators.
As in Sec m there i is a subtlety due to the “norm” of
the new “in” modes X' Xwém The operators p“"P and 5"P sat-
isfy the usual commutation relations (commutators not
given explicitly vanish)

(520 B2F | = Gt Omme 8w =), all &,
[gizmv éz]’);’m/] = 5@5’ 6mm’5(w - wl)» all @, (372)

but the operators p'* and 5™ satisfy modified commuta-

tion relations:

(B8 B | = Mt Bme 8l = ), all B,
|:Aglém7 §51/Tg/m/:| - nwﬁélf’(smm’é(w - OJI), all t:;‘,
(3.73)

where 7,5 is given in (3.61) and all other commutators
vanish. When, in the next section, we calculate expec-

(

tation values of observables in this state, we will need
to take into account the modified commutation relations
(13.73).

Nonetheless, we proceed by defining a tentative
“Hartle-Hawking”-like state |H) as that state annihilated
by the p and § operators:

P H) =0, all @,
gn, H)y=0, alla,
PP [H)y=0, all®,
§° H)y=0, all®. (3.74)

This state has no quanta in the x_),, modes, as in both
the “past” Unruh |[U~) and CCH |CCH™) states, and
hence a thermal distribution of particles/antiparticles
in the “up” modes ¢}, . However, the distribution of
quanta in the “in” modes will be different from both the
states |[U~) and |CCH™).

In defining the state |H), we encountered “mislabelled”
superradiant “in” modes. Suppose instead that we ex-
pand the classmal field in terms of the y éi and Xglﬁ:’ir:n
modes, but with the expansion coeflicients denoted as
annihilation/ creation operators according to the “norm”
of the modes. The resulting expansion is
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) /4 . + min{g,O} ;
_ u u u + int ~in—
o Z Z wplzmxwlzm + lee)mxwém} +/ dw |: glfmxglfm + Uwémxgllm}
=0 m= -
ma; 7@ . .I. oo .I_
~in— in in
+/ [ wfmxglém + vwémxglé_%} +/ dw [uglfmxglzr_n + vwlmxwém] ) (375)
min{ max{%,O}
which reduces, in region I, to
oo 4 oo 1 _
p=y 3 0 @ 0 [e Bl + e ]
(=0 m=—¢ |V~ 2 |sinh (22)|
min{Z= 0} 1 . 5 . .
I 5 [l + e T
—oo 2 |sinh (=)
K
max{Z—,O} . .
— wfm |: ® Uy om + e U::ETWL}
min \/2 ‘smh & ’
K
e w @ inf
& 3 in
+/ Q w@m [ " Upem te 2= vwlm} (376)
o \/2 |smh ’W |

When min{%,O} <w < max{ﬁ 0}, we have wiw < 0

and hence we have relabelled the )Ndff modes as nega-

tive frequency (as they have negative “norm”) and the
Xooem Modes as positive frequency (since they have pos-
itive “norm”). Promoting the expansion coefficients to
operators, they now satisfy the standard commutation
relations

~inf

[ﬂi&ma uw,e,m,: = 600 O O (w — W), all w,
[ﬁglfm’ B | = 00 S 6w — W), all w,
(8,0, 0220] = B bl — o), Al
[@Sﬁma @l‘,‘,’}m/— = 800 Omm O (w — W), all @. (3.77)

The expansion corresponds to the expansion used
in [28] to define a “Hartle-Hawking”-like state for a neu-
tral scalar field on a Kerr space-time. We therefore
use the notation |FT) (where FT stands for Frolov and
Thorne) for the state annihilated by the @& and © opera-
tors, as follows:

a'", |FT) = 0, all w
o, |FT) = O, all w,
oy |FT) = 0, all @,
0% FT) =0,  all® (3.78)

From the expansion (3.76)), we anticipate that this state
will have both the “in” and “up” modes thermally pop-
ulated, with the frequency w in all thermal factors, al-

though the superradiant
treatment.

“in” modes will require careful

IV. EXPECTATION VALUES OF
OBSERVABLES

In the previous section we were able to define a
plethora of quantum states for a charged scalar field on
a charged black hole background. In this section we con-
sider the expectation values of observables in these var-
ious quantum states. The observables we study are the
scalar field condensate, the current and the stress-energy
tensor.

A. Observables

The simplest nontrivial observable for a charged scalar
field is the scalar field condensate (or vacuum polariza-
tion)

§5Z§ﬁ@+¢@y (4.1)

which classically is simply the square of the magnitude
of the scalar field:

= |®]?. (4.2)

Since we are considering static states on a static and
spherically symmetric black hole, the expectation values

<§’5> will be functions of the radial coordinate r only.



The next simplest nontrivial observable is the charged
scalar field current J*, which is given classically by

q
JH == [®*"DHP]. 4.3
L3[orpra) (43)
We therefore define the current operator to be
T iq o} % e\ ot
Jt=—1|0" (D! )+ (D'D) D
16w
N A\ T AT o
—$ (D“fb) - (D“fb) cb]. (4.4)

The classical current J* is conserved, as are the expec-
tation values of the current operator [61]:
V. (J*) = 0. (4.5)
Since we are considering only static states which do not
evolve with time, the above equation governing the con-
servation of the current reduces to
2

O, (JTY + =(J") = 0.

: (4.6)

This is readily integrated to give, for any quantum state,

(=K

=% (4.7)
where K is a constant whose value depends on the quan-
tum state under consideration. Physically, K is the flux
of charge emitted by the black hole in that particular
quantum state. The black hole is losing charge if IC has
the same sign as the black hole charge Q. In App. [A]
we prove that this component of the current does not
require renormalization. It is shown in [58] that while
the component <j %) requires renormalization, for a suit-
able choice of point-splitting on an RN-de Sitter black
hole background, the renormalization counterterms are
finite. While we expect that result to hold also for an
RN black hole, given the remaining numerical difficulties
in computing the renormalized expectation value of that
component, we shall restrict our attention in this paper
to differences in expectation values between two quantum
states.

Later in this section we shall wish to study the reg-
ularity of our quantum states at the event horizon, for
which it is helpful to have the nonzero components of the
current in terms of Kruskal coordinates :

JY = kU [T+ f(r)~1T7],
JV = kV [J'+ f(r)"1JT]. (4.8)

Our final observable is the stress-energy tensor 71},
which has the following classical expression for a mass-
less, minimally coupled, charged complex scalar field

x 1 x
T =R {(Dﬂ)) Dy® = S99’ (Dy®) Da@} :
(4.9)
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and for which the corresponding quantum operator is
thus
. 1

T = § {(D,@)T D,é + D, (D,@)T

AT - A AT
+(D,®) Dub+ D, (D,d)

1 - AT R . T
759/“/9,) |:(qu>) D,®+ D,® (qu))

+ (D,,<i>)T D, + D,b (D, ) 1 } . (4.10)

The expectation value of the stress-energy tensor opera-
tor T}, is not conserved [61], due to the coupling between
the scalar field and the electromagnetic field strength.
Expectation values of the stress-energy tensor operator
should instead satisfy [61]:

VH(T,) = 4w, (J4), (4.11)

where F,, = V,A, — V, A, is the background electro-
magnetic field strength and we are using Gaussian units.
For static states on a spherically symmetric black hole,
the stress-energy tensor expectation value will have the
nonzero components

A(r) —P(r)f(r)~! 0 0
gy _ [ PO T = AR =206) 0 0
v 0 0 o) 0
0 0 0 Q)
(4.12)

where f(r) is the metric function (2.2), A(r), P(r) and
Q(r) are (presently unknown) functions of the radial co-
ordinate 7 only, and T(r) is the trace of the stress-energy
tensor. For a charged scalar field minimally coupled to
the space-time curvature, the trace when the space-time
background has vanishing Ricci scalar is given by [61]

1 1
T = ——R Ra[ﬁ’y& — R ROé,B
() = g5z Resve 288072 P
q° of 1 —
~ o5 P Fag = 30(50). (4.13)

The final, state-dependent term arises because of the
minimal coupling of the scalar field to the space-time ge-
ometry (it would be absent if the field were conformally
coupled). For the RN metric and gauge potential
, the trace has the expression

¢°Q* 1
©96m2rt §D<SC>'
(4.14)
The t-component of the conservation equations for
a stress-energy tensor expectation value having the form
(4.12) can be readily solved to give

. L A7 QK
(I7) = e

_13Q% — 24MQ%r + 12M?r?

() 7207218

r2 3

, (4.15)

where L is another constant depending on the particular
quantum state under consideration. Physically, £ gives



the flux of energy emitted by the black hole, and if £ > 0
then the black hole is losing energy. In App. [A] we prove
that this component of the stress-energy tensor also does
not require renormalization.

The nonzero components of the stress-energy tensor in

Kruskal coordinates ([2.6) are

Tyy = i“izU*z [Tyt = 2f(r)Thr + f(r)*Trr]

Tyy = — if-fo*lvf1 [Ttt - f(T)ZTrT] 5

Tyy = iﬁv* [Tyt +2f (r)Tor + f(r)*Ty] . (4.16)
with The and T, unchanged by the transformation to

Kruskal coordinates.

All three quantum operators involve
products of field operators at the same space-time point
and are therefore divergent. One would ideally like to
compute renormalized expectation values for the states
constructed in Sec. [[TI] However, while the general for-
malism for the Hadamard renormalization of these expec-
tation values has been developed [61], implementing this
into a practical procedure for the computation of renor-
malized expectation values on black hole spacetimes is

J
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in its infancy (see the recent work [57, [58]). Therefore
in this paper we consider the differences in expectation
values in two quantum states. Since, for a Hadamard
state, the divergent parts of the Feynman Green’s func-
tion for the charged scalar field are independent of the
quantum state of the field [6I], renormalization can be
performed for one chosen quantum state. Renormalized
expectation values for any other quantum state can then
be constructed using the differences we study here.

To write the expectation values for the various states
we consider in a comparatively compact form let
O denote one of the quantum observables
, corresponding to a classical quantity O, and let

‘TE;L fout/down 1o the classical value of O calculated for

the “in”, “up”, “out” or “down” modes (2.20} 2.21)). For
the scalar field condensate SC, we have simply

SCutm = |¢wém|2 . (417)

In App. [Bl we derive the nonzero components of the cur-
rent and stress-energy tensor. These simplify if we sum
over the azimuthal quantum number m. The nonzero
components of the current are then:

‘
o 4 q(20+1) 2 2 _@
Jwe = m;é]wfm - 167T2T2f(7') |NW| |XWZ(T)| w r ; (418&)
¢
-y r o qf(r) (2€ + 1) 2 ~ X::é(’)") i le(r)
Jwe = m; Jwem 167T2 |NW‘ 5 r dr r ) (418b)
and for the stress-energy tensor the nonzero components are
_2u+ o[ qQ\ e+ 1) f(r) d (Xue(r)\|”
titwe = 3 NG| { (w ) 1 | Xoe(r )| + f(r)? e " , (4.19a)
o 2+1 2 XEor) d [ Xue(r)
tirwe = gy (w > NG [ — . , (4.19b)
/RS T qQ C(L+1)
tr'r,w[ - ) |Nw| { (7’)27"2 < r 7’4f(7") |Xw[ (419(3)
_ 20 +1 9 1 qQ 2 2 d Xw[( ) ?
too.we = —g Wl {f(r) (w " |sz(7‘)| f(r)r = . (4.19d)
topwe = too.wesin® b, (4.19e)
where we have defined
‘
tuu,wﬁ = Z tp,y,w(my (420)

m=—¢

and the symbol &

denotes the imaginary part of a complex quantity.

The (unrenormalized) expectation values of O in each of the “past” quantum states defined in Sec. |III B| can be



written as sums over the “in” and “up” modes:
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o L [ oo o]
(B~|0[B~) = %Z 3 / dwowem—i—/ dwome}, (4.21a)
(=0 m=—t L= —o0
R 1 ) 4 r poco o ~
(UT|0ju™) = 52 Z / dw 0%, —|—/ dwol Coth ] , (4.21b)
=0 m=—¢ - o0
14
(CCH™|O|CCH™) = 72 3 / dwow@mcoth‘—‘ +/ dis o coth‘H (4.21¢)
=0

m=—~{

while those for the “future” quantum states defined in Sec. [[ITC|have corresponding expressions in terms of the “out”

and “down” modes:

oo L r
o 1 o0
(B*|OBY) = iz > / dwo
1=0 m=—f ~/ T
00 4 r
o 1 o0
(U*0|U+) = 52 3 / dwo
1=0m=—¢ ~/ =
L1 oo
) - w O
CCH'|O|CCHY) = d

=0m=—¢ -~

&

out
wlm

b T / da ogfg:;“} , (4.21d)
out 4 / 65 089%™ coth | =2 ] (4.21e)

4
wlm P

W < T
coth ‘—‘ + / diw 039" coth | —
K — 00

} . (4.21f)

For our proposed “Boulware”-like |B) and “Hartle-Hawking”-like (JH) and |FT)) states, we have

. max{0, L= }
<B|O|B> a Z Z {/ w@m + Owlm] -2 / . .0 dw Ow%m} ’ (421g)
£ 0 m=—~ min{0, 775}
R ) ~ max{0, ZQ} ~
(HIO|H) = = Z Z {/ dio [0y, + 01, ] coth % - 2/ 0 ; dw 0, coth ’W:‘} , (4.21h)
Z 0m=—¢ min
(FT|O|FT) = 72 Z { / @ [0, + 0 ] coth ?w } (4.21i)

£=0 m=—/¢

The expectation values of the candidate “Boulware”-like
state |B) and “Hartle-Hawking”-like states |H)
take into account the fact that, in defining those
states, we have “mislabelled” some modes according to
their frequency rather than their “norm”. This leads to
contributions to the expectation values from the super-
radiant modes which have the opposite sign to those for
the nonsuperradiant modes.

In the following subsections, we examine differences in
expectation values between two of the above states listed
in . We consider reference states which simplify
these differences in an asymptotic region either close to
the horizon or at infinity. Useful expressions for the cor-
responding differences in expectation values can then be
derived in the relevant asymptotic regions, and these will
aid the physical interpretation of the states. However, in
order to study the differences in expectation values ev-
erywhere outside the event horizon and not just in the
asymptotic regions, numerical computation is required.

We find the “in” and “up” modes by numerically inte-

t

grating the radial equation (2.13). For the “in” modes,
we use the boundary conditions for r close to
the horizon and integrate the radial equation out-
wards to find X% (r)/BIT, since the constants B, are not
known a priori. The constants A‘UZ and B[, are then de-
termined by comparing the numerical solution with the
boundary conditions at infinity. A similar process
is used for the “up” modes, starting with the boundary
conditions (2.20b)) for large r and integrating the radial
equation (2.13)) inwards to find X} /B_, then matching
with the boundary conditions near the horizon.

For all the differences in expectation values that we
consider, either the integrals over frequency converge
very rapidly due to an exponential factor in the denomi-
nator or else they are taken over a finite interval of values
of the frequency. The sum over m is also straightforward.
It remains then to find the sum over £. We find that this
is dominated by the low-¢ modes and that summing over
modes with values of ¢ up to 40 gives results for the dif-
ferences in expectation values which are accurate to at
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least three significant figures.

B. “Past” and “future” quantum states
1. “Past” Unruh state

We begin by examining the “past” quantum states defined in Sec. [[ITB] Considering the difference in expectation
values between the “past” Unruh |[U~) and “past” Boulware |B™) states, we find

(U= 0[U-) - (B-IOB) =3 Z/ & — e (4.22)
=0m=—¢”~ exp [ 222 ‘

As r — o0, the “up” modes take a particularly simple form ([2.20b)) and we find the following leading order behaviour
of the expectation values:

,\ /\ 1 & [ 20+1
- ) — (B~ B)~——— — Bup 4.2
(UTISCI07) — (B7ISCIBT) ~ g 3 G oo 22 1) 2 (4.230)
. w(20+1) up |2
(U~ 1J#U") — (B~ |J#(B") WTQZ [ ]y B 10.07 (1.230)
-11 0 0
e 2(2041) 2o[-11 o0 0
T B~ T”B B" . 4.2
(UT[TY[U7) = (BTITLIBT) ~ o TQZ/ o exp|m| 12 0 0 00y o (4.23¢)
00 0 O@F?

By virtue of the Wronskian relations , the integrands in are regular when w = 0. As seen by a static
observer far from the black hole, the “past” Unruh state |U™) contains a flux of particles at infinity relative to the
“past” Boulware state |B7). The “past” Boulware state is defined to be as empty as possible at past null infinity
#~, and contains an outgoing flux of radiation in the superradiant modes [47], 48], given by the following expectation
values, as r — 00:

A q oo max{z ,0} w up 2
B7|J' BT ~ ———— dw— (2+1)|B 4.24
(B|J7B) ~ - /mm{q%} o 20+ 1) BT (4:240)
max{ +,O} w2
B~ TTB 20+1)|B) 4.24b
(BT lwzz/mm{o} s (204 1) B (4.24)
and the resulting fluxes of charge and energy are [48]:
0 max{ 2% ,0}
K = —L_ / w2 (204 1) | B (4.252)
64%3 min{ﬁ 0} ‘w‘ v
£=0
1 s max{ ,0} w2
L = — / dw’ (204 1) |BP2. (4.25D)
1672 min{ﬁ 0} ‘w‘
=0 [

As observed in [48], in the “past” Boulware state the flux of charge Kg- always has the same sign as the black hole
charge @, so that in this state the black hole is losing charge by the emission of particles in the superradiant modes.
Similarly, the flux of energy Lp- is always positive, so the black hole is losing energy.

Since J” and TT do not require renormalization (see App. |A , adding the relevant components in -, we
find

A A
Slon[=] 1) BlewE=] 1) 2o

(U=J"[U™) 64W3r22/ dw (20 + 1) w
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FIG. 4. Difference in expectation values for the scalar condensate operator and components of the current and stress-energy
tensor operators, between the “past” Unruh, |[U™), and “past” Boulware state, |[B™), in the spacetime of a RN black hole with
Q@ = 0.8M. All expectation values are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular at r = r4.
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IS B B2,
U~ |17 |U dw (20 4+ 1) w « 4.26b
(UTIT1U7) ~ 16m2r2 Z/ w2 [ (exp [222] — 1) " @ (exp [22] 1) | ( !
where w is given by and @ is
w=w+ @ (4.27)
T+
The flux of charge resulting from agrees with that in Ref. [47]:
2 B
- dw (20 4.28
SO ATEE [ o2 1) a(en[Z] 1)) s
while the flux of energy in the “past” Unruh state is
‘BUIZ) ‘Bfwl
- dw (20 + 1) w © . 4.28b
Ly = 1672 Z/ w (26 + l (exp [222] — 1) + o (exp [22] — 1) ( )

The integrals in are taken over positive frequencies w > 0. The first term in each case is the contribution of
modes which have positive frequency w as seen by a static observer far from the black hole, while the modes in the
second term have negative frequency as seen by the same observer. We see that there is thermal emission of particles
with an effective chemical potential ¢@Q/r, [2,[47]. The chemical potential has the opposite sign for negative frequency
particles as compared to positive frequency particles.

Consider first the flux of charge (4.28a)). Here the emission of positive frequency modes gives a contribution to
Ky- which has the same sign as the scalar field charge ¢, while the emission of negative frequency modes gives a
contribution to Ky- having the opposite sign to g. On the other hand, both the positive and negative frequency
modes give a positive contribution to the energy flux Ly- , so that the black hole is losing energy due to the
emission of Hawking radiation. As k — 0, the temperature vanishes and the fluxes reduce to the superradiant
flux obtained in the “past” Boulware state @

We find that the expectation values @ diverge as r — r4 and the event horizon is approached. We anticipate
that this is due to the divergence of the “past” Boulware state |B~) on the horizon, although a computation of
renormalized expectation values would be required to confirm this conjecture (see [57, 68| for recent work for the
Unruh state on an RN-de Sitter black hole). It is expected that the “past” Unruh state |[U™), in analogy with the
Unruh state on a Schwarzschild black hole, is regular at the future horizon H* but not the past horizon H~

In Fig. @ we plot the differences in expectation values for the scalar condensate and the components of the current
and stress-energy tensor between the “past” Unruh |U~) and Boulware |B™) states. The charge of the black hole,
Q, is fixed, and a selection of values of the scalar field charge q are considered. All expectation values have been
multiplied by an appropriate power of the metric function f(r . ) to give quantities which are finite and nonzero
on the horizon.

We see that the difference in expectation values of the scalar field condensate does not vary much with the scalar
field charge q. Furthermore, it is positive, indicating that the expectation value of the scalar field condensate in the
“past” Unruh state [U™) is greater than in the “past” Boulware state |B7), at least for a scalar field whose charge
has the same sign as the black hole charge. Near the horizon, the scalar field condensate diverges like f(r)~!, which
we suspect is due to the past77 Boulware state [B™) rather than the “past” Unruh state [U™).

As expected from , the difference in expectation values of the radial component of the current is proportional
to —r~2, with the constant of proportionality C equal to zero when ¢ = 0 and increasing as the scalar field charge
increases. Since K is positive, the black hole is losing charge as expected. Therefore, while the charge flux in the
“past” Boulware state |B™) increases as the scalar field charge increases [48], the charge flux in the “past” Unruh
state |U™) increases more rapidly with increasing scalar field charge. The “past” Boulware state contains an outgoing
flux of particles in the superradiant modes only [48], while the “past” Unruh state contains a thermal distribution of
particles emitted due to Hawking radiation. We deduce that the loss of charge due to Hawking radiation increases
more rapidly with scalar field charge than the loss of charge due to quantum superradiance.

The magnitude of the difference in expectation values of the time component of the current also vanishes when ¢ = 0
and increases significantly as the scalar field charge increases (similar behaviour is found for a massless, conformally
coupled scalar field on an RN-de Sitter black hole in [58]). This also diverges like f(r)~! as the horizon is approached.
As with the scalar condensate, we find that the components of the difference in expectation values of the current in
Kruskal coordinates diverge on the event horizon.
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The differences in expectation values of the diagonal SET components generally do not change much as the scalar
field charge increases and exhibit similar behaviour to the scalar field condensate. All diverge like f(r)~2 as the horizon
is approached. The difference in energy density between the two states considered here is positive, with the energy
density in the “past” Unruh state being greater than that in the “past” Boulware state. In contrast, the difference in
the energy flux increases rapidly as the scalar field charge increases. The component (7)) is negative, indicating that
it is dominated by the flux of energy £ rather than the flux of charge K. All differences in expectation values between
the “past” Unruh and “past” Boulware states tend to zero like »~2 far from the black hole. We anticipate that the
expectation values in the “past” Boulware state |B~) will vanish at infinity, since this state is empty at infinity apart
from the outgoing flux of particles in the superradiant modes. Therefore we conjecture that renormalized expectation
values in the “past” Unruh state |U™) will also tend to zero far from the black hole.

2. “Past” CCH state

To examine the properties of the “past” CCH state, it is convenient to consider the differences

(CCH™|O|CCH™) — (U~ |O[U-) ZZ / o Ol (4.29)

parfnd? exp [22] - 1 2’”|

As r, — —oo, and r — ro, the “in” modes take a particularly simple form (2.20a)) and we find the following leading
order behaviour of the expectation values:

CCH™|SC|CCH™) — (U~ [SC|U~ B® 4.30
(CCH[STICCH™) — (U~ [STU7) oy Z/ ooy 1 (4.300)
(CCH™ | J*|CCH™) — (U~ |.J#|U™) Z/ SROED g (L)1 1,007, (4.300)
647T3T2 |(,U| eXp|27rw| ) ) Ly Yy )
(CCH™|T#|CCH™) — (U~ [T4[U) Z/ SO g2
v v 167727‘2 |w| exp|2’“‘” ) we
RA R (O
1 f(r)~ 0 0
X 0 0 o) 0 (4.30¢)
0 0 0 o)

From the Wronskian relations (2.24)), the integrands in are regular when w = 0. Transforming to Kruskal
coordinates U, V and using (4.8 , we find that the leading order divergences in the expectation values
(4.30]) cancel on the future horizon H™. We anticipate that the “past” Unruh state is regular on H™, so this implies
that the expectation value of the current in the “past” CCH state is also regular on the future horizon H*. However,
we are not able at this stage to make a similar deduction about the expectation value of the SET in the “past” CCH
state. The asymptotic results only indicate that any divergence in the SET at the future horizon H™ is no
more severe than f(r)~!. We will explore this question in more detail below.

Using and the relevant components of , we can find the fluxes of charge and energy in the “past” CCH
state as integrals over positive frequency modes with w > 0 (where we have used the Wronskian relations ):

Z L Lo

ICCCH— = ICU— - 4 3 / dw 2€ + 1 m |:& |Bw12 2 — 5 |B_I;e‘2:| 5 (4313)
u 1 u

LCCH* = U* 167’(’2 5 / dw 2€+ 1 W |: |BWI; 5 |B—ZZ}2:| . (431b)

It can be seen that the difference in fluxes between the “past” CCH and “past” Unruh states consists of a thermal
spectrum of particles, but without a chemical potential. The nonsuperradiant modes reduce the flux of energy in the
“past” CCH state compared to the “past” Unruh state, while the flux of energy in the superradiant modes (with
either @ < 0 or W < 0) is enhanced. The flux of charge in the “past” CCH state compared with that in the “past”
Unruh state has a complex form. Nonsuperradiant positive frequency modes give a charge flux having the opposite
sign to the scalar field charge ¢, and superradiant positive frequency modes give contribution to the charge flux which
has the same sign as q. The opposite is true for modes with negative frequency w.
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We deduce that, while the “past” CCH state has attractive regularity properties, it does not represent an equilibrium
state, since it has nonzero fluxes of charge and energy. This is to be expected since the “in” and “up” modes are
thermalized with different thermal factors.

Differences in expectation values between the “past” CCH state |CCH™) and “past” Unruh state [U™) are shown
in Fig.[f] The black hole charge and scalar field charge have the same values as in Fig. [ We immediately see a much
greater variation in these differences as the scalar field charge varies, compared with the differences in expectation
values shown in Fig. [l We also note that the differences in expectation values no longer tend to zero far from the
black hole. This indicates that the “past” CCH state [CCH™) is not empty at infinity.

Examining our numerical results for the difference in expectation values of the scalar field condensate, we find that
this quantity is regular at the event horizon. Therefore either both the “past” CCH and “past” Unruh states are
regular on the horizon, or both diverge there. Since we expect that the “past” Unruh state is regular on the future
event horizon but divergent on the past horizon, we conjecture that the same holds for the “past” CCH state.

From the difference in expectation values of the radial component of the current, the black hole is losing charge in
the “past” CCH state |CCH™). The magnitude of the difference in charge flux between the “past” CCH and Unruh
states is about two and a half times that between the “past” Unruh and Boulware states. This indicates that the
“past” CCH state has considerably more outgoing charge flux in the “in” modes than the “past” Unruh state has in
the “up” modes, due to the different thermal factor for the “in” modes in the “past” CCH state.

The sign of Koep- — Ky- is not immediately constrained by (4.31a)), but our numerical results show that this
quantity is positive (at least for ¢@Q > 0). We deduce that the contribution to the charge flux of the superradiant
positive frequency modes and nonsuperradiant negative frequency modes dominates that of the nonsuperradiant
positive frequency modes and superradiant negative frequency modes.

In contrast to the case for the difference in expectation values between the “past” Unruh and “past” Boulware
states, for the difference between the “past” CCH and “past” Unruh states the time component of the current is
positive, and increases as the scalar field charge increases.

The components of the current in Kruskal coordinates are of particular interest for the properties of the “past”
CCH state. We expect the “past” Unruh state to be regular on the future horizon where the Kruskal coordinate U
vanishes, but divergent on the past horizon (where the Kruskal coordinate V is zero). Examining the components
(JU) and (JV) shown in Fig. @ we see that V~1(JV) is regular as r — r, but that U~1(JV) diverges like f(r)~'.
This means that (j V) is regular on both the future and past horizons, but (j U) is regular only on the future horizon.
If our assumptions about the regularity of the “past” Unruh state are correct, we would deduce that the “past” CCH
state is also regular on the future horizon but not the past horizon.

Turning now to the components of the stress-energy tensor, the diagonal components reveal greater variation as the
scalar charge increases than was observed for the differences between the “past” Unruh and “past” Boulware states.
Furthermore, these components do not decay at infinity, but instead appear to approach constant values, as might be
expected for a thermal state.

The flux (T7) for the difference between the “past” CCH and “past” Unruh states is positive for all values of r
examined, in contrast to the negative values seen for the difference between the “past” Unruh and “past” Boulware
states. Since Kccy- — Ky- > 0, this implies that Loopg- — Ly- is negative. From , we deduce that for the
difference between the “past” CCH and “past” Unruh states, the nonsuperradiant modes dominate the energy flux
compared to the superradiant modes.

Examining the components of the SET in Kruskal coordinates 7 our numerical results in Fig. |§| reveal that
U2f(r)~"YTyy), UV f(r)~"YTyy) and V2(Tyv ) are all finite and nonzero on the horizon. Therefore (i) will diverge
on the past horizon where V' = 0, but is regular on the future horizon where V' is finite and nonzero. As the future
horizon is approached, U ~ O(f(r)), and hence (Tyy) is regular there. Similarly, (Tyy) is also regular on the past
horizon. However, (Ty;i7) will vanish on the past horizon (where U is finite and nonzero) but will diverge as f(r)~! as
the future horizon is approached. Assuming that the “past” Unruh state is regular on the future horizon, we therefore
find a mild divergence in the SET for the “past” CCH state on H*. Since we expect that the “past” Unruh state
will be divergent on the past horizon, we are unable to make any deductions about the regularity of the “past” CCH
state on the past horizon.
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FIG. 5. Difference in expectation values for the scalar condensate operator and components of the current and stress-energy
tensor operators, between the “past” CCH, |CCH™), and “past” Unruh state, |U™), in the spacetime of a RN black hole with

Q@ = 0.8M. All expectation values are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular at r = r4.
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FIG. 6. Difference in expectation values for the components of the current and stress-energy tensor operators in Kruskal
coordinates (2.6, between the “past” CCH, |[CCH™), and “past” Unruh state, [U™), in the spacetime of a RN black hole with
Q = 0.8M. All expectation values are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular at r = r4.

3.

Future states

The “future” quantum states constructed in Sec. [[IlTC|are the time-reverse of the “past” quantum states discussed

above. To see this, we consider the differences
(UHO|U*) — (BT|O[BY) =

(CCcHY|O|CCHT) — (UT|O]UT)

down 139
;m; /OO eXp’QﬂW‘_lomea ( 3 a)
oo ¢ - X
=2 X / o o a0 (4.32D)

£=0 m=—/¢
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As r — oo, we find

— — I 20+1 5
Ut|SC|UT) — (BT|SCBT) ~——— / dw — BI7, 4.33a
(UHSCIU) = BHCI) ~ gz 3 [ o e e B2 (4:33)
" N e < 20 + 1) 2
U JH| U+ — (BF|JHB*) ~— T / P Gt B™*(~1,1,0,0)T, 4.33b
(UHP0R) = BB s 3 | a8 ) (4.33b)
-1 -1 0 0
. . J N w? (20 +1) 2o 1 1 0 0
Ut|THuty — BTTHBT) ~—— / w — bt _ , (4.33c
< | 1/| > < | 1/| > 167T2T'2§ - |OA:}‘ (eXp|2ﬂ—Tw‘_1)‘ wl 0 0 0(7" 2) 0 ( )
N 0 0 0 O(r 3
while as r — r4, we have
— — 1 = [ 2041 L2
CCH"|SC|CCH") — (UT|SC|UT) v——— / Bin|* 4.34
(CORMISTICOR) = (USCIVY) gz 3o | do e 1B (4:342)
(CCH|J#|CCHTY — (U+] 2 [U+) ~ Z/ SRED g2 (5971,1,0,0)7,  (4.34D)
647r 64m3r2 |w| exp |22 —1)""
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R .
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0 0 0 01
As expected, the scalar condensate does not dlStlngUIbh between “past” and “future etateb The expectation values
of the current and stress-energy tensor in are obtamed from those in by making the coordinate
transformatlon t — —t. By virtue of the Wronsklan relations (2.24)), the mtegrands in | | are regular at w = 0 and

those in are regular at w = 0. Given that we have already explored the properties of the “past” Unruh and
CCH states in some detail, we will not consider the “future” states further.

C. “Boulware”-like state

Now we turn to the first of the new states defined in this paper, namely the tentative “Boulware”-like state
constructed in Sec. III D] To examine the properties of the state |B), since the properties of the “past” and “future”
Boulware states are well-understood, we consider the differences

o) — o) - Y |

=0 m=—1 mln{qQ 0}

max 0}
wo.b (4.35a)

wim?

(B|O|B) — (BT|O|Bt) = Z Z/ wogf;:vnn. (4.35D)

(=0 m=—r mm{qQ 0}

These involve only the superradiant “up” and “down” modes. Since the “down” modes are the time-reverse of the
“up” modes, the differences are the time-reverse of each other, which suggests that the state |B) is time-reversal
invariant.

Since the scalar field condensate does not distinguish between “past” and “future” states, consider first the expec-
tation values of the current and stress-energy tensor. As r — oo, we find

B|J*B) — (B~|J#|B7) - 20+1)|B"2|*(1,1,0,0)T 4.
(BJ.J*[B) — (B~|.J* MWQEjAmPQ@ 5 (6 1) | BEP(1,1,0,0)7 (4.360)
0} -1 1 0 0
max 2
. w o -1 1 0 0
B|T#|B B~ T”B w— (20+1)|B" 4.36b
(BITEIB) — (BITE1B) ~ = g5 l[;m{ gy WV |G o oy o | G
00 0 O(r?
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B|J*|B) — (BT|J*BT) ~ /max }d — (20 + 1) |BP(1, -1 T 4.
< |J | > < |J | 647’(’37"2 mm{ QO} | |( + )| ( 7070) ) ( 36C)
-1 -1 0 0
(BIT2[B) — (B*|14[B*) ~ i / PO 9 sy DL 0 X (4.36d)
’ ’ T min{ 22,0} ‘T oo o) o '
0 0 0 O(r?)

The integrands in these expectation values are all regular at @ = 0 due to the Wronskian relations (2.24]). Using
(4.25) and the relevant components in (4.36)), we find that the fluxes of charge and energy in the state |B) vanish:

Kg=0, Lp=0. (4.37)

Therefore |B) is an equilibrium state and is, indeed, time-reversal invariant.

The fluxes of charge and energy across past null infinity are given, as r — oo, by the components JY, Tyy
and across future null infinity by J, Tyv. These fluxes are found from the components with respect to
Schwarzschild coordinates using the formulae . At past null infinity, the differences in expectation values
(B|JV|B) — (B~|JY|B~) and (B|Tyy|B) — (B~ |Tyy|B~) vanish. By construction, the “past” Boulware state has no
incoming flux of particles at .# —, and hence we deduce that the same is true for the Boulware state |B). Similarly, at
future null infinity, the differences in expectation values (B|JY|B) — (B*|.JV|B*) and (B|Tyv|B) — (Bt |Tyv|B) also
vanish, and we deduce that |B) also has no outgoing flux of particles at .. It thus appears that we have succeeded
in defining a state which is as empty as possible at both future and past null infinity.

We can also examine the expectation value of the scalar field condensate. As r — oo, this takes the form

. max I O} 1
up |2
(BISCIB) — (B~ [SC|B) 167r e Z /m s T (20+1) B2 (4.38)

From the Wronskian relations , the integrand is finite when w = 0.

Fig. |7| shows the differences in expectation values between the “Boulware”-like state |B) and the “past” Boulware
state |[B7). When the scalar field charge ¢ = 0, these differences in expectation values vanish, as the two states are
identical in this case. Unlike the two differences of “past” states considered in Sec. [[VB] the scalar field condensate
for this difference of states is negative, decreasing with increasing scalar field charge. The scalar condensate tends to
zero far from the black hole, but diverges as the horizon is approached.

The difference in expectation values of the radial component of the current between the “Boulware”-like state |B)
and the “past” Boulware state |B™) is positive everywhere (compare with the previous two differences in states in
Sec. for which this quantity was negative). Since Kg = 0 , only the “past” Boulware state contributes to
this component of the current. From [48], the “past” Boulware state has a positive flux of charge (we are considering
only the case where both the black hole and the scalar field have positive charge), yielding a negative flux of charge
for this difference between the “Boulware”-like state |B) and the “past” Boulware state |[B™).

The charge density (j t) is negative near the horizon, but becomes small and positive further away, tending rapidly
to zero far from the black hole. The results for (J”) presented in Fig. |7|are the negative of those presented in Ref. [48]
for the state [B™), as anticipated since Kp = 0. While the “Boulware”-like state |B) is time-reversal invariant, the
“past” Boulware state [B~) is not, and this is reflected in the components (JU) and (JV) of the current, which can
be seen in Fig. The component U_1<jU> rapidly decreases to zero as r — 0o, as expected (since (jU> vanishes
at past infinity where U — 00). The component V‘l(j V) also tends to zero at infinity, but not as rapidly. Both
U~1(JY) and V-1(JV) diverge at the horizon.

The difference in expectation values of the component (T[) of the stress-energy tensor between the “Boulware”-like
and “past” Boulware states is simply minus that found in [48] for the “past” Boulware state, as expected since Lg = 0
(4.37). The differences in expectation values of the diagonal components of the SET between the states |B) and |[B™)
all rapidly tend to zero far from the black hole. From Fig.[8] the components of the difference in the current and SET
expectation values in Kruskal coordinates all diverge on the event horizon. Our intuitive expectation is that both the
states |B) and |[B™) will diverge at the horizon. This means that either the “past” Boulware state |B~) diverges more
rapidly than our tentative “Boulware”-like state |B) as the horizon is approached or that these two states diverge at
the same rate, but with different coefficients. We suspect that the latter is more likely, although a computation of
renormalized expectation values would be required to settle this question definitively.

Our results indicate that our proposed “Boulware”-like state |B) is regular everywhere outside the event horizon,
is an equilibrium state, and has no fluxes of charge or energy. However, from the construction in Sec. [[ITD] it is not
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FIG. 7. Difference in expectation values for the scalar condensate operator and components of the current and stress-energy
tensor operators, between the tentative “Boulware”-like state, |B), and the “past” Boulware state, |[B7), in the spacetime of a
RN black hole with @ = 0.8M. All quantities are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular at
rT="T4.
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a RN black hole with @ = 0.8 M. All expectation values are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are
regular at r = r4.

a conventional vacuum state, since its derivation involved operators satisfying nonstandard commutation relations
(3.60). This result is analogous to that on Kerr space-time [29], where it is shown that there is no vacuum state which
is as empty as possible at both future and past null infinity. While our results for the state |B) are intriguing, it
remains to be seen whether this state can be constructed rigorously or whether the state is pathological in a manner
not revealed by our computations.

D. “Hartle-Hawking”-like states

We now turn to the “Hartle-Hawking”-like states constructed in Sec. [[ITE}
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1. |FT) state

We first consider the state |[FT), and in particular the differences in expectation values

(FT|OJFT) — (U~ |O[U™) ZZ/ dw —————— j;;m (4.39)

—0m——t’~ eXp‘Qm|

As r — ry, we find the expectation values of the current and stress-energy tensor take the asymptotic forms:

. . 2€+1) in 12 1 T
(FT|J*|FT) — (U~ |J*|U™) 647T3T22/ |w| eXp|2W|_1)|BM (=f(r)~',1,0,0)", (4.40a)
. 2(20+1) in |2
(FT|THFT) — (U~ |THU™) 16W2r2 Z/ i exp|2m"| 71)|Bw€
—fr)t = f(r )71 0 0
o I A (9(21) 0 (4.40b)
0 0 0 0

The integrands in are regular at both w = 0 and w = 0 from the Wronskian relations . Furthermore, by
considering the components of the current and stress-energy tensor in Kruskal coordinates, we find that the leading
order divergences in the expectation values cancel on the future horizon but not on the past horizon. Given
that the “past” Unruh state is anticipated to be regular on the future horizon but not the past horizon, this implies
that the expectation values of the current in the state |FT) will be regular at the future horizon, but that there may
be a mild divergence in the SET.

Combining the relevant components of with , and using the Wronskian relations , we find the
fluxes of charge and energy in the state |F'T) to be

max 0} w(20+1) W 2
Kgr = 64773 Z /mn dw B coth |— , (4.41a)
max 26 + 1 ‘ up 2
Lpr = dw L) |BVI”. (4.41Db)
167(2 Z /r;uu{ 2 O} |(U| wt

Note that neither of these is zero when ¢ # 0, so the state |FT) is not an equilibrium state and is not time-reversal
invariant. This is in contrast to the situation on a rotating Kerr black hole, where it is argued in [28] [29] that the
Frolov-Thorne state is an equilibrium state. Both the fluxes involve contributions from the superradiant modes
only (and vanish when the scalar field charge ¢ = 0). The flux of charge has the same sign as the black hole charge
@, and hence the black hole is losing charge. The flux of energy Lt is always positive, and therefore the black hole
is also losing energy in this state.

In Fig. [9] we show the differences in expectation values of the current and SET between the |[FT) state and the
“past” Unruh state [U~). We will return to the expectation value of the scalar field condensate below.

From the radial component of the current, we see that the difference in charge flux Kpp — Ky- is negative, in
contrast to the quantity Kecp- — Ky-, (see Fig. [5) which is positive. Since the charge flux Kpr contains
contributions only from the superradiant modes, this suggests that Cpr is small compared to the charge flux in the
“past” Unruh state Ky- (which contains an outgoing flux of Hawking radiation).

The difference in expectation values of the charge density (J*) between the states |[FT) and [U~) also has the
opposite sign compared the difference in expectation values between the “past” CCH and Unruh states, shown in
Fig. |5l Turning to the components of the current in Kruskal coordinates, shown in Fig. we see that U~ f(r)(JYV)
and V*1<jv> are regular and nonzero at the horizon. As for the difference between the “past” CCH and Unruh
states, we deduce that the current is regular across the future horizon where U = 0 but not the past horizon where
V = 0. Assuming that the current in the “past” Unruh state is regular across the future horizon, we deduce that the
same is true for the current in the |[FT) state.

The difference in expectation values of the component (77) between the state |[FT) and the “past” Unruh state is
positive, as was found to be the case for the difference in expectation values of this component of the SET between the
“past” CCH and Unruh states. Therefore the quantity Lpr — Ly- is negative. As with the flux of charge discussed
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FIG. 9. Difference in expectation values for the scalar condensate operator and components of the current and stress-energy
tensor operators, between the state |[FT) and the “past” Unruh state, |[U™), in the spacetime of a RN black hole with Q = 0.8 M.
All quantities are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular at r = ry.

above, this result for the energy flux makes physical sense, given that Lyt arises from a sum over superradiant modes
only, while Ly;- contains the flux of energy from the Hawking radiation in all field modes.

The differences in expectation values of the diagonal components of the SET between the |[FT) and |U™) states
appear to tend to a constant as r — oo, at least for small values of the scalar field charge (for larger values of ¢ we
would need to consider rather larger values of the radial coordinate r to see this behaviour clearly). The difference

in expectation values of the component (Tf) between these two states is negative everywhere outside the horizon, as
was the case for the difference between the states [CCH™) and |U~). In contrast, far from the black hole, we see that

the differences in expectation values of the components (77) and (T) between the states [FT) and [U~) have the
opposite signs to those observed for the differences between the states [CCH™) and [U™).

We now examine the differences in expectation values of the components of the SET between the states |FT) and
|U™) in Kruskal coordinates, shown in Fig. First, we see that the difference in expectation values of the quantity
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& (T vv) is finite and nonzero on the horizon, so we deduce that the difference in expectation values of the component
(Tvy) diverges on the past horizon where V = 0. In addition, the difference in expectation values of U2 f (1)~ (Tyy)
and UV f(r)~'(Tyy) are finite and nonzero when r = ;. As for the differences in expectation values between the
“past” CCH and the “past” Unruh states, this means that (TUV) is finite on both the future horizon and the past
horizon, but that (T v ), while regular on the past horizon, has a mild divergence on the future horizon. Since the
“past” Unruh state |[U™) is expected to be regular on the future (but not the past) horizon, we deduce that the state
|[FT) has a mild divergence on the future horizon. We are unable to make any deductions about its regularity on the
past horizon.

From our study of the differences in expectation values between the states |[FT) and |U~) of the current and SET,
we conclude that the “Hartle-Hawking”-like state |FT) is very different physically from the “past” CCH state [CCH™).
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The difference in how these states are defined lies in the thermal factor associated with the “in” modes. This clearly
has a large impact on the expectation values of observables. However, these two states do share some physical features.
For example, at infinity, neither the |FT) state nor the “past” CCH state are empty.

There is however one more observable that we must consider in our discussion of differences in expectation values
between the [FT) and [U~) states, namely the scalar condensate, which is not shown in Fig. [} Near the horizon
r — 14, we have the asymptotic form:

— 20+ 1 in (2
(FTISCIFT) ~ (U[SCIU7) ~ 1oy Z/ IBin . (4.42)

|(U| exp‘27rw’ )

Using the Wronskian relations , the integrand is finite at w = 0 but diverges at w = 0. We therefore conclude
that the expectation value of the scalar field condensate in the state |FT) diverges at the horizon (assuming that the
expectation value of the scalar condensate in the “past” Unruh state |[U™) is regular there). Away from the horizon,
the expectation value of the scalar field condensate is given by

(FT|SC|FT) — (U~|SC|U™) ZZ/ do e |2’“"\ f¢wem. (4.43)

£=0 m=—/¢

The integrand has a pole when w = 0 unless the magnitude of the “in” modes vanishes at this frequency. Numerical
investigations reveal that there is at least one “in” mode whose magnitude is nonzero when w = 0, and therefore the
difference in expectation values of the scalar field condensate between the |FT) and |U™) states is in fact divergent
everywhere outside the event horizon as well. We therefore deduce that the state |[FT) is ill-defined, even though
the expectation values of the current and SET appear to be well-behaved in this state. Similar conclusions were
reached on Kerr space-time [29], namely that the (original) Frolov-Thorne state was ill-defined almost everywhere in
the space-time. In particular, the expectation value of the scalar condensate in the Frolov-Thorne state on Kerr is
divergent, but there is evidence that the expectation value of the SET (the work [29] considers only a neutral scalar
field) is well-behaved, at least close to the horizon. In Kerr space-time, on the axis of symmetry the superradiant
modes do not contribute [29] and the Frolov-Thorne state reduces to the “past” CCH state on this axis. In the
situation we consider here, namely a charged scalar field on an RN black hole, the superradiant modes contribute
everywhere in the space-time exterior to the event horizon and our state |FT) is badly-behaved everywhere outside
and on the horizon.

2. |H) state

Finally, we examine the state |H). As with the other states studied in this paper, we begin with asymptotic
expressions. Comparing (4.21hf |4.21i]), we see that it is convenient to consider the differences

max

(H|O|H) — (FT|O|FT) = Z Z/ dwowzmcoth

, (4.44)
=0 m——1 mln{ Q 0}

which have contributions only from the superradiant “in” modes, as may be expected from the construction of these
states in Sec. [[ITE] In particular, since our analysis above provides evidence that the expectation values of the current
and SET are well-defined in the |FT) state, we may consider differences in expectation values of these two quantities
between the |H) and |FT) states.

Near the horizon, we find

max—Q}

(H|J#|H) — (FT|J#|FT) ~ — 647T3T22/ {QQO dor |coth‘ (20+1)| B ( f(r)_l,l,O,O)T, (4.452)
: . max 2 o
(H|T*H) — (FT|T}|FT) ~ 167T2T2 Z/mn Mcoth’ (2¢+1) |BY|
—f (7! —f(r) S0
1 f(r)” 0 0
x : 0 om o | (4.45b)
0 0 0 o)
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The leading order divergences in the expectation values cancel on the future horizon but not the past horizon.
Combining this result with the fact that the leading order divergences in the expectation values also cancel, and
the assumed regularity of the “past” Unruh state |[U™) on the future horizon, we may deduce that the expectation
value of the current in the state |H) is regular on the future horizon, and that the expectation value of the SET is at
worst divergent as O(f(r)~1) as r — ry.

Combining the relevant components in and the fluxes , we find that the fluxes of charge and energy in
the state |H) vanish:

Ku=0, Lg=0. (4.46)

Therefore the state |H) is a time-reversal invariant, equilibrium state. Hence, if the state |H) is regular on either the
past or the future horizon, it is regular on both horizons.

Since the expectation value of the scalar condensate in the state |FT) is divergent, to study the properties of the
state |H) in more detail, we now consider the differences in expectation values between the states |H) and |U~), which
take the form

~ ~ . 1 .
(H|OH) - (UT|O[U™) / dw 701% e o Omwtm [ (4.47)
23 e m e
where @ is given by (4.27). In particular, the difference in expectation values of the scalar condensate is

m 2 in 2
(H|SC|H) — (UT|SC[U™) Z Z / dw{ ‘;j’g] —+ [0 ;ﬁjﬁ‘_ : } (4.48)

=0 m——t exp |

While the two integrands are singular at w = 0 and @ = 0 respectively, the Cauchy principal value of each integral
exists. Near the horizon, we have

— . | in}Q | inw£|2 }
(HSCIH) — (U~ [SCU™) ~ 1 QTQZ/ d 2€+1{ (exp[2ﬂw]_1)+ e S

The quantity is shown in the first plot in Fig. It can be seen that the difference in expectation values of
the scalar condensate in the states [H) and |U™) is regular everywhere on and outside the event horizon. Since the
“past” Unruh state [U™) is anticipated to be regular on the future horizon, we conclude that the expectation value of
the scalar condensate in the state |H), unlike that for the state |F'T), is also regular on the event horizon of the black
hole. The scalar condensate also does not vanish as r — oo, providing evidence that the state |H) is not empty
at infinity. We also see that the scalar condensate varies considerably as the scalar field charge ¢ varies.

In Fig. [11| we also depict the differences in expectation values of the current and SET between the states |H) and
|[U~). First, looking at the plot of the radial component of the current, we see that the difference in the flux of charge
is negative between these two states. Since Ky is zero , we deduce that ICy- is positive for a black hole
and scalar field both having positive charge. This is as expected: the black hole emits Hawking radiation in such a
way as to reduce its charge.

The difference in expectation values of the charge density between the |H) and |[U™) states is negative and nonzero
far from the black hole. The magnitude of the charge density increases significantly as the scalar field charge increases,
although we find for large values of the scalar field charge (¢ = 0.8 M) an interesting effect whereby the magnitude
of the charge density near the horizon is large but that at infinity is smaller than for lower values of the scalar field
charge. To examine whether the difference in expectation values of the current between these two states is regular
across the horizon, we turn to Fig. This shows that, in Kruskal coordinates, the component V~(JV) is finite as
r — r4, so this component of the difference in expectation values of the current is regular on both the past and future
horizons. In contrast, the component U *1<j Y) of the difference in expectation values diverges as r — 7. We deduce
that the difference in expectation values of the current between the |H) and |U~) states is regular across the future
horizon but not the past horizon. Since we assume that the “past” Unruh state is regular across the future horizon,
we conclude that the expectation value of the current in the state |H) is also regular across both the future and past
horizons.

We now study the differences in expectation values of the SET between the |H) and |U~) states. The difference in
expectation values of the component (’f’[) is positive far from the black hole. This is to be expected from the fact that
Ly vanishes, while L;- is positive. The differences in expectation values of the diagonal components of
the SET between these two states appear to approach constant values far from the black hole. The difference in the
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of a RN black hole with @ = 0.8M. All quantities are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are regular
at r=ry.
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FIG. 12. Difference in expectation values for the components of the current and stress-energy tensor operators in Kruskal
coordinates (2.6), between the tentative “Hartle-Hawking”-like state |H) and the “past” Unruh state, |[U™), in the spacetime
of a RN black hole with @ = 0.8 M. All expectation values are multiplied by powers of f(r) so that the resulting quantities are
regular at r = r4.

expectation values of the component (77 is negative everywhere outside the horizon, and has a magnitude roughly
twice that of the difference in the corresponding expectation values between the states |FT) and |[U~). For all the
values of the scalar field charge ¢ studied, the difference in expectation values of the component <T[ ) is positive close
to the horizon, but its sign far from the black hole depends on the magnitude of the scalar field charge. For smaller
values of the scalar field charge, it is positive at infinity, but becomes negative at infinity if the scalar field charge is
sufficiently large. Similar behaviour is seen in Fig. |§| for the difference in expectation values of the component (T7")
between the states |[FT) and [U~). The difference in the expectation values of the component (T) between the states
|[H) and |U~) also has similar behaviour to that between the states |[FT) and |U~) states. For smaller values of the
scalar field charge, it is positive everywhere on and outside the horizon, while for intermediate values of the scalar
field charge it is positive on the horizon but becomes negative far from the black hole.

The differences in the expectation values of the SET in Kruskal coordinates are shown in Fig. A similar picture
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emerges as for the differences in the expectation values between the states |[CCH™) and [U™) (Fig. @) as well as for
those between the states |FT) and |[U™) (Fig. . The component (Tyv) is divergent on the past horizon where
V — 0, but regular on the future horizon. The component (Tyv/) is regular on both the future and past horizons. In
addition, the component (Tyy) vanishes on the past horizon where U is finite, but diverges like f(r)~! on the future
horizon where U — 0. Since we assume that the state |U™) is regular across the future horizon, we deduce that the
state |H) has a mild divergence on the future horizon. There must also be a mild divergence on the past horizon as
the state |H) is time-reversal invariant. A full computation of the SET for the state |H) in the vicinity of the horizons
would determine whether our deduction is valid.

The final question we consider in this section is whether the state |H) can be considered as an analogue of the
Hartle-Hawking state on Schwarzschild. First, the Hartle-Hawking state on Schwarzschild is regular on both the past
and future event horizons, and in particular the SET is regular on both horizons. Our numerical results suggest
that this is not the case for the state |H). Second, as discussed in Sec. while the state |H) contains a thermal
distribution of particles in the “up” modes and nonsuperradiant “in” modes, it was constructed using operators
satisfying nonstandard commutation relations . We therefore expect that |H) may not have all the properties
required of a “Hartle-Hawking” state, although, of all the states constructed in this paper, it is the one which most

closely resembles a “Hartle-Hawking”-like state.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have explored the canonical quantiza-
tion of a charged scalar field on a nonextremal RN black
hole background. Our work was motivated by the aim
of disentangling the effects of superradiance and rotation
on the construction and properties of quantum states on
Kerr black holes, since in our set-up we have superradi-
ance but no rotation. As on Kerr space-time, the pres-
ence of superradiant modes complicates the construction
of states analogous to the standard Boulware, Unruh and
Hartle-Hawking states.

Nonetheless, in this paper we have constructed a
menagerie of states for a charged scalar field on an RN
black hole. First, we have examined the “past” and “fu-
ture” Boulware, Unruh and CCH states, defined here in
an analogous manner to the corresponding states on Kerr
spacetime [29]. These states are not invariant under time-
reversal. The “past” Boulware state is empty far from the
black hole except for an outgoing flux of particles in the
superradiant modes [48]. The “past” Unruh state con-
tains an outgoing thermal distribution of particles with a
nonzero chemical potential [47]. The “past” CCH state
is more complicated, as the “in” and “up” basis modes
are thermalized with different thermal factors.

In addition to these “past” and “future” states, we
have also attempted to construct states analogous to the
Boulware and Hartle-Hawking states on Schwarzschild
space-time. We have defined a state |B) which is time-
reversal invariant and contains no particles at either fu-
ture or past null infinity. However, this is not a vacuum
state in the conventional sense, since its construction
relies on employing creation and annihilation operators
which satisfy modified commutation relations.

We have also sought to define a thermal equilibrium
state. Our first attempt, the state |FT), contains a ther-
mal distribution of particles but is not an equilibrium
state. It is also ill-defined everywhere on and outside the
event horizon. We have been able to define an equilib-
rium state |H), which is time-reversal invariant. How-
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ever, we have presented some evidence that this state
may not be regular at the horizon. As with the |B) state,
the construction of the |H) state relies on having cre-
ation and annihilation operators which do not satisfy the
usual commutation relations. While the Kay-Wald the-
orem [35] [36] applies only to a neutral scalar field, one
would expect a more general version of the theorem to
apply to a charged scalar field. We would anticipate that
such a theorem would preclude the existence of a ther-
mal equilibrium state for a charged scalar field on an RN
black hole. While the state |H) constructed in this paper
seems to be a thermal equilibrium state, it is likely to
evade a generalized Kay-Wald theorem by failing to sat-
isfy the assumptions of such a theorem. Specifically, since
we have had to introduce nonstandard commutation re-
lations in the construction of |H), we think it likely that
this state does not satisfy the usual positivity condition
(see the related discussion of the Hartle-Hawking state
on Kerr in App. B of [2§]).

We are therefore unable to define a conventional vac-
uum state which is as empty as possible at both future
and past null infinity, and our attempts to define a con-
ventional thermal equilibrium state invariant under time-
reversal have also been unsuccessful. Both these results
mimic the situation on Kerr space-time, leading us to de-
duce that it is superradiance which is the dominant effect
rather than the rotation, although for Kerr black holes it
is the rotation which leads to the superradiance.

One of our key results is that we have been unable
to define an analogue of the Hartle-Hawking state for a
charged scalar field. Of course, this does not prove that
no such state exists; but the usual method of canonical
quantization, which yields the Hartle-Hawking state on
Schwarzschild space-time, fails here, as it does on Kerr
black holes. For a Kerr black hole background, it is pos-
sible to define a thermal equilibrium state invariant un-
der time-reversal invariance, if one considers a fermionic
rather than a bosonic field [30]. It would therefore be
interesting to explore the fermionic analogues of our ten-
tative states |B) and |H). Since fermionic operators sat-



isfy anticommutation relations rather than commutation
relations, one may not need to resort to the unconven-
tional commutation relations we employed in defining
these states for charged scalar fields.

The thermal equilibrium state defined for fermions on a
Kerr black hole diverges on the speed-of-light surface [30],
the surface on which an observer rigidly rotating with the
same angular speed as the black hole event horizon must
travel at the speed of light. This is similar to the sit-
uation in flat space-time, where rigidly rotating thermal
states are divergent everywhere for bosonic fields [41], but
are regular within the speed-of-light surface for fermionic
fields [43]. As in flat space-time [41]], for a bosonic field
on Kerr space-time a thermal equilibrium state can be
defined if the black hole is surrounded by a perfectly re-
flecting mirror located entirely within the speed-of-light
surface [32].

A natural question is then whether a Hartle-Hawking-
like state can be constructed if the RN black hole is con-
tained within a cavity. While there is a generalized con-
cept of an ergosphere for an RN black hole [62, [63], there
is no surface analogous to the speed-of-light surface in ro-
tating space-times. While the unbounded RN space-time
is stable under charged scalar field perturbations [64, [65],
if the black hole is enclosed by a perfectly reflecting mir-
ror sufficiently far from the event horizon, there is an
instability [66H71], leading to a charged analogue of the
“black hole bomb” [72], the end-point of which is a sta-
ble black hole with charged scalar field hair [70] [73] [74].
This suggests that, in analogy with the situation on Kerr
space-time, it may be possible to define a Hartle-Hawking
state for an RN black hole in a cavity if the mirror is suf-
ficiently close to the event horizon. We plan to return to
this question in future work.

In this paper, we have studied the physical properties
of the states we have defined by examining differences in
expectation values of observables between two quantum
states. The advantage of studying such differences is that
they do not require renormalization. However, to explore
the quantum states in more detail, renormalized expecta-
tion values are required. Renormalized expectation val-
ues would also be useful for studying the evolution of
an evaporating charged black hole beyond the adiabatic
approximation employed in [53H56]. Recently there has
been much interest in expectation values of quantum field
operators inside the event horizon of a black hole [75-
78], particularly for studying the stability of the inner
(Cauchy) horizon of a RN(-de Sitter) or Kerr black hole
[57, [79H84]. Work to date on this question has largely fo-
cused on a neutral quantum scalar field (apart from the
recent work considering a charged scalar field in [57, [58]).
A general formalism for the Hadamard renormalization
of expectation values for a charged quantum scalar field
was developed in [61), [85] (see also [86] [87] for earlier
work based on DeWitt-Schwinger renormalization). Us-
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ing this approach, renormalized expectation values of the
current have been computed on an RN-de Sitter black
hole [57, 58] for a charged scalar field in the Unruh state.
As demonstrated in App. [A] the r-component of the cur-
rent does not require renormalization, and it is shown
in [58] that, with a suitable choice of point-splitting, the
t-component is renormalized by finite terms, which aids
its computation. It would be of great interest to extend
the work of [57, 58] to the RN black hole, other quan-
tum states and, ultimately, the expectation value of the
stress-energy tensor. We leave these questions for future
studies.

Appendix A: Nonrenormalization of (J") and (7T},

Our focus in this Appendix is to show that the com-
ponents (J7) and (T},.) of the current and stress-energy
tensor respectively do not require renormalization. Our
method follows that employed in [28] to prove the corre-
sponding results for a neutral scalar field on Kerr space-
time.

Let Gp(z,2") be the Feynman Green’s function for the
charged scalar field in a particular, unspecified quantum
state. The renormalized components of the current and
stress-energy tensor in this state are given by [61]

(Jry = — E zhglz S{D" [-iGr(z,2")]},  (Ala)
(i) = lin R{Fw [-iGrle.2))}),  (Alb)

where 7, is the second-order differential operator

1
T = g" D D}, ~3 99’ D Dz, (Alc)

with gul’/ the bivector of parallel transport. The operator
D,, acts at the space-time point x, and D,/ acts at the
space-time point z’. The biscalar Gg(z,2’) is regular in
the coincidence limit 2’ — x and is given by [6I]

GR(xa ZL'/) = GF(xv x/) - GS(xa x/)a (A2)
where Gg(x,2') is the singular part of the Hadamard
parametrix

GS’(CE,!I?I) _ 1 U(-T,J;/) + V(l’,iC/) an'(.’L',fE/):| ,

8r2 o(x,x’
(z,2) .

with o(x,2’) equal to one half of the square of the
geodesic distance between the points z and z’, assum-
ing that they are connected by a unique geodesic. The
complex biscalars U(x,z’) and V(x, a’) are regular in the
coincidence limit and can be written as covariant Tay-
lor series expansions. To the order required to perform
renormalization in four space-time dimensions, these take
the form [61]
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U(Jf, x/) = UOO(‘I) + UvOlM(m)O.;'u + UOQHV(Z‘)O-;#O-;U + UOSLLV)\(x)O-;#U;VO-;A + U04MUAT('I)U;#U;VU;)\U;T +o
V(z,z") = Voo(x) + Vor,u(z) o + Voo (z)ot o™ + Vig(z)o + ...

(Ada)
(Adb)

The coefficients in the expansions depend only on the

space-time point x, and all dependence on z’ is contained

within o(x,z’) and its derivatives. Since we are considering a massless charged scalar field minimally coupled to
the space-time curvature, and the Reissner-Nordstrém metric has vanishing Ricei scalar, the coefficients given in [61]

simplify to

Uoo = 1, (A4C)
Uoip = 1q A, (A4d)
1 iq q>
U02/w = ER;W - EV(HAI/) - EA;J,ALM (A4e)
1 iq q> i3 iq
Uozpwr = — ﬂR(MW}\) + gv(quAA) + ?A(MV,,A/\) — ?AHAUA)\ + ER(MVAA)’ (A4f)
1 1 1 iq q>
Uospwrr = g5 Ruvinn) + 5eg B ar) + %R%WWMM ~ 54 V6 VyVads — = AV Vadn
2 . 3 4 ; ;
q q q 1q iq
— § [V(HAV} [VAAT)] + TA(HAVV)‘AT) + ﬂA#AVA)\AT — ﬂA(MVVR,\T) — ﬂR(HDvAAT)
2
q
- ﬂR(Ml}A)\AT)v (A4g)
Voo = 0, (Adh)
‘/E]l,u, = - %vaFaua (A41)
1 1 1 1 ¢ q>
u:_iu v —R“ av T SN op auBv T San By o u_iFa Fua_iA an/oz
Vouu 220 o T 1gg I ufter = gep B Rappy = g BE uRagn = 5 A6V Y
a %V(MVQFu)w (Ad))
Vip = iRO“’V‘SRQB 5 — iR“ﬁRaﬂ - q—QFO‘ﬁFaB (A4k)
720 0720 48 ’

where brackets round indices denote symmetrization,
with vertical lines surrounding those indices not included
in the symmetrization. .

To show that (J") and (T3,) do not require renormal-
ization, we seek to prove that
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Since the Reissner-Nordstrom metric (2.1)) is static and
spherically symmetric, without loss of generality we may
consider two space-time points x and z’ as follows:

S{D" [-iGs(z,2")]} = 0,
R{ T [—iGs(x,2")]} = 0.

(Aba)
(A5Db)

xz=(0,7,0,0), ' =(0,r,0',0). (A6)
Then the unique geodesic connecting the points x and z’
lies in the surface ¥ = {t = 0, = 0}. Using the letter
X to denote the indices ¢, ¢, and A to denote r, 0, we
have [28]

ot = oA, (A7a)
9" = 0% 62 g + 6%.6F ga’t (ATh)

(

We are considering a purely electric field with gauge po-
tential (2.8)), and hence we can write

Ay =06y Ax, (ATc)

where Ay depends only on A coordinates. Therefore the
quantities (A5]) take the form

81 = S{V" [-iGs(z,2")]},
8= R{=i [p* DVa] Gsla, 2}

The biscalar o(x,2’) and its derivatives are real, as are
the gauge field potential A, and field strength F},,, as
well as all curvature tensors and their derivatives. From
, we have A,0* = 0, which immediately simplifies
the form of Gg(z, ).

The symmetries of the metric mean that Christoffel
symbols ', having an odd number of X indices van-
ish, while those with an even number of X indices are
nonzero. Therefore the nonzero components of all covari-
ant derivatives of the gauge potential A, contain at least
one X index and hence all terms in containing co-
variant derivatives of A, do not contribute to U(z,z’) or



V(z,z’) when contracted with o#. As a result, U(z,z’)

iAdg]) is real and depends only on curvature

tensors; the gauge potential does not contribute.
The gauge field strength has the form

Fuw = [6746 — 67 6:'] Fax, (A9)
where F 4y depends only on the A coordinates. Hence
we have

V®Foy, =0 VA  ax. (A10)

Therefore V(z,z") (A4b) is also real. We deduce that

—iGg(x,2’') is real and hence F; (A8a]) is trivally zero,

while Fo (A8b) simplifies to

A’ ; /
ViV [—iGg(z,2")].

S2 = 0gr (A].l)

J
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The derivatives in the above expression commute since
they are evaluated at different space-time points and
Gg(x,2') is a biscalar. Furthermore, Gg(z,2") depends
only on the space-time geometry and the background
electromagnetic field. Therefore Gg(z,z’) does not de-
pend on t and thus V;(—iGg) must be zero. We then
have §2 = 0, as required. . .

In conclusion, the components (J™) and (T3.) do not
require renormalization.

Appendix B: Components of the current and
stress-energy tensor

In this Appendix we give the explicit formulae for the
mode contributions to the current and stress-energy ten-
sor. The sums over the azimuthal quantum number m
are then performed using properties of the spherical har-
monics derived in App. [C|

The classical mode contributions to the current J* are

q

-t _ . @ 2

Jwem = 47Tf(’l") <w r ) |¢wlm| ) (Bla)
. X5 d (X,

S = — LD o [XlD L (Xt iy, o, (BID)
) . 0

Bem= 1 |Nw|2 Xt 3 Vi (0.0) g Yim6.)|. (B1e)
N

Jwem = 471'7’2 sin 0 |¢w€m| (Bld)

where & denotes the imaginary part of a complex quan-
tity. The component jglm vanishes identically for all £
and m using the properties of the spherical harmonics
. Although the mode contribution to the current
component j¥, does not vanish, in all our expectation

(

the properties of the spherical harmonics ([2.11)), we have
2 2 .
|¢w.t,—m|” = |Pwem|” and hence all sums over m in the
expectation values of the ¢ component of the current will
vanish. The only nonzero components of the current will
therefore be the ¢ and r components. The sum over m

values we will be summing over m = —¢,...£. From  in these components can be performed explicitly using
(C3), giving
‘
-t -t q (26 +1) 2 2 qQ
= - |NL|7 | Xy -==, B2
Jwe m;é]wfm 167T2’I"2f(7’) |N ‘ | g(?‘)l w r ( a‘)
¢
, , af(r) 20+1) o [X2(r) d (Xee(r)
ro_ T . w w R . B2b
Jwe m; Jwem 167T2 |N‘ N r dr r ( )
The components of the mode contributions to the stress-energy tensor are
1 qQ m*f(r) ( )? Xoe(r)\ [ 2
tit,wom = = wlm N - Ym 97
ot QKW @Y IO il + P [ £ () 0,0
f(r) 2 2| 0 2
a4 w Xw 7Ym 0; ’ B
+ DN [Xer) |5 Yom (6, 9) (B3a)
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tt,,-,wgm — ( ) |N |2(\ |:X:):i(r);1 <wa.(7‘)>:| |Y@m(9,<p)|2, (BSb)
tntm = = 7 (9= T ) AL Xt )7 Yin(0,0) 5 Ym0, (B3c)
tttp,w@m = —m (w - ) |¢wlm| (B3d)
L] d (Xan) 2, 1 @\ m*f(r)
i = 3 WLl | . (% ) O-2+ 552 [(“‘T) T 9] ot
2
s Wl Bt | Ym0, (B3e)
w d (X} . d
tr@,w@m = |Nw‘2§R |: :(T) % < w’,l:( )) }/Em(evgo)aenm(0790):| ) (B?)f)
trpim = = m N [ FD 2 (FA) |y 0,0 (B3)
1 ] 2o g2 Q\? 2
te@,wfm = ﬁ |Nw|2 |Xw€(7")|2 %Y—Em(eaw) + 5 |\f?7‘) (OJ — qr> - mQQ] |¢w2m|2
f(?")?"2 2| d XwZ 2
IO [ () oo, (B3h)
m 2 2 3 .
logtm = — NG XIS [Yem(e,w) i 0, 90)] (B3)
1 25in? ¢ d (X, 2
T [mm’“ ol (v-22) ] (butml? ~ 10 | (24D ot o
0 2
S WL Xt ()| e (8,)] (B3)

where 3 denotes the real part of a complex quantity. Using , we immediately have that t:p ,em and tog wem
vanish identically for all £ and m. As for the ¢ component of the current, although the mode contributions to the
stress-energy tensor components ti, wem and t., em are nonzero, when summed over m they vanish. Using the
identity , it is also the case that t,¢ ,¢m vanishes when summed over m. The remaining components can be
summed over m and simplified using the results ( m, m m Defining

t ot = Z ot (B4)
we find o
b = 2L NP { :2 (w - qu>2 t W] Xt + )2 | = (X“:“")) 2}, (B5a)
o= 2 (w_'qr ) ALPS [X;;ﬁ(r) 4 (Xw:i(r)>], (B5b)
et = g WGl { o (o 20) - S o+ 5 () } | e
too.or = LN {f(l) (6= 92) it st & (2 } , (B5)
topwt = tog wrsin® 0. (B5e)

From these results the mode contribution to the trace of the stress-energy tensor is

2£+1 1 Q\> ((+1)
= e (o)

Xeel) — £ | 5




Using the radial equation (2.13]), this simplifies to
20 + 1 | Xooe|?
t’; = [N \ (Il ( 2 . (B7)

From (4.17)), the mode contribution to the scalar conden-
sate is

INwe\ | Koo (r)[* [Yem (0, )7, (B8)

SCutm =

and hence, using (C3)),
SCuwt = Z SCwtm =

Comparing , we see that

20+ 1
P 5 Woel® [Xoe (). (BY)

tlJf

1
ot = §Dscwg.

(B10)

This is to be expected from (4.13)), since the curvature
terms in that equation result from the renormalization
process [61].

Appendix C: Some properties of spherical harmonics

In this final Appendix we collect some results for the
spherical harmonics Yy, (0, p) which are employed in
App. [B] for simplifying the components of the current
and stress-energy tensor.

We begin with the standard addition theorem for
spherical harmonics

dn

Pileosy) = 57

Z Yon(0.0)Y7(0.0). (C1)

where
cosy = cosfcos® +sinfsinf cos(p —¢').  (C2)

Taking the coincidence limit §' = 0, ¢’ = ¢ in (C1]) yields
the well-known addition formula

J4
20+1
S Wan(0.0)? = ==, (C3)

m=—~{

since Py(1) = 1.
Differentiating both sides of (C1|) with respect to 6
gives

¢
4 om0, 0) v 0y _ Olcosy) -,
2€+1m;Z 90 nm(e,@)— 96 PE(COS’V)v

(C4)
with
0(cos )

50 =~ sin @ cos 0" + cosOsin @’ cos (¢ — ¢'). (C5)
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Taking the coincidence limit, we have

Y

00

m=—/{

Plmys . (C6)

m

We now differentiate (C4)) with respect to 6’ to obtain

4 i: Yo (0, ) ay@m(g’ ¢
20+1 ot 90 o'

_ 9*(cosy) , 9(cosy) 9(cos )

= —agag Lr(cosY) + = gp —gar Fr (cos),

()
where

3(;0;,7) = —sinf’ cosf + cos #' sin f cos(p — ¢'),

2
% =sinfsin @’ + cos @ cos ' cos(p — ¢'). (C8)

Taking the coincidence limit yields

Y |? 241

4
1
m;é‘ = " —_P1)= S+ (20+1),
. (C9)
PI1) = W; b (C10)

Our final identity is derived by differentiating the addi-
tion theorem ((C1)) with respect to ¢ and then ¢’, which
gives

i g~ OYiml0, ) 0V, (0.

2041 = Oy o'
0%(cosy 0(cos~) O(cos~y
= C{WPé(cos*y) + (590) (&p’ )Pg (cosvy),
(C11)
with

8(;0:7) = — 8(2(:08/’7) = —sinfsin @’ sin(p — ¢’),

92 (cosn)

= sin@sin 6 cos(p — ¢'). (C12)

'O

Taking the coincidence limit, and using (2.11] , we
find

14

>

m=—/

14

= > m? |V

m=—¢

= %6 (¢ +1)(2¢+ 1)sin? 6.

i |
dp

(C13)
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