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In this article we extend the variational technique for maximal volume estimation of a black hole
developed by Christodoulou and Rovelli (CR) [1] to the case of a charged BTZ black hole in 2+1
dimensions. The technique involves a study of the equation of motion of a hypothetical particle
moving in an auxiliary manifold defined by spacetime variables. We then compare this estimation
with the volume computed using maximization method and extrinsic curvature method. The charge
Q of the black hole appears as a log term in the metric and hence an analytical solution for the
volume does not exist. So first we compute the steady state radius and the volume for limiting case
when the charge Q is very small i.e. Q << 1 and then carry out a numerical analysis to solve for
the volume for more generic values of the charge. We find that the volume grows monotonically
with the advance time. We further investigate the functional behaviour of the entropy of a massless
scalar field living on the maximal hypersurface of a near extremal black hole. We show that this
volume entropy exhibits a very different functional form compared to the horizon entropy.

I. INTRODUCTION

A black hole boundary is defined by its event horizon.
Event horizons have been studied exhaustively and they
play a crucial role in defining the geometry and more
importantly the thermodynamics of a black hole. For a
given black hole the position and the area of its event
horizon depend on its mass, charge and the angular mo-
mentum. So given these parameters, the area of event
horizon is well defined and unique. However computing
the volume of a black hole is slightly tricky. In fact there
is no unique way of defining the volume of a black hole. A
foliation dependent volume is not an unfamiliar concept
and we come across this idea even in Minkowski space.
However, in whichever way one may define the volume,
the boundary area of a black hole which is given by the
area of the event horizon remains the same.

There are many interesting ways of defining the black
hole volume. Parikh [2] describes the black hole volume
using an invariant slice of spacetime inside the horizon.
Gibbons et al. [3] have offered a thermodynamical defi-
nition of the volume i.e. Vth, which is useful in presence
of a cosmological constant Λ. They define Vth as the
variable conjugate to the cosmological constant appear-
ing in the first law of thermodynamics for black hole,
dE = TdS + ΩdJ + ΦdQ + VthdΛ. The volume defini-
tion specific to our interest in this work was provided by
Christodoulou and Rovelli (CR) in [1]. This particular
volume grows monotonically with the advance time and
has a maximum contribution from a constant r segment.
CR demonstrated that computing this volume is equiva-
lent to finding the geodesic equation of a particle in an
equivalent spacetime since the analysis involves extrem-
izing a path length. They showed that this volume for
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a Schwarzschild black hole increases as V ∼ 3
√

3m2v,
in the limit v >> m, where v is the advance time. We
used this technique in our earlier work [4] and had ap-
plied it to BTZ black holes. We showed that the con-
stant r segment of the volume hypersurface can also be
derived by demanding a divergence free extrinsic curva-
ture [7]. In this work we further extend the technique to
charged BTZ black holes. Once we obtain the expression
for the volume, we probe its thermodynamical aspects
using semi-classical approach in the near extremal limit.

II. GENERAL SETUP

The Hilbert action (IH) coupled to electromagnetism
is defined for charged BTZ black hole as

IH =

∫
d3x
√
−g
(
R− 2Λ

2k
− 1

4
FµνF

µν

)
=

1

2π

∫
d3x
√
−g
(
R+

2

l2
− π

2
FµνF

µν

) (1)

where, l is the AdS length and Λ is the cosmological
constant which satisfies, Λ = −1/l2 and k = 8πG/c4

is the Einstein gravitational constant. We use natural
units where G = 1/8 and ~ = c = 1. Hence the factor
1/(16πG) = 1/(2π). The metric of a charged BTZ black
hole is defined as

ds2 = −N2(r)dt2 +
dr2

N2(r)
+ r2(Nφdt+ dφ)2 (2)

where, shift function Nφ = −J/2r2 and the lapse func-

tion N2(r) = −Λr2 −M + J2

4r2 −
π
2Q

2ln( rl ). Here M , J
and Q are the mass, angular momentum and the charge
carried by black hole, respectively. The metric above ex-
hibits a coordinate singularity at the zeros of the lapse
function so we switch from the Schwarzschild coordinates
(t, r, φ) to Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates (v, r, θ) to
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avoid this singularity, which are defined as

v = t+

∫ r dr′

N2(r′)
and θ = φ−

∫ r Nφ(r′)

N2(r′)
dr′ (3)

where, v is the advance time. As the cosmological con-
stant, Λ = −1/l2 is negative, the background space is
AdS. The metric (2) can now be written as

ds2 = −
(
− Λr2 −M − π

2
Q2ln(

r

l
)

)
dv2 + 2dvdr

− Jdvdθ + r2dθ2 (4)

The black hole has an outer and an inner horizon rQ±. One
can define the volume enclosed between the two horizons
by picking a spacelike hypersurface. As there is a whole
family of such hypersurfaces, the volume enclosed is not
unique. We use the CR [1] technique to define the max-
imal hypersurface which will enclose maximum volume.

III. ANALYTICAL SOLUTION OF THE
MAXIMUM VOLUME

A. The Maximization technique

As discussed earlier, in this work we find the hypersur-
face which encloses the maximum volume inside a black
hole. CR [1] have shown that the maximum contribution
to such a hypersurface comes from a constant r segment.
We computed such a volume for a BTZ in our earlier work
[4]. We now use the techniques to understand the effects
of charge by studying the interior volume of a charged
BTZ black hole. We will be interested only in the con-
stant r segment whose contribution to the volume of the
hypersurface is sufficiently large that we can ignore the
remaining segments as justified in [1]. For the constant
r hypersurface, the induced metric (4) can be written as

ds2 = −
(
−Λr2 −M − π

2
Q2ln(

r

l
)

)
dv2 − Jdvdθ+ r2dθ2

(5)
where, Λ = −1/l2. Metric tensor gµν can be written in
the matrix form as

gµν =

(
−f(r) −J/2
−J/2 r2

)
(6)

The determinant of gµν is, g = det(gµν) = −r2f(r)− J2

4 ,

where f(r) =

(
r2

l2 −M −
π
2Q

2ln( rl )

)
. So the volume for

constant r hypersurface is

VΣ = 2πv

√
−r2

(
r2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2ln(

r

l
)

)
− J2

4
(7)

This is the volume of charged BTZ black hole interior.
We seek the radius which we call the steady state radius,

rQss, which maximizes this volume. Such a steady state
radius solves the equation dVΣ/dr = 0. So(
dVΣ

dr

)
r=rQss

= (rQss)
2−π

4
Q2l2ln(

rQss
l

)−Ml2

2
−πQ

2l2

8
= 0

(8)
To get an analytical solution we work in the limit when
the charge Q << 1. In this limit we expect rQss = rss + δ

or
rQss
rss

= 1 + δ
rss

, where δ is an infinitesimal parameter

( δ
rss
� 1 or

rQss
rss
− 1 � 1). Substituting the value of rQss

in the eq.(8) and using the approximation on logarithmic

function i.e. ln(
rQss
l ) ≈ ln( rssl ) + δ

rss
, we get

(rss + δ)2 − π

8
Q2l2

(
1 + 2ln(

rss
l

) +
2δ

rss

)
− r2

ss = 0 (9)

where, rss = l
√

M
2 , is the steady state radius of BTZ

black hole. Solution of equation (9) gives,

δ = rQss − rss =
rssQ

2

2

(
1 + 2ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πl2 −Q2

)
(10)

So we obtain the steady state radius for charged BTZ
black hole (rQss) from the eq.(10) as

rQss = rss

[
1 +

Q2

2

(
1 + 2ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πl2 −Q2

)]

= l

√
M

2

[
1 +

Q2

2

(
1 + ln(M2 )
4M
π −Q2

)]
(11)

B. Traceless extrinsic curvature technique

One can arrive at the expression for the steady state
radius rss using another method proposed originally by
Bruce L. Reinhart [7]. We noted that the maximum con-
tribution to the volume is due to the surface r = const.
It is argued in [6, 7] that the trace of the extrinsic cur-
vature of such a surface should vanish. So we evalu-
ate the trace of extrinsic curvature of the surface r =
cosnt. The unit normal to the surface r = const. for
the metric (4) is given by nα = (1/

√
f,
√
f, 0), where

f(r) = r2

l2 −M−
π
2Q

2 ln( rl ). The condition for the vanish-
ing trace of extrinsic curvature is same as making the nor-
mal vector divergenceless which is written as nα;α = 0.
We note that the volume element of spacetime with met-
ric given by eq.(4) is

√
|g| = r. So the condition for the

vanishing trace of the extrinsic curvature reduces to

nα;α =
1

r

∂

∂r

(
r

√
r2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2 ln(

r

l
)

)
= 0 (12)

the eq.(12) gives

(rQss)
2 − π

4
Q2l2ln(

rQss
l

)− Ml2

2
− πQ2l2

8
= 0 (13)
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which is same as eq.(8). Hence, the solution of the eq.(13)
gives same steady state radius (rQss) as given in eq.(11)

i.e. rQss = l
√

M
2

[
1 + Q2

2

(
1+ln(M2 )
4M
π −Q2

)]
. Now, substituting

the value of rQss in the eq.(7) we get the expression for
maximum volume as

VΣ =

∫
√
gdvdθ = 2πv

√
−(rQss)2

(
(rQss)2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2ln(

rQss
l

)

)
− J2

4
(14)

or

VΣ = 2πv

√√√√−r2
ss

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)2
[
r2
ss

l2

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)2

−M − π

2
Q2ln

rss
l

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)]
− J2

4
(15)

Note here rss = l
√

M
2 , which is the steady state radius

in absence of the charge Q and the expression for vol-
ume simplifies to VΣ = πv

√
M2l2 − J2 when the charge

is taken to zero. The region plot of VΣ from eq.(15) as
shown below. Here we take the AdS length l = 4.
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FIG. 1. The graph highlights the region in the param-
eter space spanned by the mass M , charge Q and angu-
lar momentum J of a charged BTZ black hole. The differ-
ent shaded regions correspond to angular momentum (J =
0, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75). The volume of hypersurface VΣ of black
hole is positive definite and hence well defined inside the
shaded regions. In the region outside, the hypersurface be-
comes timelike and cannot be used to define the black hole
volume. The boundary of the regions corresponds to light-
like hypersurface which again cannot be used to define the
volume. Here we take the AdS length l = 4.

The volume of this hypersurface defining the black hole
volume increases monotonically with the advanced time
v. As discussed by many [4, 6, 17, 19, 24], such a be-
haviour can be appropriately used in defining and un-
derstanding the black hole entropy. We will touch on
this in latter sections. Note that the expression for VΣ

also provides a constraint on the values of the charge Q
and angular momentum J for the VΣ to exist. A nega-
tive value for the expression inside the square root would
mean the volume becomes timelike and hence cannot be
used to define the black hole volume. Demanding that
the expression inside the square root is positive definite,
we find the region in the parameter space spanned by Q
and J , which we call the permitted region for VΣ to ex-
ist. Note that these graphs in the figure (1) become less
accurate for larger values of Q as we are working with
approximation that Q << 1.

C. Variational method in the auxiliary manifold

In this section we use the formulation developed by
Christodoulou et al. [1] to construct the spacelike hyper-
surface Σ and check if it reconciles with our results in
previous section. We write Σ, which is a 2-manifold, as
a direct product of a 1-sphere defined by θ and a curve γ
embedded in the 2-dimensional space (v, r) paramterized
by λ as

Σ ∼ γ × S1

γ ∼ (v(λ), r(λ))
(16)

The line element of the induced metric on the hypersur-
face Σ is

ds2
Σ =

(
− f(r)v̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

)
dλ2 − Jv̇dλdθ + r2dθ2 (17)
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The dot represents derivative with respect to the param-

eter λ and f(r) = r2

l2 −M −
π
2Q

2 ln( rl ). For Σ to be a
spacelike surface, we require

r2

(
− f(r)v̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

)
− J2v̇2

4
> 0 (18)

and the proper volume of Σ is given by

VΣ[γ] = 2π

∫ λf

0

dλ

√
r2

(
− f(r)v̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

)
− J2v̇2

4

(19)
This volume depends on the curve γ and we want to find
the curve γ which would maximize this volume. This can
be viewed as an extremization problem and our goal then
is to find the equations of motion for the Lagrangian

L(r, ṙ, v, v̇) =

√
r2

(
− f(r)v̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

)
− J2v̇2

4
(20)

We will find the equations of motion and then use appro-
priate normalization to set

L(r, ṙ, v, v̇) = 1 (21)

This normalization ensures that Σ is spacelike. The curve
γ parameterized by λ has two end points which we choose

to be at r(λi = 0) = rQ+ and r(λf ) = rQ−, so the curve
stretches between the inner and the outer horizon and
v(λi = 0) = v and v(λf ) = vf .

1. Euler-Lagrange equations of motion

The Lagrangian is a function of the variables v and
r. First we write the Euler-Lagrangian equation corre-
sponding to v as

∂L

∂v̇
=

1

2L

(
r2(−2f(r)v̇ + 2ṙ)− J2v̇

2

)
= a (22)

using eqs.(20) and (21) this simplifies to

v̇

(
− 2r2f(r)− J2/2

)
= 2a− 2ṙr2

⇒ v̇ =
ṙr2 − a

r2f(r) + J2/4
(23)

Next using eqs.(22) and (23), we get

v̇ =
1

a+ ṙr2
(24)

and plugging this expression in eq.(20), we find

ṙ = − 1

r2

√
r2f(r) +

J2

4
+ a2 (25)

The expression for v̇ is same as deduced by others for the
case of BTZ black hole and the expression for ṙ reduces
to the expression for BTZ black hole as shown by [19]
when we put J and Q = 0.

2. Steady state radius and maximum volume

As we discussed earlier, most of the contribution to the
volume of the maximal hypersurface comes from a steady
state segment which corresponds to a constant rss. We
get the expression for rQss by taking ṙ = 0 and equating
the right hand side of eq.(25) to zero.

(rQss)
2

(
(rQss)

2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2ln(

rQss
l

)

)
+
J2

4
+ a2 = 0

⇒ a =

√
−(rQss)2

(
(rQss)2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2ln(

rQss
l

)

)
− J2

4

(26)

Note that for ṙ = 0, we have v̇ = 1/a. As v must be a
monotonically increasing function of the parameter λ, a
must be positive definite. Now the volume of the hyper-
surface as defined in eq.(19) can be evaluated as

VΣ = 2π

∫
dλ = 2πa

∫
dv = 2πav (27)

Substituting the expression for a as in eq.(27), we get

VΣ = 2πv

√
−(rQss)2

(
(rQss)2

l2
−M − π

2
Q2ln(

rQss
l

)

)
− J2

4
(28)

Further substituting the expression for rQss obtained from
the traceless extrinsic curvature technique, we obtain

VΣ = 2πv

√√√√−r2
ss

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)2
[
r2
ss

l2

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)2

−M − π

2
Q2ln

rss
l

(
1 +

1
2 + ln( rssl )

8r2ss
πQ2l2 − 1

)]
− J2

4
(29)

This matches with the expression for the volume we de-
rived earlier using the maximization technique. Hence,

the variational method provides a different way to cal-
culate the volume of a black hole using Euler-Lagrange
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equation of motion of a hypothetical particle which is
traversing along a geodesic curve in the auxiliary mani-
fold.

IV. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF THE
MAXIMUM VOLUME

M = 0.8, Q = 0.2, J = 0.2, rss
Q = 0.62

M = 0.6, Q = 0.2, J = 0.2, rss
Q = 0.53

M = 0.4, Q = 0.2, J = 0.2, rss
Q = 0.45

rss
Q

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

r/l →

∂V
∑
(r
)/
∂r

→

FIG. 2. The roots of this graph give the steady state radii
(rQss) of a charged BTZ black hole at different values of black
hole parameters (M,Q, J). Here we take the AdS length l =
1.

Our analysis till now has been limited to the case

when the black hole charge is very small i.e. Q << 1.
This was necessary as solving the equation analytically
for the volume with the ln(rQss/l) term in eq.(14) is
not possible. However the Q << 1 limit provides a
good insight into effects of adding charge on the volume
VΣ and the steady state radius. Moreover as we will
study a certain thermodynamical aspects of a charged
BTZ black hole in later sections, we will note that such
an investigation is possible only in small charge limit
regime. In this section we carry out a numerical analysis
to study the behaviour of the steady state radius rss and
subsequently of the maximal hypersurface by removing
any restrictions on the values of charge Q. The steady
state radius rss is defined by the maximization equation
dVΣ/dr = 0. So we plot dVΣ/dr versus r/l seeking the
values of r for which for function has its zeros. The plot
is shown in figure (2), here we take the AdS length l = 1.

Once we have the values of the the steady state
radii rss for different mass M , charge Q and angular
momentum J from the graph, we plug the values into
the expression from eq.(15) and evaluate VΣ. Here we
tabulate the volumes of charged BTZ and BTZ black
hole for a comparison. In the case of charged BTZ black
hole, the volume depends on the charge Q and evidently
its numerical value is smaller than the volume of an
BTZ black hole. The complete table is shown below:

Table: Maximum volume (VΣmax) of charged-BTZ
black hole and BTZ black hole at different value of
steady state radius (rQss) is given in the following table.
Here we are taking AdS length l = 1.

Mass Charge Angular Momentum charged-BTZ charged-BTZ charged-BTZ BTZ

M Q J rQss rQ+ (VΣmax)/2πv (VΣmax)/2πv
0.4 0.2 0.2 0.45 0.47 0.11 0.18
0.5 0.2 0.2 0.47 0.67 0.20 0.23
0.6 0.2 0.2 0.53 0.75 0.26 0.29
0.7 0.2 0.2 0.57 0.82 0.32 0.34
0.8 0.2 0.2 0.62 0.88 0.37 0.39
0.9 0.2 0.2 0.66 0.94 0.42 0.44

From the above table we note that the event horizon is
always larger than the steady state radius, rQ+ > rQss.

This means that the steady state radius rQss is always

hidden behind the event horizon rQ+ . By adding a small
charge Q we find that the volume of charged BTZ black
hole decreases and less than the BTZ black hole.

V. ANALYTICAL SOLUTION OF THE
HORIZONS

The horizons of a charged BTZ black hole are the roots
of the lapse function N2(r) which is defined as

N2(r) =
r2

l2
−M +

J2

4r2
− π

2
Q2ln(

r

l
) (30)

The outer and the inner horizons are given by the zeros
of [N2(r)]r=rQ±

= 0. Again, due to the presence of the log
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term, the equation does not have an analytical solution
and we rely on perturbative approach in the limit when
charge Q→ 0. In this limit the horizons are only slightly
displaced from the horizons of the BTZ black hole [4]

given by r2
± = Ml2

2

(
1±
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2
)
. Let rQ± = r±+δ or

rQ±
r±

= 1 + δ
r±

, where δ is an infinitesimal parameter such

that δ
r±
� 1 or

rQ±
r±
− 1� 1. So log(

rQ±
l ) ≈ log( r±l ) + δ

r±
.

With this approximation, the horizon equation can be
written as

(r± + δ)2

l2
−M +

J2

4(r± + δ)2
− π

2
Q2

(
ln(

r±
l

) +
δ

r±

)
= 0

(31)
Solving eq.(31) to the first order in δ gives

δ = rQ± − r± =
πQ2r±ln( r±l )

4

(
r2±
l2 −

J2

r2±
− πQ2

4

) (32)

Hence, the horizons of a charged BTZ black hole (rQ±) are

rQ± = r±

[
1 +

πQ2ln( r±l )

4

(
r2±
l2 −

J2

r2±
− πQ2

4

)]

= r±

[
1 +

πQ2ln( r±l )

4

(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)] (33)

As we take the limit Q << 1, the denominator in
the above expression is positive definite and the term
ln(r±/l) in the numerator is negative as r± < l. So, the

sign of δ in the eq.(32) is negative and hence rQ± < r±.
We note that the position of the horizons of the charged
BTZ with respect to the neutral one does not depend on
the sign but the magnitude of the charge Q. The region
plot of event horizon shown in figure (3).

VI. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF THE
HORIZONS

Now we investigate the parameter space spanned by
mass M , charge Q and angular momentum J to under-
stand how the black hole horizons vary over different re-
gions. The existence of the horizons is guaranteed only
when the lapse function has real zeros. Generally the
lapse function has two roots which correspond to the two
horizons. But, for a certain values of the charges, the
lapse function may have only one root and that would
correspond to an extremal black hole. In this section we
analyse these regions by imposing different conditions on
the black hole parameters. We illustrate these cases in
the figure (4) by taking different values of the black hole
parameters to get all the possible outcomes. Let us con-
sider the case of an extremal black hole which is obtained

J = 0.2

J = 0.4

J = 0.6

J = 0.8

Allowed region

r±
Q > 0

r±
Q = 0

r±
Q < 0

Forbidden region
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→

FIG. 3. Graph between Mass (M) and charge (Q) of charged
BTZ black hole for different values of the angular momentum
J. The shaded regions represent the parameters values which
allow the existence of horizons and unshaded regions corre-
spond to the parameter values which forbid horizons to exist.
Here we take the AdS length l = 1

when the lapse function has only one root. This is possi-
ble only when the minima of the lapse function touches
the r/l-axis in N2(r) − r/l plot. We solve the equation,(d[N2(r)]

dr

)
r=r0

= 0, to get the value of r2
0 as

r2
0 =

l2

8

(
πQ2 +

√
π2Q4 +

16J2

l2

)
(34)

. We check that at r = r0, d
2[N2(r)]
dr2 > 0, so r = r0 = rmin

and the polynomial N2(r) has a minima at r0. Hence,
the minimum value of N2(r) is

N2(rmin) =
r2
min

l2
−M +

J2

4r2
min

− π

2
Q2ln(

rmin
l

) (35)

Plugging the expression for rmin from eq.(34), we get

N2(rmin) = −M +
πQ2 +

√
π2Q4 + 16J2

l2

8

+
2J2

l2
(√

π2Q4 + 16J2

l2

)
−π

4
Q2ln

[
1

8

(
πQ2+

√
π2Q4 +

16J2

l2

)]
= −M+F (J,Q)

(36)
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where, F (J,Q) =
πQ2+

√
π2Q4+ 16J2

l2

8 + 2J2

l2

(√
π2Q4+ 16J2

l2

) −
π
4Q

2ln

[
1
8

(
πQ2 +

√
π2Q4 + 16J2

l2

)]
The graph between N2(r) vs. r/l as shown below. Note
that we take the AdS length l = 1 here.

M = 0.7, Q = 0.2, J = 0.2

M = 0.4, Q = 0.27, J = 0.3

M = 0.4, Q = 0.4, J = 0.4

r-
Q = 0.13, r+

Q  = 0.82

N
2(rmin ) = - 0.34

r+
Qr-

Q
r-
Q = r+

Q

N
2(rmin )

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

0

1

2

3

4

r/l →

La
ps

e
fu

nc
tio

n
:N

2
(r
)
→

FIG. 4. Lapse function N2(r) versus r/l for different values
of black hole parameters (M,Q, J). Blue curve depicts the
existence of two different horizons, the red curve shows the
case when both the horizons overlap and green curve depicts
the case when there is no horizon.

There exist three possible situations which is arising from
the eq.(36) and we investigate them one at a time.
Case (a). When N2(rmin) < 0 : In this case both the
roots of the polynomial N2(r) are real and distinct i.e.

r = rQ±. This is the normal charged BTZ black hole. This
is the general condition for the existence of two horizons
of a charged BTZ black hole. If charge Q = 0, then we
get M > J/l or J < Ml, which is the normal case of a
BTZ black hole. So, from the eq.(36) for N2(rmin) < 0,
we obtain an inequality relation between mass M and
polynomial F (J,Q) as

M − F (J,Q) > 0 (37)

Case (b). When N2(rmin) = 0 : In this case both root
of the polynomial N2(r) are real and equal i.e. r = r− =
r+. This is the extremal case of a charged BTZ black hole
in which both horizons coincide. If charge Q = 0 then, we
get M = J/l or J = Ml, which is the extremal case for a
BTZ black hole. So, from the eq.(36) for N2(rmin) = 0,
we get the relation between mass M and the polynomial
F (J,Q) as

M − F (J,Q) = 0 (38)

Case (c). When N2(rmin) > 0 : In this case both the
roots of the polynomial N2(r) are imaginary and hence
the horizons do not exist. This is the case of naked sin-
gularity. If charge Q = 0, then we get the inequality
M < J/l or J > Ml, which is the case of naked sin-
gularity of a BTZ black hole. So, from the eq.(36) for
N2(rmin) > 0 we get the inequality relation between
mass M and polynomial F (J,Q) as

M − F (J,Q) < 0 (39)

The graphical representation of the nature of black hole
for all three possible cases as discussed above is depicted
in the figure (5).

J = 0.00

J = 0.25

J = 0.50

J = 0.75

Naked ChargedBTZ black hole

M- F(J, Q) > 0

Normal ChargedBTZ black hole

M- F(J, Q) < 0

ExtremalChargedBTZ black hole

M- F(J, Q) = 0

AdS Length l = 4

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

Black hole charge (Q)

B
la
ck
ho
le
m
as
s
(M

)

FIG. 5. Graph between black hole mass M and charge Q
for different values of the angular momentum J . Here the
shaded regions represent a normal charged BTZ black hole
with well defined horizons, the unshaded region represent a
naked charged BTZ black hole and the boundary between
these two regions represents the extremal charged BTZ case.

VII. ENTROPY OF A MASSLESS SCALAR
FIELD IN THE BLACK HOLE VOLUME

After understanding the geometry of spacelike hyper-
surfaces inside the charged BTZ black hole, we now try to
gain some insight into the process of state counting in the
interior of a black hole. Since a black hole evaporates and
shrinks with time through Hawking radiation, it is not in
an equilibrium state. Moreover the metric inside a black
hole is not static. In general we cannot do a state count-
ing in such a dynamical background. However we can
avoid this problem by considering a near extremal black
hole which has the horizon temperature close to absolute
zero. One can indeed apply the techniques of quantum
statistics to do a state counting in such a quasi-static
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background and we work in this limit through the rest
of the analysis. Now we count the accessible states in
the phase space [5]. The 4-dimensional phase space for a
charged BTZ black hole is spanned by the conjugate vari-
ables v, θ, pv and pθ. One quantum state corresponds to
a cell of volume (2π~)2 in this 4-dimensional phase space.
The total number of quantum states would be given by
the integral of the measure

dvdθdpvdpθ
(2π~)2

(40)

over the accessible region. To find the accessible re-
gion, we introduce a massless scalar field on the hy-
persurface Σ which satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation,

1√
g∂µ(
√
ggµν∂νφ) = 0. As we focus on the part of Σ

which corresponds to ṙ = 0, the line element as given
in eq.(17) would reduce to ds2 = −f(rQss)dv

2 − Jdvdθ +
(rQss)

2dθ2. Hence, the metric tensor gµν define as

gµν =

(
−f(rQss) −J2
−J
2 (rQss)

2

)
(41)

Let λv and λθ be the eigenvalues of the above metric gµν .
So, we get λvλθ = g = det(gµν). The Klein-Gordon equa-
tion in the momentum space gives the following relation

E2 =
1

λv
p2
v +

1

λθ
p2
θ (42)

Now we count the number of states in the phase space
with energy less than E. That would be written as

g(E) =
1

(2π~)2

∫ ∫
dvdθdpvdpθ

=
1

(2π~)2

∫
dvdθ

∫ E/
√
λθ

−E/
√
λθ

dpθ

[ ∫ √(E2−λθp2θ)/λv

−
√

(E2−λθp2θ)/λθ

dpv

]
=

πE2

(2π~)2

∫ √
λvλθdvdθ =

πE2

(2π~)2

∫
√
gdvdθ =

E2VΣ

4π
(43)

where, we put ~ = 1. The limits of both the integrals
are Pv = ±

√
(E2 − λθp2

θ)/λv and pθ = ±
√
E/λθ. Now

the free energy for the scalar field at inverse temperature
β = (kBT )−1 is defined as

F (β) =
1

β

∫
dg(E)ln(1− e−βE)

=
1

β

∫
g(E)(−β)e−βEdE

1− e−βE
= −

∫
g(E)dE

eβE − 1
(44)

From eqs.(43) and (44), we get

F (β) = −v
2

∫
E2dE

eβE − 1
= −ζ(3)VΣ

2πβ3
(45)

where, ζ(3) is the Riemann zeta function. We then ob-
tain the entropy of a scalar field living on the maximal
hypersurface Σ corresponding to maximal slicing as

SΣ = −∂F
∂T

= kBβ
2 ∂F

∂β
=

3ζ(3)VΣ

2πβ2
∝ v

β2
(46)

where, we takes the Boltzmann constant (kB) = 1 in
final expression. The eq.(46) shows that the entropy of
the maximal hypersurface Σ corresponding to maximal
slicing grows linearly with advance time (v). The inverse
temperature of the field here can be well approximated by
the horizon temperature TH in the near extremal limit.
Now the horizon temperature of a black hole is defined
as

TH =

(
∂SH
∂M

)−1

J,Q

(47)

where, SH is the horizon entropy of the black hole. We
now find the relation between the advance time, the field
temperature and the black hole parameters as follows.

In 1972, Jacob Bekenstein [9] proposed that black hole
should have entropy which is proportional to the area of
the horizon. In 1974 Stephen Hawking [10, 11] used quan-
tum field theoretical calculations in curved space time to
show that black holes emit thermal radiation correspond-
ing to a certain temperature. Further, using the thermo-
dynamic relationship between energy, temperature and
entropy, Hawking was able to confirm Bekenstein’s pro-
posal and fix the constant of proportionality at 1/4. The
horizon entropy is also known as Bekenstein-Hawking en-
tropy which is proportional to surface area of the black
hole. For the case of 2+1 dimensional BTZ black hole,
the horizon entropy SH is found to be two times the hori-
zon length LH [12] i.e.

SH =
2LH
lp

=
4πrQ+
lp

(48)

where, lp =
√

~G/c3 is the Planck length and rQ+ is the
event horizon of the charged BTZ black hole. Substitut-

ing the value of rQ+ from the eq.(33) we get the horizon
entropy as

SH =
4πr+

lp

[
1 +

πQ2ln( r+l )

4(
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4 )

]

=
4πr+

lp

[
1 +

πQ2ln( r+l )

4

(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)] (49)

We proceed by plugging eq.(48) into the expression for
horizon temperature of charged BTZ black hole as de-
fined in eq.(47) to get

TH =

(
∂SH
∂M

)−1

J,Q

=
1

4π

(
∂rQ+
∂M

)−1

J,Q

(50)

Now differentiating the horizon radius rQ+ with respect to
the black hole mass M we get
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(
∂rQ+
∂M

)
J,Q

=
∂r+

∂M

[( r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)2

+ πQ2

4

{(
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)
−
(
r2+
l2 + 3J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)
ln

(
r+
l

)}
(
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)2

]

=
∂r+

∂M

[(M√1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)2

+ πQ2

4

{(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)
−
(

2M −M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)
ln( r+l )

}
(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)2

]

(51)

We use the expression for the event horizon r+ of a BTZ black hole in 2+1 dimensions [4, 12] to get

r2
+ =

Ml2

2

(
1 +

√
1− (

J

Ml
)2

)
⇒ ∂r+

∂M
=

r+

2M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2
=

r+l
2

2(r2
+ − r2

−)
(52)

then using the eqs.(50), (51) and (52), we get the horizon temperature (TH) for charged BTZ black hole as

TH =
(r2

+ − r2
−)

2πr+l2

[ (
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)2

(
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)2

+ πQ2

4

{(
r2+
l2 −

J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)
−
(
r2+
l2 + 3J2

4r2+
− πQ2

4

)
ln

(
r+
l

)}
]

=

M
2πr+

√
1− ( J

Ml )
2

(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)2

(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)2

+ πQ2

4

[(
M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)
−
(

2M −M
√

1− ( J
Ml )

2 − πQ2

4

)
ln( r+l )

]
(53)

As discussed earlier, we need to approach the extremal
limit for the statistical counting to make sense. In the
near extremal limit the Hawking temperature tends to
zero and a quasi static limit is attained. For a BTZ
black hole, this limit is attained as the mass tends to
the angular momentum (Ml → J). In our case of a
charged BTZ, we further have to make the charge Q very
small to get TH → 0. So at the near extremal limit,
Ml − J = δ = lQ2, from eq.(53) we get the horizon

temperature to be TH ∝ − 1
l

√
δ/l

ln(r+/l)
∝ 1

l

√
δ/l

|ln(r+/l)| . Note

that the horizon r+ is smaller than the AdS length l
so, ln(r+/l) is a negative quantity. The expression for
the Hawking temperature is positive definite and tends
to zero in the near extremal limit. Now as the Hawk-
ing radiation is thermal in nature, the mass loss of the

black hole per unit horizon area can be written using
the Stefan-Boltzmann law for 2+1 dimensions which is
defined as

1

rQ+

dM

dv
= −σT 3

H (54)

where, σ = 5.670374419 × 10−8 W
m2K4 is the Stefan-

Boltzmann constant. We want to write the advance
time v as a function of the black hole parameters so
we integrate this equation in the near extremal limit in
which the event horizon of charged BTZ black hole be-

comes rQ+ = l
√

M
2

[
1+ π

4

√
δ

2Ml ln

(√
r+
l

)]
≈ l
√

M
2 . Now
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eq.(54) can be written as

v = − 1

σ

∫
dM

rQ+T
3
H

≈
√

2l2

σ

(√
l

δ

)3 ∫
[ln(

√
M/2)]3√
M

dM

(55)

after solving the integral (55) we get

v ≈
6
√

2l2
√
M [ln( r+l )]2

σ(
√
δ/l)3

[
1− 1

3
ln(

r+

l
)−2

(
1− ln( r+l )

[ln( r+l )]2

)]
(56)

Here, β = (kBT )−1 = (kBTH)−1 ∝ l |ln(
r+
l )|

kB
√
δ/l

. Now divid-

ing the eq.(56) by β2, we get

v

β2
≈ 6
√

2
√
Mk2

B

σ

√
l

δ

[
1− 1

3
ln(

r+

l
)− 2

(
1− ln( r+l )

[ln( r+l )]2

)]
(57)

Hence, from the eqs.(46) and (57), we get the entropy of
the scalar field living on the maximal hypersurface Σ to
be

SΣ ∝
r+

l

[
1− 1

3
ln(

r+

l
)− 2

(
1− ln( r+l )

[ln( r+l )]2

)]
(58)

In this section we calculated the volume entropy using
a semi-classical approach. As the horizon entropy of
the black hole is proportional to the horizon length i.e.
SH ∝ r+, evidently the two expressions do not match.
The second and the third terms inside the bracket in
eq.(58) are not small compared to 1 and hence cannot
be thought of as corrections. In fact if we try to make
the second term small by choosing an appropriate ratio
r+/l, the third term becomes large and vice versa. We
note that the two terms together are less than 0.5 only
if r+/l < 0.1 and SH and SΣ are of same order. How-
ever, in general the formula for the internal entropy SΣ

exhibits quite a different functional behavior compare to
the horizon entropy SH . This is a different result from
our earlier work [4], where we found that both SΣ and
SH were proportional to each other. Other earlier works
[6, 17, 19, 24, 25] have also found the two entropies to
be proportional to each other. But all these results were
restricted to neutral black holes. Evidently the differ-
ent functional form of entropy is a result of introducing
charge Q in the metric. It will be interesting to under-
stand the exact physical reason for this difference which
we plan to investigate in our future work.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have extended the idea of maximal slic-
ing proposed by Bruce L. Reinhart [7] and indendently
by F. Estabrook [8] and the variational method to setup
the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion by Christodoulou
and Rovelli [1] for Schwarzschild black hole, to the case of
a charged BTZ black hole. It is also an extension of our
earlier work in which we had probed a BTZ black hole [4].
The charge appears as a logarithmic term in the metric
which makes it difficult to find an analytical solution. So
a part of our work is done in the small charge limit. We
have computed the steady state radius and the volume of
the maximal spacelike hypersurface in this limit. The ex-
pression for the volume allowed us to impose constraints
on the black hole parameters mass M , Charge Q and an-
gular momentum J . We further investigated the system
numerically and also analysed the locations of the black
hole horizons with respect to the steady state radius. We
found the conditions on the black hole parameters for
which the horizons exist which is necessary for the max-
imal slicing technique to be valid. We then investigated
a certain thermodynamical aspects of the maximal vol-
ume. We do this by introducing a massless scalar field
on the maximal hypersurface and computing the entropy
in the near extremal limit of black hole. The near ex-
tremal limit was necessary to justify a static background
in which quantum statics could be applied. We found
the expression for the volume entropy SΣ as a function
of horizon length. This volume entropy SΣ is found to
exhibit a very different functional behaviour compared
to the Bekenstein-Hawking horizon entropy SH . It will
be interesting to study this different nature of the two
entropy functions.
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[12] Máximo Bañados, Claudio Teitelboim, and Jorge Zanelli,
”Black hole in three-dimensional spacetime”, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 69, 1849 (1992).

[13] Cristián Mart́ınez, Claudio Teitelboim, and Jorge Zanelli,
”Charged rotating black hole in three spacetime dimen-
sions”,Phys. Rev. D 61, 104013 (2000).

[14] Bengtsson I and Jakobsson E, ”Black holes: Their large
interiors”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 30 1550103 (2015).

[15] Yen Ching Ong, ”The persistence of the large volumes in
black holes”, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 47 88 (2015).

[16] M. Christodoulou, T. De Lorenzo, ”Volume inside old
black holes”, Phys. Rev. D 94, 104002 (2016).

[17] Baocheng Zhang, ”On the entropy associated with the
interior of a black hole”, Physics Letters B, Volume 773,
10 October 2017, Pages 644-646.

[18] Xin-Yang Wang, Jie Jiang, Wen-Biao Liu,”Entropy in
the interior of a Kerr black hole”, Class. Quantum Grav.
35 215002 (2018).

[19] Ming Zhang, ”Interior volume of Bana-
dos–Teitelboim–Zanelli black hole”, Phys. Lett. B
Volume 790 j.physletb.2019.01.032 (2019).

[20] Chew, Xiao Yan, and Yen Chin Ong. ”Interior volume of
Kerr-AdS black holes.” Physical Review D 102, 064055
(2020).

[21] B. DiNunno, R.A. Matzner, ”The volume inside a black
hole”, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 42 (2010) 63.

[22] Daniel Grumiller, ”The volume of 2D black holes”, J.
Phys. Conf. Ser. 33 (2006) 361–366.

[23] T.K. Finch, ”Coordinate families for the Schwarzschild
geometry based on radial timelike geodesics”, Gen. Rel-
ativ. Gravit. 47 (56) (2015).

[24] N. Bhaumik, B. Ranjan Majhi, ”Interior volume of
(1+D)-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole”, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. A 33 (02) (2018) 1850011.

[25] N. Bhaumik, B. Ranjan Majhi, ”Entropy corresponding
to the interior of a Schwarzschild black hole”, Phys. Lett.
B 770 (10) (July 2017) 314–318.


	Effects of charge on the interior volume of BTZ black holes
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II General Setup
	III Analytical solution of the maximum volume
	A The Maximization technique
	B Traceless extrinsic curvature technique
	C Variational method in the auxiliary manifold
	1 Euler-Lagrange equations of motion
	2 Steady state radius and maximum volume


	IV Numerical solution of the maximum volume
	V Analytical solution of the horizons
	VI Numerical solution of the horizons
	VII Entropy of a massless scalar field in the black hole volume
	VIII Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


