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Recent work on the quantum mechanics of near-extremal non-supersymmetric black holes has

identified a characteristic T 3/2 scaling of the low temperature black hole partition function. This

result has only been derived using the path integral in the near-horizon region and relies on many

assumptions. We discuss how to derive the T 3/2 scaling for the near-extremal rotating BTZ black

hole from a calculation in the full black hole background using the Denef-Hartnoll-Sachdev (DHS)

formula, which expresses the 1-loop determinant of a thermal geometry in terms of a product over the

quasinormal mode spectrum. We also derive the spectral measure for fields of any spin in Euclidean

BTZ and use it to provide a new proof of the DHS formula and a new, direct derivation of the BTZ

heat kernel. The computations suggest a path to proving the T 3/2 scaling for the asymptotically

flat 4d Kerr black hole.
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1. Introduction

In the standard interpretation of black hole thermodynamics, the exponential of the Bekenstein Hawking entropy

eSBH represents a coarse grained entropy associated to a black hole Hilbert space. For many questions, the leading

approximation to the black hole density of states, as computed using the Euclidean black hole saddle, is sufficient.

A notable exception occurs at low temperatures for charged or rotating non-supersymmetric black holes, which

naively exhibit a large entropy S0 at zero temperature. As pointed out long ago [1], for these black holes the specific

heat, as computed at leading order in perturbation theory, becomes order one at low temperatures even if the black

hole itself remains macroscopic. In this case, a subleading calculation is necessary in order to determine the true

low temperature phase of the black hole. As noted by these authors, one possibility is that the black hole spectrum

actually has a gap, below which thermodynamics obviously does not apply. Another possibility is that the extremal

ground state degeneracy is lifted at subleading order in perturbation theory, and that the states actually fill out a

dense energy band above the vacuum. In this case the statistical description would have an extended range of validity

at lower temperatures. Since we only have a coarse approximation to the black hole density of states through the

leading saddle, either option is possible and could be realized for the black holes in our universe.

The authors of [1] were not able to determine which of these two possibilities is realized in nature because they were

not able to reliably calculate the 1-loop correction to the black hole partition function. According to the standard

rules of Euclidean quantum gravity, this would correspond to performing the path integral over Euclidean metrics



3

E

ρ(E)

E

ρ(E)

E

ρ(E)

FIG. 1. Successive approximations (in blue) to the black hole density of states (in red) could reveal a gap in the spectrum or

a dense energy band above the vacuum and no extremal ground states.

with specified boundary conditions imposed at spatial infinity

Z(β, µ,Ω) =

ˆ
[Dg] e−IEH−IGH−Ict︸ ︷︷ ︸

Asymptotically flat metrics with
(β,µ,Ω) boundary conditions at i0

∼ 1√
det∇2

exp [−Ion-shell(β, µ,Ω)] , (1.1)

where IEH and IGH are the Einstein-Hilbert and Gibbons-Hawking terms and det∇2 represents a ratio of determinants

for the graviton fluctuations as well as the ghosts. The exponential factor comes from the on-shell action of the

black hole saddle, while the determinants arise from the integral over normalizable fluctuations about the saddle-

point. Because the exponential term is so large, the tree level calculation typically dominates the thermodynamics.

In other words, we view the determinant as a small correction which in most circumstances does not change the

qualitative behavior of the thermodynamic system. This is certainly true for a gas of free gravitons in flat space,

whose thermodynamic behavior is relatively standard (setting aside known subtleties regarding the conformal factor

and negative modes above the Davies point [2, 3]) but recent work [4–12] has indicated that a gas of gravitons at low

temperatures in a black hole background can dramatically change the thermodynamic behavior of the system. It is

this correction which determines the answer to the questions raised in [1].

Since calculating and regulating the determinants in (1.1) requires expressions for the eigenvalues and degeneracies

of the kinetic operator in the curved black hole geometry, the 1-loop correction typically cannot be calculated explicitly.

The full calculation is certainly out of reach for the Kerr black hole, and that is the reason that the authors of [1] could

not offer a definitive answer. The recent progress on this problem proceeds from the observation (more accurately,

the assumption) that there is an alternate way to compute the correction to the low temperature thermodynamics

that involves only fluctuations in the near-horizon throat region of the black hole. This ability to replace the full

black brane geometry with its near-extremal throat (for appropriate low energy observables) lies at the heart of the

AdSd+1/CFTd correspondence, but its application to black holes with d = 1 is notoriously subtle.

According to the AdS/CFT dictionary, instead of performing the full asymptotically flat path integral (1.1) and

isolating the contribution from the black hole, one can equivalently calculate a quantity

Zthroat(β, µ,Ω) =

ˆ
[Dg] e−IEH−IGH−Ict︸ ︷︷ ︸

Asymptotically AdSd+1 metrics with

(β,µ,Ω) boundary conditions at ∂AdS

(1.2)

for sufficiently low temperatures with macroscopically long throats. This is thought to represent a trace over the black

brane Hilbert space, which is assumed to decouple from the far region for sufficiently low temperatures. The dictionary

relates the left hand side to the thermal partition function of an ordinary quantum system, usually a strongly coupled

low energy limit of strings and branes. The right-hand-side is thought to contain valuable information about the
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thermodynamics of this strongly coupled quantum system, although often only the leading saddle point approximation

is considered.

In the present context, one would like to use the 1-loop approximation to (1.2), which is substantially simpler than

(1.1) due to enhanced symmetries in the throat, to answer the question posed in [1]. Unfortunately it is precisely

the case when d = 1 that (1.2) is most subtle. A strict zero temperature version of (1.2) was used by Sen and

collaborators to calculate logarithmic corrections to extremal black hole entropy [13–19]. Zero temperature partition

functions count ground states, so these authors really calculated a particular correction to the quantity

Zthroat(β = ∞, Q, J) = Trgroundstates ∼ S
clog
0 eS0 . (1.3)

Here, clog is a universal constant fixed by the low energy field content of the model, S0 is the extremal Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy arising from the tree level calculation, and we have suppressed counterterm dependent quantities

that relate to renormalization of the ground state energy. It is important to note that the calculation is performed at

fixed charge, rather than fixed chemical potential, because the non-normalizable component of the AdS2 gauge field

differs from the non-normalizable component in the four-dimensional asymptotically flat far region.

In supersymmetric examples the calculation of (1.3) is robust, but there are known difficulties in using (1.2) to

account for finite energy excitations [20, 21] when d = 1. This is because the extremal throat of black holes does not

quite decouple from the far region in the low energy limit. In Lorentzian language, the throat has low dimensionality,

so the gravitational field of perturbative excitations does not have enough directions to spread out in. It thus grows

towards the mouth of the throat where it interacts with the far region, so that generic finite energy excitations violate

the strict AdS2 asymptotics.

This problem manifests itself in the Euclidean calculation via the presence of infinitely many normalizable zero

modes, corresponding to reparametrizations of boundary time, in the extremal throat. This leads to an infrared

divergence in the path integral (1.2) at zero temperature

Zthroat ∝
ˆ

Diff(S1)/SL(2,R)

[Dh] = ∞ . (1.4)

Sen extracted the dependence of the measure on S0 in order to calculate (1.3), but the path integral itself is ill-defined.

There was recent progress on this problem in the case of spherically symmetric [4–10] and rotating black holes

[11, 12]. The basic idea of these analyses is to regulate the infrared divergence (1.4) by maintaining the subleading

correction to the throat metric in the near-extremal limit. In other words, one performs the usual near-horizon

near-extremal scaling limit in Boyer-Lindquist (t̂, r̂, θ, ϕ̂) coordinates

t̂ =
1

2πT
t, r̂ = r+(T ) + 4πr20T (r − 1), ϕ̂ = ϕ+

t

4πr0T
− t , (1.5)

whose strict T → 0 limit leads to the NHEK metric

ds2NHEK = J(1 + cos2 θ)

(
−(r2 − 1) dt2 +

dr2

r2 − 1
+ dθ2

)
+ J

4 sin2 θ

1 + cos2 θ
(dϕ+ (r − 1) dt)

2
. (1.6)

However, contrary to what is usually done, one retains the subleading term in the small T expansion

gnot-NHEK = gNHEK + Tδg . (1.7)

The resulting “not-NHEK” metric is not diffeomorphic to the NHEK metric and is not an exact solution to the Einstein

equation. Rather, it can be viewed as an irrelevant deformation of the NHEK metric whose nonlinear completion is

the finite (but low) temperature Kerr black hole.1 Performing the path integral about this new background metric

1Note that there are infinitely many irrelevant deformations one could perform in the NHEK throat, roughly corresponding to solutions

with extra dynamics away from the horizon, each of which would presumably also regulate the IR divergence (1.4).
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yields a regulated version of (1.4)

Zreg(β,Q, J) =

ˆ
[Dg] e−IEH−IGH−Ict︸ ︷︷ ︸

Asymptotically “not-NHEK” metrics with
(β,Q,J) boundary conditions at ∂(not-NHEK)

(1.8)

The path integral becomes finite because the zero modes of the extremal throat are large diffeomorphisms of NHEK

h(n) = Lξ(n)gNHEK , ξ(n) non-normalizable (1.9)

but are not Lie derivatives of the “not-NHEK” metric

h(n) ̸= Lζgnot-NHEK . (1.10)

They therefore pick up nonzero eigenvalues at first order in perturbation theory, and one finds that their contribution

to the zeta regularized determinant ∏
n≥2

1

nT
=

1√
2π
T 3/2 (1.11)

exhibits the characteristic T 3/2 scaling. Since the regularized partition function becomes small at low temperatures

Zreg ∼ T 3/2eS0 (1.12)

one concludes that the ground states are lifted, provided that it is correct to interpret the regulated path integral

(1.8) as computing the black hole partition function at small finite temperature.

Unfortunately, while plausible, this prescription has not really been derived. The question of whether or not

to integrate over diffeomorphisms with non-compact support depends delicately on boundary conditions and gauge

fixing, and one also has to consider the ambiguities in connecting the far region to the throat. The modes which are

(non)normalizable in the throat are not guaranteed to complete to (non)normalizable modes in the full asymptotically

flat geometry (e.g. the proceeding discussion regarding the different ensembles in (1.1) and (1.3)). Relatedly, the

zero-mode metric perturbations (1.9) arising from diffeomorphisms with non-compact support in AdS2/NHEK might

correspond to pure diffeomorphisms with compact support in the full Kerr geometry, or they might complete to

physical non-zero modes in Kerr which simply reduce to diffeomorphisms in the throat region. The latter should be

the case if (1.12) is to be a reliable approximation to (1.1) at low temperatures.

Given these apparent subtleties, one would like to reproduce the behavior (1.12) using the full asymptotically flat

geometry and verify that the contribution of the zero modes to the throat calculation is physical. At first glance this

seems out of reach, since we cannot even perform the full not-NHEK path integral, only the piece responsible for the

T 3/2 behavior. The calculation in near-extremal Kerr appears hopelessly more complicated.

However, there is an interesting formula due to Denef, Hartnoll and Sachdev (DHS) which expresses the Euclidean

partition function in terms of the Lorentzian quasinormal modes (QNMs) [22, 23]

ZPI =
∏
k,l∈Z

∏
zl

(
ω|k|,l + izl

)−1/2
. (1.13)

In this formula the ωk,l = 2πkT − ilΩ are the Matsubara frequencies for the ensemble with temperature T and angular

velocity Ω, fixed by regularity and periodicity on the Euclidean section of the black hole geometry. The zl are the

QNMs for the field whose determinant we are computing.

It is not obvious that this formula simplifies the problem since we cannot analytically compute the full quasinormal

spectrum for black holes in more than three dimensions. However, there is a particular branch of QNMs whose
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frequencies can be computed analytically and which are closely related to the existence of the throat in the near-

extremal Kerr geometry. These “lightly-damped” modes [24–35] have real parts that accumulate at the superradiant

bound and small imaginary parts spaced evenly in units of the Hawking temperature

ω = mΩH − 2πiTH

(
n+

1

2

)
. (1.14)

The imaginary parts are small precisely because waves with ω = mΩH enter and spend a long time in the throat

region, so that they have long lifetimes. Indeed, (1.14) is really the Lorentzian spectral signature of the existence and

enhanced conformal symmetry of the NHEK throat [36, 37], and one might expect that these modes have something

to do with the low temperature corrections (1.12) since they are most sensitive to the throat geometry.

The idea then would be to identify and separate out the contribution of the throat region to the black hole

determinant using the DHS formula, discarding the rest of the terms in the product whose QNMs don’t really have

anything to do with extremality

Z(β,Ω) =

 ∏
throat

contribution


 ∏
all other QNM

 ∼ T 3/2

 ∏
all other QNM

 ? (1.15)

The second incalculable term will correspond to a non-universal contribution which does not have a singular limit as

T → 0 since it is not really sensitive to the geometry near the throat. A related idea was recently explored in [38],

focusing instead on reproducing the logarithmic corrections to the precisely extremal black hole entropy rather than

the low temperature corrections considered herein, and it would be interesting to combine the two calculations.

As a warm-up for the Kerr problem, in this paper we perform the analogous calculation for the near-extremal BTZ

black hole. In this case, we know the QNM spectrum exactly [39], the 1-loop Euclidean determinant independently

[40, 41], and the relevant limit of the corresponding CFT2 character which reproduces the T 3/2 behavior [42]. Indeed,

the DHS formula has already been applied in this case [23, 43, 44] although the low temperature limit was not

investigated. Taking the low temperature limit of the determinant in Lorentzian variables allows us to isolate the

specific graviton QNMs responsible for the T 3/2 scaling in the full black hole geometry. It turns out to be crucial

that certain QNMs for spinning fields do not continue to regular Euclidean solutions with low Matsubara frequencies

[23, 39, 45]. As we show, their exclusion from the DHS product formula is intimately related to the low-temperature

scaling, playing the same role that the exact SL(2,R) symmetry plays in the throat calculation.

We are optimistic that finding the analogous statements for the Kerr determinant and performing similar manip-

ulations will provide an unambiguous proof of the T 3/2 scaling for near-extremal Kerr. Of course, the BTZ QNM

spectrum is dramatically simpler than that of Kerr (although it does closely resemble the particular branch (1.14)),

so the exact combinations of terms producing the T 3/2 may differ significantly. Rotating BTZ also has the added

simplification that it does not exhibit superradiance, which we expect to complicate the analysis in Kerr as described

in [11].

A particularly interesting byproduct of our analysis is an explicit formula (derived in section 6) for the spectral

measure for fields of arbitrary spin in Euclidean BTZ. We use this expression to provide a new proof of the DHS

formula and new, independent derivations of the BTZ heat kernel for fields of all integer spin. The fact that we

are able to reproduce the known results for determinants using only a continuous integral over eigenvalues seems to

support the conclusion that there is no discrete spectrum for the relevant kinetic operators in Euclidean BTZ, in

accord with the conclusions in [46]. This would mean that the product form of the DHS formula really is the only

way to make contact with the discrete product (1.11) encountered in the throat calculation using the full black hole

geometry. We must replace the discrete product of eigenvalues in the throat by a discrete product of QNMs in Kerr.

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 derives the T 3/2 scaling using the deformed throat geometry of

near-extremal BTZ and a discrete product over nearly-zero modes, mirroring the analysis of [11, 12]. In section 3 we
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take the extremal limit of the BTZ partition function as in [42], but in a way that makes manifest the connection to

the calculation in section 2. Section 4 provides a compact derivation of the BTZ determinant for all spins using the

DHS formula and the techniques of [45, 47, 48]. In section 5 we discuss which specific graviton QNMs are responsible

for the T 3/2 scaling in the low temperature limit. In section 6 we derive the spectral measure for spinning fields in

Euclidean BTZ and use it to explicitly prove the DHS formula for the determinant. This also allows us to provide

an independent derivation of the previously known BTZ heat kernel. Section 7 concludes with comments on the

possible generalization to 4d Kerr and Reissner-Nordstrom black holes. Appendix A discusses low-temperature log T

corrections arising from massless higher spin fields in BTZ.

After our results were finalized and being written up, we became aware that Kolanowski, Rakic, Rangamani, and

Turiaci are also considering the origin of the T 3/2 scaling for the BTZ black hole.

2. The deformed BTZ throat and T 3/2 scaling

In this section we rederive the results of [11, 12] for the simpler case of the near-extremal rotating BTZ black hole.

The Lorentzian rotating BTZ geometry

ds2 = −
(r2 − r2+)(r

2 − r2−)

ℓ2r2
dt2 +

ℓ2r2

(r2 − r2+)(r
2 − r2−)

dr2 + r2
(
dφ− r+r−

ℓr2
dt
)2

(2.1)

is a solution to 3d gravity with a negative cosmological constant

I3d =
1

16πG

ˆ
M

d3x
√
g

(
R+

2

ℓ2

)
− 1

8πG

ˆ
∂M

d2x
√
γK + Ict . (2.2)

The inner and outer radii are given by

r2± =
Mℓ2

2

(
1±

√
1− J2

M2ℓ2

)
. (2.3)

Equivalently, the black hole mass and spin are given by

M =
r2+ + r2−
ℓ2

, J =
2r+r−
ℓ

. (2.4)

The entropy and temperature are

SBH =
2πr+
4G

, T =
r2+ − r2−
2πr+ℓ2

. (2.5)

For completeness, we also introduce the left and right moving temperatures

TL =
r+ − r−

2π
, TR =

r+ + r−
2π

(2.6)

that will be useful in later sections. Expanding the entropy about low temperatures one finds (setting G = 1)

r+(T, J) =

√
Jℓ

2
+

1

2
πℓ2T +O(T 2) , SBH(T, J) =

π

2

√
Jℓ

2
+
π2ℓ2

4
T +O(T 2) . (2.7)

Similarly, the mass has a small-T expansion

M(T, J) =
J

ℓ
+ ℓ2π2T 2 +

√
2ℓ4π3T 3

√
Jℓ

+
3ℓ5π4T 4

2J
+O(T 5) . (2.8)

These formulas differ in an important way from the analogous formulas in Kerr, where

SKerr(T, J) = S0 + 8π2J3/2T +O(T 2) , MKerr(T, J) =M0 + 4π2J3/2T 2 + · · · . (2.9)
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In particular, the “gap scale” no longer depends on the angular momentum and is simply fixed by the AdS3 radius.

With this in mind, we perform the following diffeomorphism

r = r+ +
T

2

(
ℓ2π(z − 1)

)
, t =

τ

2πT
, φ = ℓϕ+ τ

(
1

2ℓπT
− ℓ

2r0

)
, T → 0 , (2.10)

were r20 = ℓ
2J , obtaining

ds2throat =
ℓ2

4

(
1− z2

)
dτ2 +

ℓ2dz2

4(z2 − 1)
+ ℓ2r20

(
dϕ− 1

2r0
(1− z) dτ

)2

. (2.11)

The metric (2.11) is the near-horizon geometry of BTZ. It can be viewed as a discrete quotient of AdS3, known

as the “self-dual orbifold” [49, 50]. Importantly, the discrete group relating extremal BTZ to a quotient of AdS3

is inequivalent [50] to the quotient group for the self-dual orbifold: extremal BTZ is not globally diffeomorphic to

its near-horizon geometry. Wick rotating τ → −it̄ and changing to the radial coordinate z = cosh η we obtain the

Euclidean throat geometry

ds2throat = ℓ2 sinh2
(η
2

)
dt̄2 +

ℓ2

4
dη2 + iℓ2r0(1− cosh η)dt̄dϕ+ ℓ2r20dϕ

2 . (2.12)

Linearizing the Lagrangian (plus a gauge fixing term) around this solution, the path integral is [41]

Z ∼ exp(−I3d[g])
ˆ
[Dh] exp

[
−
ˆ
d3x

√
ḡhD[ḡ]h

]
, hµνD

αβ,µν
BTZ hαβ = − 1

64π
hµν(g

µαgνβ∇2 + 2Rµανβ)hαβ . (2.13)

The metric (2.12) admits normalizable zero modes (transverse traceless perturbations) of the form

h(n)µν dx
µdxν =

√
2ℓ

4π

√
|n|(n2 − 1)

r0

eint̄(sinh η)|n|−2

(1 + cosh η)|n|
(dη2 + 2i

n

|n|
sinh ηdηdt̄− sinh2 ηdt̄2) , |n| > 1 . (2.14)

In order to regulate the infrared divergence we keep the subleading correction in the decoupling limit (2.10)

g = gthroat + Tδg (2.15)

with the irrelevant deformation given by

δgµνdx
µdxν =

ℓ4π

2r0
sinh4

(η
2

)
dt̄2 +

ℓ4π

8r0
(2 + cosh η) tanh2

(η
2

)
dη2 + ℓ4πr0 cosh ηdϕ

2

− i
ℓ4π

2
(cosh η − 3) sinh2

(η
2

)
dt̄dϕ . (2.16)

Applying first order perturbation theory, the eigenvalues of the zero modes (2.14) become

δΛn =

ˆ
d3x

√
ḡh

(n)
αβ δD

αβ,µνh(n)µν , (2.17)

and the correction to the determinant is

logZthroat = −1

2

∑
n

log(δΛn) . (2.18)

The real and imaginary parts of (2.14) have the same eigenvalue correction
ˆ
d3x

√
ḡh

(n)
αβ δD

αβ,µνh(n)µν =
nT

32r0
(2.19)

so the contribution to the BTZ throat partition function is

δ logZthroat = 2

(
−1

2

)∑
n≥2

δΛn = log

∏
n≥2

32r0
nT

 . (2.20)
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Using zeta function regularization

∞∏
n>1

c

n
=

1√
2π

1

c3/2
(2.21)

we obtain

δ logZthroat = log

(
1

256
√
π

(
T

r0

)3/2
)

∼ 3

2
log T (2.22)

which exhibits the familiar 3
2 log T behaviour, as in [11, 12].

3. Near-extremal limit of the BTZ path integral

Because the Euclidean BTZ geometry is a modular transform of thermal AdS3, the BTZ 1-loop path integral can

be obtained from the 1-loop path integral about the thermal AdS3 saddle. The thermal AdS3 path integral can in

turn be interpreted as a (bulk) trace, whose form is constrained by the Virasoro × Virasoro asymptotic symmetry

group of AdS3 quantum gravity [51]. In particular, for a scalar field of mass m2 in thermal AdS with boundary torus

modular parameter τ the one-loop determinant takes the form [40, 41]

1

det(−∇2
s=0 +m2)1/2

=

∞∏
n,n′=0

1

1− qn+hq̄n′+h
, q = e2πiτ , h =

1

2

(
1 +

√
1 +m2

)
. (3.1)

This can be rewritten as a trace over SL(2,R)×SL(2,R) descendant states of the form Ln
−1L̄

n′

−1|h, h̄⟩. The analogous
graviton determinant combined with the tree level calculation brings along the full family of Virasoro descendants

and takes the form (suppressing scheme-dependent factors that renormalize local counterterms)

Zgraviton
TAdS3

(τ, τ̄) = χ1(τ)χ1(τ̄) , τ =
i

2π
βL , τ̄ = − i

2π
βR . (3.2)

Here χ1(τ) is the identity character of the Virasoro algebra

χ1(τ) =
(1− q)q

1−c
24

η(τ)
, c =

3ℓ

2G
(3.3)

with the Brown-Henneaux central charge. This gravity partition function without matter is one-loop exact [40]. The

formula (3.2) is fixed by representation theory [40] but has also been calculated explicitly [41] by combining the heat

kernel on hyperbolic three-space H3 with the method of images (thermal AdS3 and BTZ are both Z quotients of H3).

The BTZ partition function is the modular transform of (3.2)

ZBTZ(βL, βR) = χ1(−1/τ)χ1(−1/τ̄) = χ1

(
2πi

βL

)
χ1

(
−2πi

βR

)
. (3.4)

The left and right temperatures are related to the temperature and angular velocity of the black hole according to

2

T
=

1

TL
+

1

TR
, ΩH =

r−
r+

=
TR − TL
TR + TL

. (3.5)

In these formulas TL and TR are complex conjugates so that T is real and ΩH is purely imaginary. The near-extremal

limit corresponds to taking2

βR → 0 , βL → ∞ , (3.6)

2As described in [42], this limit requires that we continue ΩH back to real values so that the Euclidean geometry is complex while the

Lorentzian geometry is real.
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or equivalently TL → 0 with TR → ∞ so that T ∼ 2TL ≪ 1 and Ω → 1. Taking this limit [42] using

η

(
−1

τ

)
=

√
−iτ η(τ) (3.7)

and the asymptotic η(τ) → e
iπ
12 τ as τ → i∞ one finds the leading behavior

χ1

(
2πi

βL

)
∼ 2π

(
2π

βL

)3/2

exp

[
βL
24

+
c− 1

24

(2π)2

βL

]
. (3.8)

In this paper we are primarily concerned with reproducing the factor T 3/2 that arises from the left moving character

in (3.8) and will ignore exponential terms and terms that depend only on TR.

When comparing to the form of the throat calculation (2.20) a different expression for the BTZ determinant is

more useful. The product representation of the identity character leads to a representation for the one loop BTZ path

integral of the form

ZBTZ(τ, τ̄) = |qLqR|−c/24
∞∏

n=2

1

1− qnL

∞∏
n=2

1

1− qnR
, qL = e−(2π)2TL , qR = e−(2π)2TR . (3.9)

Since we know that it is the left character which accounts for the T 3/2 scaling we will ignore the right character as

well as the factor |qLqR|−c/24 which arises from the tree level calculation. Then in the extremal limit

ZBTZ ∼
∞∏

n=2

1

1− exp[− 1
2 (2π)

2nT ]
∼
∏
n=2

2(2π)−2

nT
, (3.10)

which is precisely the form of the determinant (1.11) encountered in all deformed-throat calculations. As in the throat

calculation, the important fact about the infinite product is that it starts with n = 2. In the throat calculations this

exclusion results from the exact SL(2,R) symmetry of the vacuum. Since the full BTZ geometry does not have

conformal symmetry, we would like to understand how to account for the restricted range in the product using

gravitational variables. As we will see, this is most clear in the DHS representation of the BTZ determinant.

4. Quasinormal modes and the DHS formula

In this section we re-derive the 1-loop correction to the BTZ path integral using the DHS formula for fields of

various spin using the techniques introduced in [45, 47, 48]. For earlier treatments see [23, 43, 44]. We set ℓAdS = 1.

4.1. Real scalar

In this subsection we consider the one-loop determinant for a scalar field of mass m2 = ∆(∆− 2) on the Euclidean

BTZ black hole background

ZPI =
1

det(−∇2
s=0 +m2)1/2

. (4.1)

Repeating the DHS analyticity arguments leads to the formula [23]

ZPI =
∏
k,l∈Z

∏
zl

(
ω|k|,l + izl

)−1/2
, (4.2)

where

ωk,l ≡
2πk

β
− ilΩH , k, l ∈ Z (4.3)

are the Matsubara frequencies, and we have emphasized the l-dependence of the QNM frequencies zl. We have also

assumed PT-invariance so that for any (ingoing) QNM with frequency zl, there is an (outgoing) anti-QNM with
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frequency −z−l. Using log x = −
´∞
0

dt
t e

−xt (ignoring the issue of UV-divergence), we can write (4.2) in a more

physically illuminating form [48]

logZPI =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t
coth

πt

β
χ(t) , χ(t) =

∑
l

∑
zl

ei(lΩH−zl)t . (4.4)

In this integral representation, the factor coth πt
β comes from the Matsubara sum over k ∈ Z. The object χ(t) is the

analog of the “QNM character” for static black holes introduced in [48], with an extra twist eilΩHt by the black hole

spin. This version of the DHS formula first appeared in the context of a static patch in de Sitter space [47] whose

Euclidean counterpart is the round sphere; this was later extended to all static black holes in [48], which established

that the Fourier transform of the QNM character is a relative spectral density for the Hamiltonian for the free fields

in the Lorentzian black hole geometry.

The (ingoing) QNM spectrum for a scalar with mass m2 = ∆(∆− 2) is well-known [52]3

ωL
nl = l − 2πiTL (2n+∆) and ωR

nl = −l − 2πiTR (2n+∆) , n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , l ∈ Z . (4.5)

With this we can compute the twisted character

χ(t) =

∞∑
n=0

∑
l∈Z

(
ei(lΩH−ωL

nl)t + ei(lΩH−ωR
nl)t
)

=
e−2πTL∆t

1− e−4πTLt

∑
l∈Z

e
−il

2πTL
r+

t
+

e−2πTR∆t

1− e−4πTRt

∑
l∈Z

e
il

2πTR
r+

t

=
e−2πTL∆t

1− e−4πTLt

r+
TL

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TL

)
+

e−2πTR∆t

1− e−4πTRt

r+
TR

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TR

)
. (4.6)

In the second line we have used

ΩH − 1 = −2πTL
r+

, ΩH + 1 =
2πTR
r+

, (4.7)

and performed the n-sum. In the third line we have used Poisson summation∑
l∈Z

e±i2πlτ =
∑
p∈Z

δ (τ − p) . (4.8)

Inserting (4.6) into the formula (4.4) and regularizing the t-integral by a cutoff t = ϵ > 0, the integral collapses

logZPI =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

q
p∆
2

L

1− qpL

q
p∆
2

R

1− qpR
, qL/R ≡ e−(2π)2TL/R . (4.9)

Finally, expanding 1
1−x =

∑∞
n=0 x

n and summing over p, we arrive at

logZPI = −
∞∑

nL,nR=0

log
(
1− q

∆
2 +nL

L q
∆
2 +nR

R

)
(4.10)

which is the standard formula (3.1) from the literature [41, 53]

ZPI =

∞∏
nL,nR=0

1

1− q
∆
2 +nL

L q
∆
2 +nR

R

. (4.11)

3The spectrum (4.5) is obtained using an ansatz of the form ϕ ∝ e−iωt+ilφR(r).
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4.2. Massive spin-s

A spin-s field with mass m2 = (∆− s) (∆ + s− 2) has the determinant

Zs,∆
PI = det

(
−∇2

s +∆(∆− 2)− s
)−1/2

. (4.12)

Here −∇2
s is the spin-s transverse traceless Laplacian.

The bulk partition function

Using the (ingoing) QNM spectrum [39]

ω∆,s,L,∓
nl = l − 2πiTL (2n+∆∓ s) and ω∆,s,R,∓

nl = −l − 2πiTR (2n+∆± s) , n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , l ∈ Z , (4.13)

we can compute the twisted QNM character just as in the scalar case, resulting in

χ[∆,s](t) =
e−2πTL∆t

(
e2πTLst + e−2πTLst

)
1− e−4πTLt

r+
TL

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TL

)
+
e−2πTR∆t

(
e2πTRst + e−2πTRst

)
1− e−4πTRt

r+
TR

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TR

)
.

(4.14)

Naively applying (4.4) then leads to

logZbulk =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

q
p∆
2

L

1− qpL

q
p∆
2

R

1− qpR

(
q
p s

2

L q
p s

2

R + q
−p s

2

L q
−p s

2

R

)
, qL/R ≡ e−(2π)2TL/R . (4.15)

The edge partition function

The result (4.15) is not the full answer. The formula (4.2) assumes that for a fixed k ∈ Z, any QNM with frequency

z(m2) can Wick-rotate to a regular Euclidean mode with Matsubara number |k| when m hits the complex value m∗

such that z(m2
∗) = iω|k|,l. This is true for scalars, but for spinning fields it fails for QNMs with frequencies

ω∆,s,L,−
nl = l − 2πTLi (2n+∆− s) , ω∆,s,R,+

nl = −l − 2πTRi (2n+∆− s) , n < s− |k| , l ∈ Z . (4.16)

This was first confirmed for s ≤ 2 [23, 43] and later for any s ≥ 3 [44, 45]. Because of this, these modes need to be

excluded from the naive DHS formula for the corresponding k sectors, leading to an “edge” partition function:

logZedge =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

s−1−|k|∑
n=0

∑
l∈Z

e−
2π|k|

β t
(
ei(lΩH−ω∆,s,L,−

nl )t + ei(lΩH−ω∆,s,R,+
nl )t

)

=

∞∑
p=1

1

p

q
p∆
2

L

1− qpL

q
p∆
2

R

1− qpR

(
q
p s

2

L − q
−p s

2

L

)(
q
p s

2

R − q
−p s

2

R

)
. (4.17)

Subtracting (4.17) from (4.15) yields

logZs,∆
PI = logZbulk − logZedge =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

q
p∆
2

L

1− qpL

q
p∆
2

R

1− qpR

(
q
p s

2

L q
−p s

2

R + q
−p s

2

L q
p s

2

R

)
. (4.18)

Finally, expanding 1
1−x =

∑∞
n=0 x

n and summing over p, we arrive at

logZs,∆
PI = −

∞∑
nL,nR=0

log
(
1− q

∆+s
2 +nL

L q
∆−s

2 +nR

R

)(
1− q

∆−s
2 +nL

L q
∆+s

2 +nR

R

)
, (4.19)

which is the correct result [53].



13

4.3. Graviton

The partition function for a graviton on Euclidean rotating BTZ is [53]

ZPI =
det
(
−∇2

1 + 2
)1/2

det (−∇2
2 − 2)

1/2
. (4.20)

This expression assumes that the contour for the conformal mode has been rotated so as to have a positive definite

kinetic term. To compute the determinants involved in (4.20) we can use limits of the massive spin-s results

s = 1 : ∆ → 3 , s = 2 : ∆ → 2 . (4.21)

For our purposes it is more informative to recalculate the combined ratio of determinants in order to determine which

graviton QNMs actually contribute to the answer.

The bulk partition function

The bulk partition function is defined by the naive DHS formula, which in this case says

logZbulk =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

1 + e−2πt/β

1− e−2πt/β

(
χ[∆=2,s=2](t)− χ[∆=3,s=1](t)

)
, (4.22)

where χ[∆,s](t) is defined in (4.14). Now, it is easy to see that

ω2,2,L,+
nl = ω3,1,L,+

nl , ω2,2,R,−
nl = ω3,1,R,−

nl , ∀n = 0, 1, · · · , l ∈ Z (4.23)

and

ω2,2,L,−
n+1,l = ω3,1,L,−

n,l , ω2,2,R,+
n+1,l = ω3,1,R,+

n,l , ∀n = 0, 1, · · · , l ∈ Z . (4.24)

Because of this there is a huge cancellation in the bracket (4.22), which captures the physical QNMs. Explicitly,

χ[∆=2,s=2](t)− χ[∆=3,s=1](t) =
∑
l∈Z

(
ei(lΩH−ω2,2,L,−

n=0,l )t + ei(lΩH−ω2,2,R,+
n=0,l )t

)
=
r+
TL

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TL

)
+
r+
TR

∑
p∈Z

δ

(
t− pr+

TR

)
. (4.25)

Doing the t-integral and expanding the denominators gives

logZbulk =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

1− qpLq
p
R

(1− qpL) (1− qpR)

=

∞∑
nL,nR=0

∞∑
p=1

1

p

(
qnLp
L qnRp

R − q
(nL+1)p
L q

(nR+1)p
R

)
=

∞∑
p=1

1

p

( ∞∑
nL=1

∞∑
nR=1

qnLp
L qnRp

R + 1 +

∞∑
nL=1

qnLp
L +

∞∑
nR=1

qnRp
R −

∞∑
nL,nR=0

q
(nL+1)p
L q

(nR+1)p
R

)

=

∞∑
p=1

1

p

(
1 +

∞∑
nL=1

qnLp
L +

∞∑
nR=1

qnRp
R

)
. (4.26)

The first term is an infinite sum that cannot be regularized. It will be canceled by terms in the edge partition function.
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The edge partition function

Taking limits (4.21) of the excluded modes (4.16), we can write down the edge partition function

logZedge =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

1∑
k=−1

1−|k|∑
n=0

∑
l∈Z

e−
2π|k|

β t
(
ei(lΩH−ω2,2,L,−

nl )t + ei(lΩH−ω2,2,R,+
nl )t

)
−
ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

∑
l∈Z

(
ei(lΩH−ω3,1,L,−

n=0,l )t + ei(lΩH−ω3,1,R,+
n=0,l )t

)

=

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

1∑
k=−1

∑
l∈Z

e−
2π|k|

β t
(
ei(lΩH−ω2,2,L,−

n=0,l )t + ei(lΩH−ω2,2,R,+
n=0,l )t

)
=

∞∑
p=1

1

p
(1 + qpL + qpR) . (4.27)

Taking the difference between (4.26) and (4.27) results in the 1-loop part of (3.9). Notice that the shifts of nL/R →
nL/R + 2 originate from the edge partition function (4.27).

In appendix A, we generalize our considerations to massless higher spin fields in BTZ and obtain their low-

temperature log T corrections.

5. Which quasinormal modes produce T 3/2?

We now turn to the question that motivated the recalculation of the near-extremal determinant. It is clear from

(4.25) that almost none of the graviton QNMs contribute to the 1-loop determinant due to the massive cancellations

with the isospectral ghost system. The two branches that contribute are the totally undamped modes

ω2,2,L,−
n=0,l = ℓ , ω2,2,R,+

n=0,l = −ℓ (5.1)

along with their anti-QNM counterparts. Of these two branches of modes, only one actually contributes to the low

temperature scaling. According to (4.25) the left-moving undamped modes contribute a factor

1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p

1 + exp[− 2πpr+
βTL

]

1− exp[− 2πpr+
βTL

]
=

1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p

1 + qpR
1− qpR

(5.2)

while the right moving modes contribute

1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p

1 + exp[− 2πpr+
βTR

]

1− exp[− 2πpr+
βTR

]
=

1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p

1 + qpL
1− qpL

=
1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p
(1 + 2qpL) +

∞∑
n=2

∞∑
p=1

1

p
qnpL . (5.3)

Somewhat counter-intuitively, the left moving modes produce dependence on the right-moving temperature, and vice

versa. Removing the contribution from the right moving edge modes

∞∑
p=1

1

p

(
1

2
+ qpL

)
(5.4)

yields the total right-moving contribution

logZright = −
∞∑

n=2

log(1− qnL) = log

∞∏
n=2

1

1− qnL
. (5.5)

Taking the small TL limit as in (3.10) produces the 3
2 log T .

Since we know which modes account for the scaling, we can look for a shortcut in the product representation. The

naive product form of the DHS formula using the undamped right moving modes is

(Zright)
2 =

∏
k,l∈Z

1

2π|k|T − ilΩH − il
=
∏
k,l∈Z

1

2π|k| 2TLTR

TL+TR
− 2ilTR

TL+TR

. (5.6)
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According to (4.27) we are actually supposed to exclude k = 0,±1 from this product since those modes do not continue

to regular solutions in Euclidean signature, so the correct formula is

Zright =
∏
k>1

∏
l∈Z

1

2πk 2TLTR

TL+TR
− 2ilTR

TL+TR

. (5.7)

In general, infinite constants of the form
∏

l∈Z
1
A where A is independent of l, can be absorbed into field redefini-

tions/local counterterms. For instance in ζ-function regularization

log
∏
l∈Z

1

A
= −2ζR(0) logA− logA = 0 . (5.8)

Here ζR(z) is the Riemann zeta function and ζR(0) = − 1
2 . With this in mind, we have

Zright =
∏
k>1

∏
l∈Z

1

2πkTL − il
. (5.9)

Note that there is only dependence on TL, as expected. Had we chosen the left-moving QNM, an overall factor of TL

would have instead factored out and the product would only depend on TR. As a check of this formula, note that

logZright = −
∑

k>1,l∈Z
log(2πkTL − il) =

∑
k>1,l∈Z

ˆ
dt

t
e−(2πkTL−il)t =

∞∑
p=1

∞∑
k=2

1

p
e−(2π)2TLkp = −

∞∑
k=2

log(1− qkL) (5.10)

which is (5.5). The low-T limit of this product therefore exhibits T 3/2 scaling. To see this explicitly we separate off

the l = 0 term so that the product becomes

Zright =

[∏
k>1

1

2πkTL

][∏
k>1

∏
l>0

1

l2 + (2πkTL)2

]
. (5.11)

The first factor is the familiar nearly-zero mode determinant from the throat calculation (2.20). One can explicitly

check that the second factor does not introduce any overall factors of T . Heuristically this can be seen by taking the

small-T limits of the denominators in the second factor, which are nonsingular in the limit since l > 0 (this argument

is rigorous when we regulate the products).

It will be interesting to try to find the factor (5.9) in the Kerr DHS product. It is not immediately clear that the

analyticity assumptions that go into the derivation of the DHS formula (4.2) will hold for asymptotically flat black

holes. For instance, it is known that the analytic structure of the Fourier-domain retarded Green’s functions for Kerr

and Reissner-Nordstrom contain branch cuts along with the usual quasinormal poles. This reflects a physical effect:

the time-domain response functions contain power-law tails (the Price tails [54, 55]) as well as exponentially damped

contributions, reflecting the continual scattering of waves off of the long-range Coulombic potential of the black hole.4

Since this additional effect has more to do with the far region than the black hole itself, we are optimistic that it can

be isolated and dealt with so that some form of the DHS argument still applies. In the next section we will provide

a new derivation of the DHS formula which we believe can be adapted to the asymptotically flat case. Performing

the analogous calculation in Kerr should should clarify any important differences with the asymptotically AdS case

where the formula is known to hold.

Assuming for the moment that the Kerr path integral can be accurately represented by a product of the form (4.2),

we expect to encounter terms like

4It is likely that superradiant effects and the lack of a true Hartle-Hawking state [56] will also complicate the analysis.
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Z2
PI ⊃

∏
k

∏
n

∏
ℓ,m

1

ω|k|,m + iznℓm
=
∏
k

∏
n

∏
ℓ,m

1

2π|k|T − imΩH + iznℓm
. (5.12)

Here n is the overtone number, ℓ is related to the separation constant in the polar direction and m is the azimuthal

number. To encounter power law dependence in T in such an expression, we seem to need two things:

1. For a finite (or a non-locally infinite) number of (n, ℓ,m),

−imΩH + iznℓm = 0 . (5.13)

This likely only occurs for massless fields and allows to pull out a product of Ω = 0 Matsubara frequencies.

2. k does not range over all integers. The exclusion of QNMs with bad Euclidean continuations analogous to (4.16)

will likely play a role here.

If these conditions are met we might separate out a factor∏
k∈Z\σ

1

2π|k|T
(5.14)

(where σ is some finite set of integers) which connects directly with the throat calculation. Exploiting cancellations

with the ghost system will also likely simplify the analysis.

6. Eigenvalues and the BTZ spectral measure

For the reasons mentioned in the introduction, it is interesting to try to reproduce the result (2.22) using the full

black hole geometry in as many ways as possible. We have already seen how to reproduce this scaling using the QNM

spectrum of the black hole. In this section we reproduce the scaling using the eigenvalue definition of the determinant.

While the scaling (2.22) arises from a discrete set of nearly-zero modes in the not-NHEK throat, we find (perhaps

surprisingly) that the factor of T 3/2 can be obtained in BTZ using only the essential (continuous) spectrum of the

graviton kinetic operator. In general it is difficult to determine whether or not a differential operator on a noncompact

space of infinite volume has any normalizable eigenfunctions. In the process of discovering the zero modes of AdS2,

Camporesi and Higuchi [57] also proved that there is no point spectrum for the graviton in hyperbolic space Hn for

n > 2. Taking a discrete quotient can certainly introduce normalizable eigenfunctions, but [46] also claim that there

is no point spectrum for gravitons on Euclidean BTZ.

In the sections that follow we explicitly solve for the essential spectrum of the BTZ kinetic operators and derive the

corresponding spectral measure. The integral over these eigenvalues reproduces all known BTZ determinants without

contributions from any point spectrum. We begin the section with a quick introduction to the relevant techniques.

More details can be found in [57–60].

6.1. Continuous spectra, heat kernel, and the scattering phase

When calculating the determinant of a positive elliptic differential operator L (for example −∇2) on a compact

d-dimensional Euclidean manifold Md with a discrete spectrum Λn

Lϕn(x) = Λnϕn(x) , (6.1)

it is often convenient to introduce an auxiliary object called the heat kernelK(T, x, y) which solves the heat conduction

problem on R×Md:

(∂T + Lx)K(T, x, y) = 0 , K(0, x, y) = δ(d)(x− y) . (6.2)
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Since on a compact manifold the normalized eigenfunctions of L provide a representation of the delta function∑
n ϕn(x)ϕ

∗
n(y) = δ(d)(x− y), the heat kernel has a spectral representation

K(T, x, y) =
∑
n

ϕn(x)ϕ
∗
n(y)e

−ΛnT . (6.3)

Taking the trace of this equation

K(T ) ≡
ˆ
ddxddy K(T, x, y) δ(d)(x− y) =

∑
n

e−ΛnT (6.4)

and using the identity log Λ = −
´∞
0

ds
s e

−Λs (ignoring the divergent piece) one obtains an unregulated formal expres-

sion for the determinant of L:

log detL = −
ˆ ∞

0

dT

T
K(T ) . (6.5)

Since K(T ) = Tr e−LT one could equivalently write

K(T ) =

ˆ ∞

0

dΛ ρ(Λ) e−ΛT , ρ(Λ) =
∑
n

δ(Λ− Λn) . (6.6)

When the manifold Md is non-compact with infinite volume, the spectrum of L is typically continuous and the

definition of K(T ) itself requires IR-regulation. For noncompact Lie groups G and their symmetric quotients G/K

there is an unambiguous “unintegrated” heat trace that allows to give a formal definition to the determinant:

− log detL = “vol(G/K)”

ˆ ∞

0

dT

T
K(T, x0, x0) . (6.7)

In these cases there is typically a discrete degeneracy {k} for each eigenvalue and the coincident heat kernel

K(T, x0, x0) =

ˆ
dΛ
∑
{k}

ϕ∗Λ,{k}(x0)ϕΛ,{k}(x0)e
−ΛT (6.8)

is actually independent of its coordinate argument due to the symmetries of the problem. Taking the integral over

K(T, x0, x0) produces a factor of the regularized volume multiplied by an integral over the spectral measure

ρ(Λ) =
∑
{k}

ϕ∗Λ,{k}(x0)ϕΛ,{k}(x0) (6.9)

which can be evaluated at any point. This is one way to evaluate the determinant on H3, which simply renormalizes

the cosmological constant due to the volume factor in (6.7).

When there are not enough symmetries to fix the coordinate dependence of the heat kernel, there are different ways

to proceed. Rather than a discrete sum like (6.4), one expects to encounter an integral

log detL = −
ˆ ∞

0

dT

T

ˆ ∞

Λ0

dΛ ρ(Λ)e−ΛT . (6.10)

The spectral measure ρ(Λ) is a continuous generalization of (6.6) for eigenfunctions ϕΛ(x) which are delta-normalizable
ˆ
ddxϕ∗Λ(x)ϕΛ′(x) = δ(Λ− Λ′) . (6.11)

It is often easier to calculateK(T ) directly using the definition (6.2) rather than the integral (6.10). This is particularly

true for discrete quotients like Γ\M when the heat kernel on M is exactly solvable. Examples include thermal AdS3

and the BTZ black hole, which are both discrete quotients of hyperbolic space Γ\H3. When Γ is cyclic and generated

by γ the method of images produces a heat kernel on the quotient that automatically satisfies (6.2):

K(T, x, y)Γ\H3
=
∑
n

K(T, x, γny)H3
. (6.12)
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This quantity can then be integrated and regulated to produce the determinant (the dependence on (x, y) is typically

nontrivial). This is the way that the BTZ path integral has traditionally been calculated [41] and matched to CFT2

characters. Although this technique is powerful, it sidesteps the direct description of the spectrum of the differential

operator and makes it difficult to compare to the calculation performed in section 2. For that reason we would like to

determine ρ(Λ) explicitly and do the integral to reproduce the known results and compare to the throat calculation.

In particular, we would like to know how the T 3/2 scaling is encoded in the spectral measure ρ(Λ).

Another motivation to analyze the spectral measure is that generic manifolds including Kerr are not (quotients of)

homogeneous spaces, so the discussions above simply do not apply. Fortunately, there is an alternative mathematically

well-defined way to make sense of the spectral measure (see for instance [59]). For concreteness, we consider the

eigenvalue problem for the Laplacian on Euclidean black holes (including BTZ and Kerr) where the eigenvalue PDE

−∇2ΨΛ = ΛΨΛ (6.13)

can be separated. In this case, we can separate out a radial function RΛσ(r) (σ collectively denotes other labels such

as angular momentum) that obeys a 2nd-order ODE, which can be transformed into the normal form(
−∂2r + VΛσ(r)

)
R̄Λσ(r) = 0 , r0 ≤ r <∞ . (6.14)

The radial coordinate r is chosen so that the boundary is at r → ∞. We will see in the Euclidean BTZ example that

the eigenvalue is more naturally parametrized by a spectral parameter λ ∈ R, i.e. Λ = Λ(λ), in terms of which the

potential in (6.14) takes the form

VΛσ(r) ∼ −λ2 as r → ∞ . (6.15)

Because of this asymptotic form, the radial function R̄λσ(r) is a linear combination of plane waves at r → ∞

R̄λσ(r → ∞) ∼ C in
σ (λ) e−iλr + Cout

σ (λ) eiλr . (6.16)

Therefore, viewing (6.14) as a stationary scattering problem, we can think of an eigenfunction as a scattering wave-

function; the ratio of the incoming and outgoing coefficients defines a reflection coefficient, or scattering phase

θ(λ) =
1

2i
log

Cout(λ)

C in(λ)
. (6.17)

To define a spectral density, we first put an IR cutoff at r = K so that the spectrum becomes discrete, i.e. λ = λn

are now labeled by integers n = 1, 2, · · · . Solving for λn in the large-K limit, one can show that the density in λ takes

the form [48]

ρ(λ) =
1

∆λ
∼ K + θ′(λ)

π
+O(K−1) . (6.18)

The leading Weyl term K
π indicates that in the unregulated problem, there are infinitely many eigenvalues in any

interval within the spectrum in the continuum limit K → ∞. The subleading term with the scattering phase θ(λ)

depends on the exact form of the potential (6.14) and contains the non-trivial information about the spectrum. The

strategy is to choose some reference system (i.e. a stationary scattering problem (6.14) with a different potential),

and define a relative spectral density by taking the difference (so that we can safely send K → ∞)

µ(λ) ≡ lim
K→∞

(ρ(λ)− ρ0(λ)) =
θ′(λ)− θ′0(λ)

π
. (6.19)

This is sometimes known as the Krein-Friedel-Lloyd formula. It is worth noting that the scattering perspective for

Euclidean BTZ has been discussed in [61].5 However, as far as we know, the spectral measure has not been worked

5See for instance [62, 63] for generalizations to higher dimensions.
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out through the relation (6.19). We fill this gap in this section, and reproduce the results of [41, 53] using a continuous

integral without the inclusion of any discrete spectrum.

On compact manifolds the eigenvalue spectrum encodes a wealth of information about the underlying geometry.

When the spectrum is continuous, the information about the geometry must instead be encoded in the generalized

density of states µ(λ). Indeed, although µ(λ) is naively a function of a real argument, it can often be continued into

the complex plane where it exhibits poles related to resonant frequencies of the Wick-rotated operator. Deforming

the contour of integration off of the real axis and using the residue theorem then allows one to convert the continuous

integral over eigenvalues into a discrete sum over complex resonances, which turns out to be the DHS representation

of the logarithm of the determinant. This discrete sum can then be used to easily make contact with (2.20) as in

section 4.

The simplest nontrivial example that illustrates all of these ideas is the free scalar field on Euclidean BTZ, which

we treat in section 6.2. We use this example to illustrate the relationship between the spectral measure and the DHS

representation of the determinant in section 6.3, which includes a new proof of the DHS formula. Section 6.4 derives

the spin-s spectral measure, expresses it in terms of the scalar spectral measure, and explains how the bulk/edge split

encountered in section 4 arises in the eigenvalue computation.

6.2. Scalar field spectral measure

The spectral measure comes from solving the eigenvalue problem directly on the BTZ background. As before we

set the AdS length ℓ = 1. It is convenient to introduce the coordinate [52]

tanh2 ξ =
r2 − r2+
r2 − r2−

(6.20)

so that the Lorentzian metric (2.1) takes the simple form

ds2 = dξ2 − sinh2 ξ(r+dt− r−dφ)
2 + cosh2 ξ(r−dt− r+dφ)

2 , φ ∼ φ+ 2π . (6.21)

The conformal boundary is at ξ → ∞. Wick rotating t = −iτ and changing the coordinate z = tanh2 ξ, we look for

eigenfunctions −∇2Φλ = (1 + λ2)Φλ using the ansatz

Φklλ(τ, z, φ) = e−iωklτeilφRklλ(z) , ωkl =
2πk

β
− ilΩH , k, l ∈ Z . (6.22)

The spectrum of Matsubara frequencies arises from the identification (τ, φ) → (τ + β, φ− iβΩH) required for a smooth

Euclidean section.6 The radial eigenfunctions satisfy [52]

z(1− z)∂2zRklλ + (1− z)∂zRklλ(z) +

[
k2+
4z

−
k2−
4

+
1 + λ2

4(1− z)

]
Rklλ(z) = 0 , (6.23)

where we have defined

k+ =
iωklr+ − lr−
r2+ − r2−

, k− =
iωklr− − lr+
r2+ − r2−

. (6.24)

Note that due to the form of the Matsubara frequencies (6.22), along with 2πr+T = r2+ − r2− and ΩH = r−/r+, we

have k+ = ik. Making the ansatz Rklλ(z) = zα(1−z)βFklλ(z) turns (6.23) into a hypergeometric equation for Fklλ(z)

for any of the four combinations α = ±ik+/2 and β = 1
2 (1± iλ). Choosing α = −ik+/2 and β = 1

2 (1 + iλ) we find

z(1− z)∂2zF + (1− ik+ − z(2 + iλ− ik+)) ∂zF − 1

4

(
k2+ + (1 + iλ− ik+)

2
)
F = 0 , (6.25)

6In this section ΩH is purely imaginary so that the Euclidean metric and the coordinate identifications (τ, φ) → (τ + β, φ− iβΩH) are real.
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whose two solutions are

F+
klλ(z) = 2F1

(
1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(k+ + k−) ;

1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(k+ − k−) ; 1− ik+ ; z

)
(6.26)

and

F−
klλ(z) = zik+

2F1

(
1 + iλ

2
+
i

2
(k+ − k−) ;

1 + iλ

2
+
i

2
(k+ + k−) ; 1 + ik+ ; z

)
. (6.27)

In order to be a permissible generalized eigenfunction R±
klλ needs to be regular at the origin (z = 0), and this depends

on the sign of k. Since z−ik+/2 = zk/2, R+ is regular when k > 0 and R− is regular when k < 0. In terms of the

original variables

R+
klλ(ξ) = (tanh ξ)k(sechξ)1+iλ

2F1

(
1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(ik + k−);

1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(ik − k−); 1 + k; tanh2 ξ

)
. (6.28)

Meanwhile, when k < 0 the solution R−
kl(z) takes the form

R−
klλ(z) = (tanh ξ)|k|(sechξ)1+iλ

2F1

(
1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(i|k|+ k−);

1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(i|k| − k−); 1 + |k|; tanh2 ξ

)
, (6.29)

so that for any k we can write

Rklλ(z) = (tanh ξ)|k|(sechξ)1+iλ
2F1

(
1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(i|k|+ k−);

1 + iλ

2
− i

2
(i|k| − k−); 1 + |k|; tanh2 ξ

)
. (6.30)

In order to determine the spectral measure we need to determine the asymptotics of these solutions near the boundary

at z = 1. Using the connection formula

2F1(a, b; c; z) =
Γ(c)Γ(c− a− b)

Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
2F1 (a, b; a+ b− c+ 1; 1− z)

+
Γ(c)Γ(a+ b− c)

Γ(a)Γ(b)
(1− z)c−a−b

2F1 (c− a, c− b; c− a− b+ 1; 1− z) (6.31)

as well as tanh ξ → 1, sech ξ → 2 e−ξ we have that7

Rklλ ∼ Ckl(λ) e
−ξe−iλξ + Ckl(−λ) e−ξeiλξ . (6.32)

It is clear that λ ∈ R if the eigenfunction is to be delta function normalizable. Moreover, we see that sending λ→ −λ
yields the same solution. The ingoing coefficient takes the factorized form

Ckl(λ) = CBTZ
kl (λ)CRin

kl (λ) , (6.33)

CBTZ
kl (λ) =

Γ(1 + |k|)
Γ
(
1−iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k| − k−)
)
Γ
(
1−iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k|+ k−)
) , CRin

kl (λ) = 21+iλΓ(−iλ) . (6.34)

We have separated out a (k, l)-independent factor CRin
kl (λ) that only depends on the asymptotics of the Euclidean

BTZ space [58], and which can be thought of as the ingoing coefficient for the wave equation on Rindler space [48] at

inverse temperature 2π. As explained in the beginning of this section, we can define a renormalized spectral density

through (6.19) with an appropriate reference subtraction. It turns out that the correct renormalized density of states

is given by subtracting off the Rindler-like contribution

µkl(λ) =
1

2πi
∂λ log

Ckl(−λ)
Ckl(λ)

− 1

2πi
∂λ log

CRin
kl (−λ)
CRin

kl (λ)
=

1

2πi
∂λ log

CBTZ
kl (−λ)
CBTZ

kl (λ)

=
1

2πi
∂λ log

Γ
(
1−iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k| − k−)
)
Γ
(
1−iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k|+ k−)
)

Γ
(
1+iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k| − k−)
)
Γ
(
1+iλ
2 − i

2 (i|k|+ k−)
) . (6.35)

7To compare with section 6.1 more directly, one can rescale Rklλ = csch
1
2 (2ξ)R̄klλ so that R̄klλ obeys an ODE in the normal form (6.14).
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Using the series formula for the digamma function

ψ(x) ≡ Γ′(x)

Γ(x)
= −γ +

∞∑
n=0

(
1

n+ 1
− 1

n+ x

)
(6.36)

and performing another subtraction of the infinite but (k, l)-independent sum and γ term we find

µkl(λ) =
1

2πi

∞∑
n=0

(
1

λ− i(2n+ 1 + |k|+ ik−)
− 1

λ+ i(2n+ 1 + |k|+ ik−)

)

+
1

2πi

∞∑
n=0

(
1

λ− i(2n+ 1 + |k| − ik−)
− 1

λ+ i(2n+ 1 + |k| − ik−)

)

≡ 1

2πi

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

(
1

λ+ λ±nkl
− 1

λ− λ±nkl

)
, (6.37)

where we have defined

λ±nkl = −i(2n+ 1 + |k| ± ik−) . (6.38)

The poles in this expression correspond to the resonant frequencies of Euclidean rotating BTZ. Defining

z+nl = −l − 2πiTR(2n+ 1) , z−nl = l − 2πiTL(2n+ 1) , (6.39)

as in (4.5) and using

k− = ik
r−
r+

− l

r+
,

1

T
=

r+
2πTLTR

,
1

r+
=

1± ΩH

2πTR/L
, (6.40)

we have

iλ±nkl = 2n+ 1 + |k| ± i

(
ik
r−
r+

− l

r+

)
= 2n+ 1 + |k| ∓ k

r−
r+

∓ i
l

r+
. (6.41)

When k is positive, we can write

iλ±nkl = 2n+ 1 +
2πkT

2πTR/L
− ilΩH ± il

2πTR/L
=
ωkl + iz±n,l
2πTR/L

for k > 0 . (6.42)

Similarly, when k is negative we have

iλ±nkl = 2n+ 1− 2πkT

2πTL/R
− −ilΩH ± il

2πTL/R
=
ω−k,−l + iz∓n,−l

2πTL/R
for k < 0 . (6.43)

So in summary

iλ±nkl =
ωkl + iz±n,l
2πTR/L

for k > 0 , iλ±nkl =
ω−k,−l + iz∓n,−l

2πTL/R
for k < 0 . (6.44)

In order to determine the spectral density at an eigenvalue λ we sum over the generalized degeneracies µkl(λ)

µ(λ) =
∑
k,l∈Z

µkl(λ) . (6.45)

Since the imaginary parts of the λ±nkl are negative we can write

µ(λ) =
1

2πi

∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

(
1

λ+ λ±nkl
− 1

λ− λ±nlk

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2π

(
e−iλt + eiλt

) ∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

e−iλ±
nklt . (6.46)
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Performing the sum over n and using Poisson summation
∑

l∈Z e
±i2πlτ =

∑
p∈Z δ (τ − p) we find

∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

e−iλ±
nklt =

e−t

1− e−2t

∑
±

∑
k,l∈Z

e
−
(
|k|∓k

r−
r+

∓i l
r+

)
t

=
1

2 sinh t

∑
l∈Z

e
i l
r+

t
∑
k∈Z

(
e
−
(
|k|−k

r−
r+

)
t
+ e

−
(
|k|+k

r−
r+

)
t
)

=
2πr+

2 sinh 2πr+p

∑
p

δ(t− 2πr+p)
∑
k∈Z

(
e−|k|(1−ΩH)t + e−|k|(1+ΩH)t

)
. (6.47)

In the last step we exchanged the k < 0 terms in the two factors. Performing the geometric sums gives

∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

e−iλ±
nklt =

∑
p

δ(t− 2πr+p)
2πr+

2 sinh 2πpr+

[
1 + e−(2π)2TLp

1− e−(2π)2TLp
+

1 + e−(2π)2TRp

1− e−(2π)2TRp

]
(6.48)

on the support of the delta function. Integrating and discarding the infinite p = 0 term gives the spectral measure

µ(λ) =

∞∑
p=1

r+

sinhπp 2π
βL

sinhπp 2π
βR

cos 2πpr+λ . (6.49)

Now we turn to the heat kernel

K(T ) ≡ Tr e−(−∇2)T =
1

2

ˆ
R
dλµ(λ) e−(1+λ2)T , (6.50)

where we insert the factor 1
2 since Φλ = Φ−λ. We compute the integral using

1

2

ˆ ∞

−∞
cos(2πpλτ2) e

−(1+λ2)T dλ =
1

2

√
π

T
e−T−(πpτ2)

2/T . (6.51)

Recalling that for BTZ the modular parameters are

τ =
2πi

βL
, τ̄ = −2πi

βR
, τ2 = r+ , (6.52)

one finds the result commonly obtained using the method of images [41]

K(T ) =
√
π
∑
p=1

τ2
| sin pπτ |2

e−T−(πpτ2)
2/T

2
√
T

. (6.53)

Using the integral

√
π

ˆ ∞

0

dT

T

e−T−(πpτ2)
2/T

√
T

=
1

pτ2
e−2πpτ2 (6.54)

we then reproduce (4.9) with ∆ = 2

logZ =
1

4

∞∑
n=1

1

n
e−2πnτ2

1

| sinnπτ |2
=

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(qLqR)
n

(1− qnL)(1− qnR)
. (6.55)

6.3. DHS formula from the spectral measure

Now we would like to use the spectral representation of the determinant to re-derive the DHS formula. The path

integral for a scalar with mass m2 = ∆(∆− 2) has the heat kernel representation

logZPI =

ˆ ∞

0

dT

2T
e−m2TK(T ) , e−m2TK(T ) =

1

2

ˆ ∞

−∞
dλµ(λ) e−(λ

2+(∆−1)2)T . (6.56)
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Instead of substituting (6.53) and computing the T -integral, we use the representation (6.46) for the spectral measure.

One can first compute the λ- and T -integrals, leading to

logZPI =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t
e−(∆−1)t

∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

e−iλ±
nklt

=

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

∑
k,l∈Z

∞∑
n=0

(
e(−iλ+

nkl−∆+1)t + e(−iλ−
nkl−∆+1)t

)
. (6.57)

With (6.44) we can compute

−iλ±nkl −∆+ 1 =
−ωkl − iz±n,l − (∆− 1)2πTR/L

2πTR/L
= −

ωkl + iω
R/L
n,l

2πTR/L
for k > 0 ,

−iλ±nkl −∆+ 1 =
−ω−k,−l − iz∓n,−l − (∆− 1)2πTL/R

2πTL/R
= −

ω−k,−l + iω
L/R
n,−l

2πTL/R
for k < 0 , (6.58)

where we recall the Lorentzian QNM frequencies (4.5). Substituting these back in (6.57) and rescaling away the

denominators in (6.58) by taking t→ 2πTL/Rt, we have

logZPI =

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

∑
l∈Z

∞∑
n=0

∑
k≥0

(
e−(ωkl+iωR

n,l)t + e−(ωkl+iωL
n,l)t

)
+
∑
k<0

(
e−(ω−k,−l+iωL

n,−l)t + e−(ω−k,−l+iωR
n,−l)t

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2t

∑
l∈Z

∞∑
n=0

∑
k∈Z

(
e−(ω|k|l+iωR

n,l)t + e−(ω|k|l+iωL
n,l)t

)
, (6.59)

which is exactly the DHS form (4.2) of the scalar partition function. Now, we see that each factor in the DHS formula

(4.2) corresponds to a resonance pole in the spectral measure (6.37).

6.4. Spin-s spectral measure and determinant

A massive spin-s field is described by the Lorentzian Fierz-Pauli system(
−∇2 +m2 − s− 1

)
ϕµ1···µs

= 0 , ∇µϕµµ2···µs
= 0 , ϕλλµ3

···λµs
= 0 . (6.60)

Here the physical mass M and dual dimension are given by

s(s− 3) +M2 = s(s− 3) +m2 − (s− 1)2 = ∆(∆− 2)− s . (6.61)

The massless case M = 0 corresponds to ∆ = s. The Fierz-Pauli field has two independent polarizations, which can

alternatively be captured in terms of a pair of first-order equations

ϵ αβ
µ1

∇αϕβµ2···µs
=∓mϕµ1µ2···µs

, m > 0 . (6.62)

One can show that solutions to (6.62) are solutions to (6.60). The solutions to the two equations form the complete

set of solutions to (6.60) as shown in [46].

As in section 6.2 we can convert the Lorentzian wave equation to the Euclidean eigenvalue problem by Wick rotating

and sending m→ iλ

−∇2ϕµ1···µs
=
(
λ2 + 1 + s

)
ϕµ1···µs

, ∇νϕνµ2···µs
= 0 , ϕννµ3···µs

= 0 . (6.63)

Similar to the Lorentzian case, this can be formulated in terms of a first order equation

ϵ αβ
µ1

∇αϕβµ2···µs =− iλ ϕµ1µ2···µs . (6.64)
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Note that we do not have the (±)-branches as in the Lorentzian case (6.62), because as we will see, we will take

λ ∈ R. The solution to (6.64) with λ > 0 together with the solution to (6.64) with λ′ = −λ < 0 give rise to the

two independent solutions to (6.63) at a fixed λ2. The Lorentzian problem was solved in [39] in order to derive the

higher-spin QNMs, and we can adapt these results to derive the spectral measure for the massless higher spin fields.

The system (6.60) couples the different components of the field, but [39] found linear combinations

ϕ[p] = e−iωklt+ilφR[p](ξ) , ωkl =
2πk

β
− ilΩH , k, l ∈ Z p = 0, 1, · · · , s (6.65)

that diagonalize the kinetic term. Using this ansatz the differential equation for the radial functions becomes

z(1− z)∂2zR[p] + (1− z)∂zR[p](z) +

[
k2+
4z

−
k2−
4

+
1− (2p− s+ iλ)2

4(1− z)

]
R[p](z) = 0 , (6.66)

which is of the form (6.23) for a shifted iλ → iλ + 2p − s. We can therefore use the results of section 6.2 to write

down the wavefunctions R[p]

R[p](ξ) = N[p](tanh ξ)
|k|(sechξ)1+iλ+2p−s

2F1

(
1 + iλ+ 2p− s

2
− i

2
(i|k|+ k−);

1 + iλ+ 2p− s

2
− i

2
(i|k| − k−); 1 + |k|; tanh2 ξ

)
(6.67)

The relative normalization factor N[p] is fixed by imposing the first order equation (6.64) to be

N[p](λ) = (−1)p
p−1∏
j=0

2j − s+ 1 + iλ+ (|k| − ik−)

2j − s+ 1 + iλ− (|k|+ ik−)
. (6.68)

Using the connection formula (6.31) we find that near the boundary8

R[p] ∼ N[p](λ)C
in
kl[p](λ)e

ξ(s−1−2p)e−iλξ +N[p](λ)C
out
kl[p](λ)e

ξ(2p−s−1)eiλξ , (6.69)

where

C in
kl[p](λ) = Ckl(λ− i(2p− s)) , Cout

kl[p](λ) = Ckl(−λ+ i(2p− s)) , (6.70)

with Ckl given by (6.33). In order to define the scattering phase, we have to look for the components that dominate

the incoming and outgoing waves. Comparing the exponential growth of the two terms in (6.69) one sees that the

incoming wave is dominated by the p = 0 component while the outgoing wave is dominated by the p = s component.

Discarding the universal terms which do not contribute to the scattering phase and the Rindler-like contributions,

one obtains

µs
kl(λ) =

1

2πi
∂λ log

N[s](λ)C
BTZ
kl (−λ+ is)

CBTZ
kl (λ+ is)

. (6.71)

Note that this expression is not invariant under λ → −λ, which is a symmetry of the Euclidean Fierz-Pauli system

(6.63). This is because the first-order formulation (6.64) does not respect this Z2-symmetry. However, recall that

in order for the solutions to (6.64) to form a complete set of solutions to (6.63), we need to take λ ∈ R. Therefore,

while it is not manifest, we do have the λ → −λ symmetry in the full space of solutions. When integrating against

Z2-invariant functions of the form f(λ2) over λ ∈ R (as we do when computing the heat kernel), we can write

ˆ ∞

−∞
dλµs

kl(λ)f(λ
2) =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dλ

µs
kl(λ) + µs

kl(−λ)
2

f(λ2) . (6.72)

8The wavefunctions grow exponentially near the boundary but are still delta function normalizable because the norm involves inverse powers

of the metric for spinning fields.
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Since

N[s](λ)

N[s](−λ)
=

CBTZ
kl (λ+ is)

CBTZ
kl (−λ+ is)

CBTZ
kl (−λ− is)

CBTZ
kl (λ− is)

Bkl(λ) , Bkl(λ) =
cosπ (|k|+ ik−) + cosπ(s+ iλ)

cosπ (|k|+ ik−) + cosπ(s− iλ)
, (6.73)

we can then write down the manifestly Z2-invariant spectral measure

µs
kl(λ) + µs

kl(−λ)
2

=
1

4πi
∂λ log

[
CBTZ

kl (−λ− is)

CBTZ
kl (λ+ is)

CBTZ
kl (−λ+ is)

CBTZ
kl (λ− is)

Bkl(λ)

]
=
µkl(λ+ is) + µkl(λ− is)

2
, (6.74)

where we have used ∂λ logBkl = 0 and µkl(λ) is the scalar spectral density (6.37). Now we turn to the heat kernel

K(T ) ≡ Tr e−(−∇2
s)T =

ˆ
R
dλ

µ(λ+ is) + µ(λ− is)

2
e−(λ2+s+1)T . (6.75)

Naively, one might compute the quantity
ˆ
dλµ(λ± is) e−(λ2+s+1)T (6.76)

using the scalar spectral measure (6.49), together with the integral

ˆ ∞

−∞
cos(2πp[λ± is]τ2)e

−(λ2+s+1)T dλ =

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T cosh (2πpsτ2) . (6.77)

This results in a “bulk heat kernel”

K(T )bulk = τ2

∞∑
p=1

coshπps
(

2π
βL

+ 2π
βR

)
sinhπp 2π

βL
sinhπp 2π

βR

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T , (6.78)

which differs from the heat kernel obtained in [53]. Nonetheless, let us use this naive heat kernel to compute the

massive spin-s determinant (4.12), i.e.

logZs,∆
PI

∣∣∣
naive

=

ˆ ∞

0

dT

2T
e−(∆(∆−2)−s)TK(T )bulk . (6.79)

Computing the T -integral using

√
π

ˆ ∞

0

dT

T

e−(∆−1)2T−(πpτ2)
2/T

√
T

=
e−2πpτ2(∆−1)

pτ2
(6.80)

one would find

logZs,∆
PI

∣∣∣
naive

=
1

2

∞∑
p=1

1

p

e−2πpτ2(∆−1)

| sin pπτ |2
cosh (2πpsτ2) =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

(qLqR)
p(∆−1)/2

(q
p/2
L − q

−p/2
L )(q

p/2
R − q

−p/2
R )

(
(qLqR)

ps/2 + (qLqR)
−ps/2

)
(6.81)

which is the bulk partition function (4.15) derived from the naive DHS formula without the edge subtractions; in

other words, we have Zs,∆
PI

∣∣∣
naive

= Zbulk. This justifies calling (6.78) a “bulk heat kernel.”

To understand what went wrong, we have to treat more carefully the spectral density. The representation of (6.74)

µs(λ) =
1

4πi

∑
k,l∈Z

∑
±

∞∑
n=0

(
1

λ+ is+ λ±nkl
− 1

λ+ is− λ±nlk
+

1

λ− is+ λ±nkl
− 1

λ− is− λ±nlk

)
(6.82)

continues to hold, but the representation (6.49) has to be altered. In particular, when ℑa < 0, we have

1

i

(
1

λ+ a
− 1

λ− a

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dt
(
e−i(λ+a)t + ei(λ−a)t

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dt
(
eiλt + e−iλt

)
e−iat . (6.83)
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When ℑa > 0, we have instead

1

i

(
1

λ+ a
− 1

λ− a

)
=− 1

i

(
1

−λ− a
− 1

−λ+ a

)
=−

ˆ ∞

0

dt
(
e−i(−λ−a)t + ei(−λ+a)t

)
=−

ˆ ∞

0

dt
(
eiλt + e−iλt

)
eiat . (6.84)

(6.84) differs from (6.83) by a sign flip a→ −a together with an overall minus sign. More explicitly, when ℑa > 0,

1

i

(
1

λ+ a
− 1

λ− a

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dt
(
eiλt + e−iλt

)e−iat︸ ︷︷ ︸
naive

+
(
−e−iat − eiat

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
correction

 . (6.85)

In order to find the correct version of the representation (6.49), we need to compute the correction term in (6.85) for

each pole whose imaginary part changes sign, and then add it to the naive formula (6.49).

The terms which need to be corrected are the first and last term in (6.82) that have

ℑ
(
λ±nkl + is

)
= s− (1 + 2n+ |k|) ≥ 0 , (6.86)

or equivalently

n ≤ s− 1− |k|
2

. (6.87)

In deriving this formula it is important to recall that TL and TR are complex conjugates, so that

Re

(
T

TL/R

)
=

1

2

(
T

TL
+

T

TR

)
= T · βL + βR

2
= 1 . (6.88)

Similarly the real parts of the λ±nkl are given by

ℜλ±nkl = ±k(iΩ)∓ l

r+
. (6.89)

When (6.87) is a strict inequality <, we can write down the correction terms using (6.85). When the equality holds,

i.e. λ±nkl + is is real, we would have λ+nkl + is = −(λ−nkl + is), and therefore the would-be poles cancel out(
1

λ+ is+ λ+nkl
− 1

λ− is− λ+nkl

)
+

(
1

λ+ is+ λ−nkl
− 1

λ− is− λ−nkl

)
=

(
1

λ+ is+ λ+nkl
− 1

λ− is− λ−nkl

)
+

(
1

λ+ is+ λ−nkl
− 1

λ− is− λ+nkl

)
=0 . (6.90)

In this case the second correction term in (6.85) is not needed, so

µedge(λ) =
1

2

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2π

(
e−iλt + eiλt

)∑
l∈Z

∑
±

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

⌊ s−1−|k|
2 ⌋∑

n=0

(
e−i[λ±

nkl+is]t + ei[λ
±
nkl+is]t(1− δ

n,
s−1−|k|

2
)
)
. (6.91)



27

Since ℜλ+nkl = −ℜλ−nkl and ℑλ+nkl = ℑλ−nkl we have

∑
l∈Z

∑
±

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

⌊ s−1−|k|
2 ⌋∑

n=0

(
e−i[λ±

nkl+is]t + ei[λ
±
nkl+is]t(1− δ

n,
s−1−|k|

2
)
)

=
∑
l∈Z

∑
±

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

⌊ s−1−|k|
2 ⌋∑

n=0

(
e−i[λ±

nkl+is]t + ei[λ
∓
nkl+is]t(1− δ

n,
s−1−|k|

2
)
)

=
∑
l∈Z

∑
±

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

⌊ s−1−|k|
2 ⌋∑

n=0

e−iℜλ±
nklt

(
eℑ[λ±

nkl+is]t + e−ℑ[λ±
nkl+is]t(1− δ

n,
s−1−|k|

2
)
)
. (6.92)

Noting also that ℜλ±nkl is independent of n, we can use the identity

L−1∑
n=0

qL−2n−1 =

⌊L−1
2 ⌋∑

n=0

(
qL−2n−1 + q1+2n−L(1− δn,L−1

2
)
)

(6.93)

to write

µedge(λ) =
1

2

ˆ ∞

0

dt

2π

(
e−iλt + eiλt

)
est

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

∑
±

s−1−|k|∑
n=0

∑
l∈Z

e−iλ±
nklt . (6.94)

Now

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

∑
±

s−1−|k|∑
n=0

∑
l∈Z

e−iλ±
nklt = 2πr+

∑
p∈Z

δ(t− 2πr+p)

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

s−1−|k|∑
n=0

e−(2n+1)t

(e−(|k|−kΩH)t + e−(|k|+kΩH)t
)

= 2πr+
∑
p∈Z

δ(t− 2πr+p)

s−1∑
k=−(s−1)

(
e−|k|(1−ΩH)t + e−|k|(1+ΩH)t

) s−1−|k|∑
n=0

e−(2n+1)t , (6.95)

where in the second line we swapped the terms with k < 0. Performing the sums and doing the t integral we get

µedge(λ) = 2r+

∞∑
p=1

cos(2πpr+λ)
(1− q−ps

L )(1− q−ps
R )

(1− q−p
L )(1− q−p

R )
(qLqR)

p s−1
2 . (6.96)

Let us now include the correction to the heat kernel (6.75). Again making use of the integral (6.51),

ˆ ∞

−∞
cos(2πpλτ2)e

−(λ2+s+1)T dλ =

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T (6.97)

we find an “edge heat kernel”

K(T )edge = 2τ2

∞∑
p=1

(1− q−ps
L )(1− q−ps

R )

(1− q−p
L )(1− q−p

R )
(qLqR)

p s−1
2

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T

= 2τ2

∞∑
p=1

sinhπps 2π
βL

sinhπp 2π
βL

sinhπps 2π
βR

sinhπp 2π
βR

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T . (6.98)

It is then straightforward to compute the full heat kernel,

K(T ) = K(T )bulk −K(T )edge = τ2

∞∑
p=1

coshπps
(

2π
βL

− 2π
βR

)
sinhπp 2π

βL
sinhπp 2π

βR

√
π

T
e−(s+1)T−(πpτ2)

2/T , (6.99)
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agreeing precisely with the result obtained in [53] by the method of images. Integrating (6.99) produces the full

massive spin-s partition function (4.19). One can also directly compute the edge partition function using the edge

heat kernel

logZedge =

ˆ ∞

0

dT

2T
e−(∆(∆−2)−s)TK(T )edge . (6.100)

Using

√
π

ˆ ∞

0

dT

2T

e−(∆−1)2T−(πpτ2)
2/T

√
T

=
e−2πpτ2(∆−1)

2pτ2
(6.101)

we have

logZedge =
∑
p=1

1

p

(1− q−ps
L )(1− q−ps

R )

(1− q−p
L )(1− q−p

R )
(qLqR)

p(s−1)/2(qLqR)
p(∆−1)/2 , (6.102)

which is (4.17). Subtracting (6.102) from (6.81) yields the correct massless higher spin determinant when ∆ = s.

7. Conclusion and implications for Kerr

The low temperature scaling of the black hole partition function ZBH ∼ T 3/2eS0 resolves several old puzzles

about cold black holes, but the source of the effect is quite subtle. The existing derivations, which only make

use of fluctuations in the near-horizon region, obtain the effect from path integrals over pure diffeomorphisms with

noncompact support in the infinite throat. Black holes at finite temperature have finite throats, and the completion

of these throat diffeomorphisms in the full black hole geometry is not currently known.

In this work we took a step towards proving the T 3/2 scaling in a way that does not involve a near-horizon

calculation. Using the DHS representation of the BTZ one-loop path integral, we identified the particular branch

of QNMs that are responsible for the T 3/2 behavior and isolated the relevant characteristics of the spectrum which

might produce the same result in Kerr. As a byproduct of our analysis, we obtained new formulas for the spectral

measure for fields of any mass and integer spin in Euclidean BTZ. These explicit formulas allowed us to prove the

DHS formula (without assumptions) and to rederive the BTZ heat kernel using an integral over eigenvalues rather

than the method of images. We believe that this approach will be useful for studying the effect in more realistic black

holes, since it makes clear when the DHS assumptions might fail and provides the relevant corrections.

The spectral density calculations highlight another reason that the DHS approach seems likely to make contact with

the near-horizon analyses. Although the factor of T 3/2 arises from discrete zero modes in AdS2/NHEK, most of the

spectrum in these geometries is actually continuous (and contributes known logarithmic corrections to the extremal

entropy [19]). Indeed, it is somewhat atypical to have so many discrete eigenvalues on a noncompact infinite-volume

geometry. An exception obviously occurs for spinning fields in AdS2, as noted in [57]. However, these authors also

showed that there are no graviton discrete modes in hyperbolic space Hn for n > 2, and the authors of [46] make

a similar claim for gravitons on Euclidean BTZ. The fact that we are able to reproduce the heat kernel (and T 3/2)

using an integral over eigenvalues with no contribution from a point spectrum seems to support this claim. It would

be very interesting to investigate the analogous questions for higher dimensional black holes. In other words, does

T 3/2 always come from the essential spectrum when the full black hole geometry is used?

At least for the BTZ black hole, the mechanism producing T 3/2 in the full geometry seems to be quite different

from the mechanism in the throat calculation. We effectively replace the discrete product of eigenvalues in the throat

by a discrete product of QNMs in BTZ. In other words, resonances replace eigenfunctions, which is often the case

for many questions on infinite-volume manifolds [58, 60]. Even when the spectrum of −∇2 on eigenfunctions is

continuous, the spectrum of resonances is typically discrete. The next obvious step is to repeat the analysis for Kerr

and Reissner-Nordstrom, attempting to leverage the analytic results on the QNM spectrum in the near-extremal limit

[24–35].
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A. Log corrections from massless higher spin fields

The reduced-determinant analog of (4.20) for massless spin-s fields was derived in [64] and takes the form

ZPI =

(
det
(
−∇2

s−1 + s2 − s
)

det (−∇2
s − 3s+ s2)

)1/2

. (A.1)

As usual, this formula assumes a specific analytic continuation of the contour in field space that corrects the sign of

the kinetic terms for certain components of the higher spin field. (A.1) can be computed by considering limits of the

massive spin-s results in section 4.2:

s− 1 : ∆ → s+ 1 , s : ∆ → s . (A.2)

According to formula (4.19), after removing the edge-mode contribution the two determinants take the form

−1

2
log det

(
−∇2

s − 3s+ s2
)
= −

∞∑
nL,nR=0

log
(
1− qs+nL

L qnR

R

) (
1− qnL

L qs+nR

R

)
, (A.3)

−1

2
log det

(
−∇2

s−1 + s2 − s
)
= −

∞∑
nL,nR=0

log
(
1− qs+nL

L q1+nR

R

) (
1− q1+nL

L qs+nR

R

)
. (A.4)

Combining the two terms, we obtain

logZPI =

∞∑
p=1

1

p

qpsL (1− qpR) + qpsR (1− qpL)

(1− qpL)(1− qpR)
. (A.5)

Expanding out and simplifying one finds

logZPI =

∞∑
nL,nR=0

∞∑
p=1

1

p
(qpsL (1− qpR) + qpsR (1− qpL))q

pnL

L qpnR

R

=

∞∑
nL,nR=0

∞∑
p=1

1

p
(q

p(s+nL)
L qpnR

R − q
p(s+nL)
L q

p(nR+1)
R + q

p(s+nR)
R qpnL

L − q
p(s+nR)
R q

p(nL+1)
L )

=

∞∑
p=1

1

p

( ∞∑
nL=s,nR=0

qpnL

L qpnR

R −
∞∑

nL=s,nR=1

qpnL

L qpnR

R +

∞∑
nL=0,nR=s

qpnR

R qpnL

L −
∞∑

nL=1,nR=s

qpnR

R qpnL

L

)

=

∞∑
p=1

1

p

( ∞∑
nL=s

qpnL

L +

∞∑
nR=s

qpnR

R

)
. (A.6)

Using − log(1− x) =
∑∞

p=1
xp

p we get

logZPI = −
∞∑

nL=s

log(1− qnL

L )−
∞∑

nR=s

log(1− qnR

R ) (A.7)

and hence

ZPI =

∞∏
nL,nR=s

1

(1− qnL

L )

1

(1− qnR

R )
. (A.8)
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Taking the low-T limit as in (3.10) we have, using zeta function regularization,

ZPI ∝ T s− 1
2 . (A.9)

Models with families of higher spin fields will receive multiple such contributions. For instance, for higher-spin gravity

with SL(n) × SL(n) as the higher-spin group, which has massless fields of spin s = 2, 3 · · · , n, the coefficient of log

T will be (n2 − 1)/2, which is the dimension of the higher spin group divided by 4 [65]. Models with higher spins

producing factors like (A.9) have also recently been considered in nearly-AdS2 throat calculations [66, 67].
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