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Abstract

When two point particles, coupled to three dimensionaligyavith a negative cosmo-
logical constant, approach each other with a sufficientiydaenter of mass energy, then a
BTZ black hole is created. An explicit solution to the Einstequations is presented, de-
scribing the collapse of two massless particles into a mbating black hole. Some general
arguments imply that massive particles can be used as wellihe creation of a rotating
black hole is also possible.

Outline

The three dimensional black hole of Banados, TeitelboimzZamklli [ﬂ,@] has turned out to be
a useful toy model to study various aspects of black hole tyumamphysics and thermodynam-
ics. It is a solution to the vacuum Einstein equations witlegative cosmological constant. In
its maximally extended version, its global structure isp@milar to the maximally extended
Schwarzschild black hole, or wormhole solution to Einstgiavity in four dimensions. Space-
time splits into four regions, the interiors of a black hotea white hole, and two causally
disconnected external regions. They are asymptoticaliyrfidne Schwarzschild case, whereas
for the BTZ black hole they are anti-de-Sitter spaces.

For the Schwarzschild black hole it is well know that it candoeated by, for example, a
star collapse. What is necessary for such a collapse is g#fieiently large amount of matter
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is concentrated inside a small region of space. If the blaté is created in this way, then only
two of the four regions of spacetime exist: one exteriorargivhich is asymptotically flat and

contains the initial matter configuration, and the intenbthe black hole, which is separated
from the exterior by a future horizon. There is no white haid ao second asymptotically flat
region. In this sense, the star collapse is more realistin the wormhole solution, because it
can evolve from a singularity free initial condition.

Another way to create a Schwarzschild black hole is to starhfa collapsing spherically
symmetric dust shell, which is somewhat easier to deal viidim ta star, because there are no
matter interactions other than the gravitational ones. diredog solution to the three dimen-
sional Einstein equations, describing a circular dustl sledlbpsing into a BTZ black hole, has
in fact been found shortly after the discovery of the BTZ klaole itself [3]. Here, | would
like to present another way to create a BTZ black hole, s@torm a very different initial
condition. Instead of a dust shell, which can be considesalspecial arrangement of infinitely
many particles, it is sufficient to consider just two pags;lwhich approach each other such that
at some time they collide. The four dimensional analog & pbcess would be the collision of
two stars, with sufficient masses and center of mass enexggate a black hole.

The situation is however much simpler in three dimensioegabse the particles can be
taken to be pointlike, and we can even choose them to be rmasslich simplifies the con-
struction of an explicit solution to the Einstein equati@ven further. This is because pointlike
particles in three dimensional gravity are very easy to détl. Unlike in higher dimensions,
they do not themselves form black holes. Their gravitalidieds are conical singularities
located on their world lines. Outside the matter sources;esime is just flat, respectively con-
stantly curved for a non-vanishing cosmological constght$pacetimes containing only such
point particles as matter sources can be constructed bipguttit special subsets, sometimes
called wedges, from Minkowski space, and then identifylmgthioundaries of these subsets in a
certain way [b[B].

After setting up the notation and summarizing some basitfea of anti-de-Sitter space
in, 1 will give a brief description of this cutting and gluingrocedure and its generalization to
anti-de-Sitter space. It is then straightforward to comsalspecial process where two particles
collide and join into a single particle. It turns out thatpdading on the energy of the incoming
particles, the joint object is either a massive particle blagk hole. More precise, if the center
of mass energy of the incoming particles lies beyond a c¢ettaeshold, then the object that
is created after the collision is not a massive particle mgwin a timelike geodesic, but some
other kind of singular object, which is located on a spaeefjkodesic.

A closer analysis of the causal structure of the resultiragepme shows that this object is
the future singularity inside a black hole. The black hole hh the typical features such as,
for example, an interior region which is causally disconeddrom spatial infinity, and there
is also a horizon, whose size is a function of the amount ofen#hat has fallen in. Finally,
reconsidering the same process in a different coordinatsywill show that the black hole
created by the collapse is indeed the BTZ black hole.
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1 Anti-de-Sitter Space

Three dimensional anti-de-Sitter spatean be covered by a global, cylindrical coordinate sys-
tem (¢, x, ), with a real time coordinatg a radial coordinatg > 0, and an angular coordinate
o with period27, which is redundant gt = 0. The metric is

ds? = dy? 4 sinh?y dg? — cosh? x dt2. (1.2)

It is useful to replace the radial coordinagdy » = tanh(x/2), which ranges from zero to one
only. Anti-de-Sitter space is then represented by an iefiniong cylinder of radius one iR3.
Expressed in terms of the coordinatesr, ¢), the metric becomes

ds? = ( )2 (dr? + 2 dp?) — (1 i 7“2)2 a2, (1.2)

1—r2

The timet will be considered as an ADM-like coordinate time, proviglm foliation of anti-de-
Sitter space. The hyperbolic geometry of a spatial surfAia®mstant: is that of thePoincaie
disg which is conformally isometric to a disc of radius one in fR&t Hence, anti-de-Sitter
space can be considered as a Poincaré disc evolving in Tiheetime evolution is however not
homogeneous. The lapse function, that is, the factor int fsbthe d¢-term in the metric, which
relates the physical time to the coordinate tithdepends om. It diverges at the boundary of
the disc, indicating that the physical time is running ity fast there.

1 — 12

Geodesics

The Poincaré disc has some nice properties, which allowneerient visualization of the con-
structions made in this article. The geodesics on the disciacle segments intersecting the
boundary at- = 1 perpendicularly. Figurfl 1 shows the construction of suckadgsic. It is
determined by two pointgl and B on the boundary. If the angular coordinatesdond B are

a =+ B, with 0 < 8 < m, we call the circle segmemM PB the geodesicenteredat «, with
radius 3. To derive an equation for the geodesic in terms of the coatdsr andy, consider
the points in the figure as complex numbers, such that €(®t%) and B = ¢i(®=5)_ It then
follows that the center of the circle segmetP B is atC' = €l /cos 3, and that its radius is
tan 3. Using this, it is not difficult to show that, for a poifit = r €¥ on the geodesic, we have

2r

i cos(p — ) = cos f. (1.3)

This also applies fof = /2, where the circle segment becomes a diameter of the dishisIn t
case, the solution tcm.S) is= 0 or p = a+7/2, which is fulfilled on the diameter orthogonal
to the directiom.

Another special class of geodesics are spacetime geogesisig through the origin of the
coordinate system at = 0 andt = 0. They can be parametrized by an angular directipn
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Figure 1: Construction of a geodesic on the Poincaré disc

and a velocityd < ¢ < oo. The equation specifying such a geodesic in terms of thadytal
coordinategt, r, ¢) is
2r

14172
andyp has to be equal té. Let us consider this as a definitionos a function of, describing
the motion of a test particle in anti-de-Sitter space. Tothag is its velocity when it passes
the origin, we have to differentiatg (IL.4)tat 0 andr = 0. This gives2dr = ¢ dt. As there is
also a relative factor df betweendr andd¢ in the metric [T.R), the physical velocity is indeed
equal tof. For0 < ¢ < 1, the geodesic is timelike. The radial coordinatis then oscillating
with a period of27 in ¢t between two extremalsp < r < p, determined by

=& sint, (1.4)

2p
T2 €. (1.5)
The test particle starts off from the center of the dist at0, moving into the directiorp = 6
with velocity £. At ¢t = 7/2, it reaches the maximal distance, and it returns to the cete
t = w. Then it moves into the opposite direction, returng at 27, and so on. To keep the
equations describing this kind motion as simple as possi@dhave to allow negative values of
r, with the obvious identification of the poift, r, ) with (¢, —r, ¢ + 7).

For a lightlike geodesic witl§f = 1, the relation [(1]4) betweenandt simplifies tor =
tan(t/2), which holds for-7/2 < t < 7/2. At the ends of this time intervat, becomes equal
to one, which means that the geodesic reaches the boundtrg disc. Unlike a timelike test
particle, a light ray is not oscillating forth and back. &vels once through the whole Poincaré
disc, and the amount of time that it takes to travel from ode 8b the other is. The existence
of lightlike geodesics like this implies that the discs ohstantt are not Cauchy surfaces of
anti-de-Sitter space. Causal curves enter at any momemhefftom the boundary, and they
disappear there as well.

Being the origin and destination of light rays, the cylimdtiboundary of spacetimeat= 1
is called 7. To be precise, it is the boundary of the conformal compaatifon of anti-de-
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Sitter space, which is obtained by multiplying the metri¢hathe conformal factoa}I(l —7r?)2,
which makes all coefficients of (1.2) regularrat 1, and then including the boundary into the
manifold. In contrast to asymptotically flat spacetimes,omanot separate the origin of light
rays . 7_ from their destination7,. There are, for example, light rays emerging frghafter
other light rays have arrived there.

Moreover, as a consequence of this unusual featdréself has a causal structure. The
future light cone of a point o/ is the set of all points where light rays emerging from that
point arrive back on7. To see how the light cones look like, it is sufficient to colesithe
pullback of the conformal metric on the boundary-at 1, which is given bydy? — dt2. The
light rays on7 are thus the left and right moving lines witth = +d. These are in fact limits
of light rays inside anti-de-Sitter space. In accordancth wie special light ray considered
above, which passes through the origin of anti-de-Sittacspthe amount of coordinate time
that it takes for light to travel from some point ghto the opposite point is.

Finally, the geodesic equatiop (lL.4) also includes speeeleodesics. Faf > 1, it has a
solution forr only within an even smaller time intervalr < t < 7, wherer is determined by
sinT = 1/£. At the boundary of this interval, becomes equal to one. In the lingit— co, we
also recover the diameters of the Poincaré disc. Henceclike geodesics passes through the
whole disc even faster than a lightlike one, and it alsostartd ends ofy. However, in contrast
to the lightlike geodesic, which has a vanishing physicagth, its total length is infinite. In
this sense, the boundayy can also be considered as spacelike infinity.

The group SL(2)

What we didn't show so far is that all these curves are agtugdlodesics. To do this, it is
convenient to use a different representation of anti-deiSpace. It is isometric to the covering
of the group manifolbL(2), consisting of real x 2 matrices with unit determinant. As a basis
of 2 x 2 matrices, we introduce the unit matrix and the gamma matrices

’702(_01 (1)), 712(2 (1)), 722(3 _01) (1.6)

They form ans((2) Clifford algebra,

YaYb = Nab 1 — €ap Ve, (1.7)

where the indices:, b, ... run from 0 to 2, n,, = diag(—1,1,1) is the three dimensional
Minkowski metric, which is used to raise and lower indica®j & is the Levi Civita symbol
with €912 = 1. Expanding a generic matrix in this basis,

x =231+ 2%,, T3 = % Tr(x), 2= %Tr(a: ~), (1.8)
we obtain a scalars and a vector:*. The condition for the determinant to be one is

i —atr, =2l vl -2t —a2i=1 (1.9)
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This defines a unit hyperboloid iR(2). It is not simply connected, because there is a non-
contractible loop in théxs, xo) plane. To see that anti-de-Sitter space is the coveringtfier
we define a projectiol® — SL(2). In terms of the coordinate@, x, ) it is essentially the
Euler angleparametrization ofL(2),

z — o3t Y0 XM 5 (t=0) Y0

= cosh x (cost 1+ sint~yp) + sinh x (cos ¢ y1 + sinp~y2). (1.10)

The projection is locally one-to-one, but not globally. Tight hand side of[(1.30) is obviously
periodic int. The time coordinate of anti-de-Sitter space is winded ughergroup manifold,
with a period of27. To check that the projection is an isometry, one can showstfayghtforward
calculation, that the anti-de-Sitter metric given abovedsial to the pullback of the Cartan
Killing metric onSL(2), which is the same as the induced metric obtained by embgddif2)
into R(2:2),

ds? = 3 Tr(z 'dzz~'dz) = dzf + daj — dzf — d=j. (1.11)

A compact way to write the projection in terms of the alteweatoordinatest, r, ) is

1472 2r
= 1_ 42 w(t) + 1— 2 ’Y(SO)? (112)
where
v(a) = cosayy + sin a7y, w(a) = cosal+ sina~yp. (1.13)
Together with their derivatives,
~'(a) = cos ayy — sina~y, w'(a) = cosayy —sina 1, (1.14)

they provide a rotated basis »fx 2 matrices. Some formulas for products are

(@=8), v(@)wB)=7(a-7),
(a+8),  w(@)v(B)=~(a+p). (1.15)

Itis now straightforward to show that the curves considedeale are geodesics of anti-de-Sitter
space. What we have to show is that their projections areegicslon the group manifold.
Let us first consider the geodesics passing through thenotigat is, through the unit element
1 € SL(2). On the group manifold, such geodesics are one-dimenssutgroups, consisting
of the elements:(s) = e*™, s € R, wheren = n®~, is some vector in the Lie algebsd(2).
Let us taken = vy + £ v(6), and work out the exponential explicitly. This gives

w
w

x(s) =e’" =cssl+sns(v+Ev(0)), (1.16)



where the real and analytic functiosis andcs are defined such that

sinh(s\/€2 —1)  sin(sy/1—&2)
s/ -1  sy/1-¢ "’

css = cosh(sy/&2 — 1) = cos(sy/1 — £2). (1.17)

Comparing this to[(1.]2), we find the following relation betm the coordinates and the curve
parametes,

1472 B 1+r% 27
mcost—css, —— sint = sn s, 1,2
and ¢ has to be equal t6. One of the three relations betweerandt turns out to be redun-

dant, and eliminating the curve parametefor example by taking the quotient of the last two
equations, we recover the relatign {1.4).

— 2 =& sns, (1.18)

Isometries

To show that the circle segmenfs {1.3) are geodesics asweettan exploit the fact that, being
a group manifold, anti-de-Sitter space is maximally symrimeEvery geodesic can be obtained
by acting with an isometry on a geodesic passing through eapmoint. On a simple group
manifold, isometries are arbitrary combinations of leftl aight multiplications with constants,

x— g lxh, g,h € SL(2). (1.19)

Except for time and space inversion, every isometr§ldf2) can be written in this way, and the
corresponding isometry of anti-de-Sitter space is theardghed up to a time shift— ¢+ 27z,
z € Z. It follows that every geodesic &L (2) can be written as

x(s) =g e ™h, g, h €SL(2), nesl(2). (1.20)
The parametrization is somewhat redundant, but for ourqgaapit is sufficient. Choosing
g=e27@ 7370 p =3V @ 3N gy = ~' (), (1.21)
a straightforward calculation gives
x(s) = cosh ¢ cosh sw(7) + sinh ¢ cosh sy(a) + sinh sv'(). (1.22)

If we compare this tg(1.12), we find that this is a curve thairely lies inside the Poincaré disc
att = 7, with the following relations between the coordinatesnd and the curve parameter
s,

1 2
cosh ( coshs = %, sinh s = 1_—702 sin(p — a),
. 2r
sinh ¢ coshs = 12 cos(p — ). (1.23)
—r



Again, one of these equations is redundant, and after edimig the curve parameter we are
left with a single relation betweenandy,

2r

T2 cos(p — a) = tanh (, (1.24)
,

which is the same af (1.3), defining a geodesic centeredvith radius3, if we choose such
thatcos 8 = tanh (.

2 Point Particles

So far, we only considered empty anti-de-Sitter space, lwisithe unique solution to the vac-
uum Einstein equations with a negative cosmological cotstovided that the topology of
spacetime is that dk3. Let us now include a matter source, in form of a pointliketipl. The
effect of such a patrticle is almost the same with or withoubsnmological constant. The most
convenient way to construct a spacetime containing a pdairtighe is bycutting and gluing

[E. B].

A point particle in Minkowski space

For a vanishing cosmological constant, the method worksobewls. One starts from flat
Minkowski space, which is isomorphic to the Lie algebt&), that is, the spinor representation
of the three dimensional Lorentz algebra. This is quite wlslecause to adapt the procedure
to anti-de-Sitter space, we only need to replace the Lieba#gby the group manifold. Let us
introduce orthonormal coordinatés =, y) on Minkowski space, and write a general vector as

z=1tv+ Ty + Y2 (2.1)

Now, consider a Lorentz transformation actinganlt can be written as the adjoint action of
some group element,
zu lzu, u € SL(2). (2.2)

The fixed points of this map lie on thexis of the Lorentz transformation, consisting of all
matricesz that commute withu. If we expandu in terms of the gamma matrices, and define a
vectorp as

u=ul+p"y,, p=p"V, (2:3)

then the direction op specifies the axis. Let us assume tpas timelike or lightlike. The
axis can then be interpreted as the world line of a particl) momentum vectop. In three
dimensional Einstein gravity, the effect of such a partadea matter source is that it produces a
conical singularity, whoskolonomyis « [f]]. The resulting spacetime is everywhere flat, except



on the world line, and transporting a vector once around tbddaline results in the Lorentz
transformation[(2]2).

The complete spacetime can be constructed by cutting eetdgefrom Minkowski space.
The wedge is bounded by two half planes emerging from thedtioi, such that one of them is
mapped onto the other by the given Lorentz transformatiaste khat this requires the points on
the world line to be fixed. If we identify the two faces accoglito the Lorentz transformation,
we obtain a spacetime that is locally flat, because the maptbhaides the identification is an
isometry of Minkowski space. There is however a curvatungudarity on the world line. By
construction, it has the required property. Transporting@or around the particle results in a
Lorentz transformation, which is the same as the one thatetethe identification.

A convenient way to visualize this construction is to use &WAlike foliation of spacetime.
At a given moment of time, the space manifold is a plane with coordinateandy. From this
plane, we cut out a wedge, which is bounded by two half lingssuch thato, is the Lorentz
transformed image of_. It is not immediately clear that the wedge can be chosentlile
It is only possible if the identification takes place withiretplanes of constart It turns out
that this can be achieved by choosing the wedge to lie synioakliyrin front of or behind the
particle. For simplicity, let us consider the following exple. We choose a massless particle
with a lightlike momentum vector pointing into thedirection. Its holonomy is

u=1+tane (v + 71), 0<e<m/2 (2.4)

The corresponding isometry of Minkowski space is a ligletliar parabolic Lorentz transforma-
tion. The fixed points are at = ¢t aty = 0. Hence, the particle is moving with the velocity of
light from the left to the right. To construct the wedge, wedto find a curvev_ in thet-plane,
such that its image . also lies in this plane. Let us make the following symmetrisaz. The
world line is invariant under vertical reflectiong,— —y. So, we assume that the wedge has
this symmetry as well. A poinft, z,y) € wy then corresponds to the poiftt z, —y) € w_.
The matrix representations of these points are

wi =ty + Ty Y2, (2.5)

and for them to be mapped onto each other, we must hiave = w_ u. Inserting the expres-
sions forw, andwu, we find that this is fulfilled if and only ify = (¢ — x) tan e, which means
that the facesv+ of the wedge are determined by

wy:  y=(t—z) tane, w_: y=—(t—uz) tane. (2.6)

For a given value of, these are two straight lines in the, y)-plane, with angular directionse.
They intersect at the fixed point, which is the position of plagticle at timet. Figure[? shows
the lineswy andw_ for three different timeg. The dot indicates the position of the particle,
and the cross represents that origin of the spatial plame-a6 andy = 0.



w, -
=+

(@) t<0 (b) t=0 ©) t>0

Figure 2: A particle cutting out a wedge from Minkowski space

We can now cut out the wedge between the two lines, eitheoirt &f or behind the particle.
Both choices lead to the same spacetime manifold, but coweith different coordinates. Let
us choose the wedge behind the particle. The space marsfthetin the shaded region shown
in the figure, with the boundaries marked by the double sta#tentified. The opening angle
e of the wedge, which is half of thdeficit angleof the conical space surrounding the particle,
can be considered as the total energy of the particle togefitieits gravitational field, in units
where Newton’s constant i§ = 1/4x [f]. It is bounded from below by zero and from above
by /2. Note that this energy is smaller than the energy of the @artiself, that is, the zero
component of its momentum vector, whichtis e.

The same construction can be made for massive particleshdlbeomyw is then a time-
like, or elliptic Lorentz transformation. It representsagation of space around a timelike axis,
which becomes the world line of the particle. The wedge caartanged in the same symmetric
way, and its opening angle is also equal to the total enetgg. then bounded from below by
the rest massn, which is equal to half of the angle of rotation. The angleatétion coincides
with the deficit angle if the particle is at rest. The angleatétion and thus the rest mass of the
particle can also be read off directly from the holonomyusing themass sheltelation [$],

%Tr(u) = cosm, 0<m<m. (2.7)

A point particle in anti-de-Sitter space

To construct a spacetime containing the same kind of pomticfe but with a negative cosmo-
logical constant, let us repeat the same procedure, stefeyis anti-de-Sitter space. The first
step was to specify the world line as the set of fixed pointsnadsametry. We chose the isom-
etry to be a Lorentz transformation, which has the specagbgnty that it leaves the origin of
Minkowski space fixed. In principle, we could weaken thidniegon, but on the other hand we
can always choose coordinates such that the particle isygabsough the origin. It is therefore
sufficient to consider those isometries of anti-de-SitpEce which leave the origin fixed. We
know already that a general isometry of the group maniétl(2) can be written ag (L.].9). The
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unit elementl is a fixed point if and only iy = h. Hence, the isometry has to be of the form
x = u lzu, u € SL(2). (2.8)

So, the relevant isometry group is ag&in(2). Indeed,u can be considered as the holonomy
of the particle, in the same way as in Minkowski space abo¥evelare in a neighbourhood
of the origin, which is small compared to the curvature radifianti-de-Sitter space, we can
expandz = 1+ z + ..., with z € sl(2). On the Minkowski vectorz, the map [2]8) acts
exactly like the one defined bl (R.2) above. We can therefegpedt that, in the neighbourhood
of the particle, spacetime will have the same conical atinectAlso in analogy with Minkowski
space, the fixed points of the given isometry are those eleneéSL(2) that commute withu.
They can be found in the same way. We exparid terms of the gamma matrices, and define a
momentum vectop,

u=ul+p"v,  P=p"Va (2.9)

The only difference is that now the fixed points are not theorscproportional tgp, but the
elements of the one dimensional subgroup generatgsd bgnsisting of the matrices

x(s) =P, seR. (2.10)

This is a geodesic on the group manifold. Assuming fhas timelike or lightlike, it is the
projection of a world line of a massive, respectively massigarticle in anti-de-Sitter space. As
an example, we consider the same massless particle oneg aithiholonomy [214),

u=1+tane (v + 71)- (2.11)

The fixed points lie on a lightlike world line, with = tan(¢/2) andy = 0. To construct
the wedge that the particle cuts out from anti-de-Sitteccepave proceed in the same way as
before. First, we switch to an ADM point of view, so that atéi-Sitter space becomes a space
manifold, the Poincaré disc, evolving in time. Then, wekidéar a pair of linesw+ on the disc
of constant time, which are mapped onto each other by the given isometryll¥imae cut out
the wedge between these lines, and identify the faces angathe isometry.

There is however one crucial difference to the Minkowskicgpaxample considered above.
It only takes a finite amount of time for the particle to tratrgbugh the whole disc. It enters at
t = —m/2, and it leaves again at= 7 /2. Before and after that, there is no matter present, and
therefore spacetime is expected to be empty anti-de-Sitce, with no wedge or whatsoever
cut out. Only for—7/2 < t < 7/2 the particle is present, and we expect the space manifold
to be a Poincaré disc with a wedge cut out. For the shape ®fathidge, we make the same
symmetric ansatz as in Minkowski space. The world line of plaeticle is invariant under
reflections of the vertical axis. In cylindrical coordingté¢his is the transformatiop — —¢.
So, we assume that a poift 7, —p) € w_ is mapped ontdt,r,¢) € wy. The matrices
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(a) (b) (c)
t=-m/2 -m/2< <0 O<t<m/2

@ ©
t=1/2

®

<t <3m/2

Figure 3: A massless patrticle passing through anti-dexStiace

representing these points on the group manifold are givefi i),

1472 2r

1
Evaluating the equation w, = w_u, we find that the faces);, andw_ are uniquely deter-
mined by the following coordinate relations,

Wy sin(e £ ) = sint sine. (2.13)

T
17
If we define a parameter = 7/2 — ¢, such thakin e = cos a, and compare this tm.3), we
find thatw is a geodesic centered@twhose radiug is given bycos 5 = sin t cos a, andw_
is a geodesic with the same radius, centeredaatAs a function oft, the radius decreases from
f=7m—aatt=—7/2t00 = aatt =7/2.

In figure[3 these curves are shown for different values @kt us first consider the pictures
(a—d), for the time betweeh= —x /2 andt = 7/2. What we see is that the lines, andw_
are moving upwards, respectively downwards, such thatithteirsection, the fixed point of the
isometry atr = tan(¢/2), moves from the left to the right. The space manifold is otsdiby
cutting out the wedge behind the particle and identifying loundaries marked by the double
strokes. The resulting spacetime manifold has a constawaitwe everywhere, except on the
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world line. The reason is the same as before. The map thaideothe identification is an
isometry of anti-de-Sitter space, and therefore there isxtia curvature introduced by gluing
together the two faces of the wedge.

To see that the matter source is the same as before, it igeasialmentioned, sufficient to
consider a small neighbourhood of the world line, where theature of anti-de-Sitter space can
be neglected. Indeed, if we enlarge the region around thiercefithe disc in figur] 3, it looks
exactly like the one shown in figufg 2. So, what we have so fampiece of spacetime between
t = —m/2 andt = 7 /2. The continuation has to be a solution to the vacuum Einstgirations,
because there is no matter present outside this time ihtef¥és is not in contradiction with
causality, because the foliation of anti-de-Sitter spatby discs of constaritis not a foliation
by Cauchy surfaces. Matter consisting of massless parted@ appear and disappear at the
boundary at any time.

Fort < —m/2, itis more or less obvious how to continue. A+ —7 /2, the space manifold
is a complete Poincaré disc, with no matter inside. At thmetthe particle is still at = 1,
which is outside the open disc. Only a small time later theigaris actually there. If we
assume that for all earlier times the space manifold is a ¢eteplisc as well, then we obtain
a continuous solution to the Einstein equations, which itendree for allt < —z/2. What
is not so obvious is what happenstat = /2, after the particle has left. The shaded region of
figure[B(d) does not at all look like a complete disc. Let ussuder the further evolution of this
space manifold.

If we want to stick tof as a global time coordinate, and the vacuum Einstein equsatmbe
fulfilled everywhere, then the time evolution of the bounesiof the shaded regions is uniquely
determined. This is because the curuesdefined by [2.13) are the only curves inside the discs
of constant which are mapped onto each other by the given isometry. Fasti > /2, the
curves start to move backwards, as shown in fiflire 3(e—f)ttadthey oscillate between two
extremals. The shaded regions start to overlap, but thissisgj coordinate effect. One has to
consider them as two separate charts covering the spacéidaiiihe only identification takes
place along the boundaries, andw_. As this is always defined by the same isometry, we
obtain a continuous solution to the Einstein equations lfar, avhich is matter free outside the
time interval—7/2 < t < w/2.

Now it seems that after the particle has left, spacetimedagky different from what is was
before, although we know that anti-de-Sitter space is tieroatter free solution to the Einstein
equations on a topologically trivial spacetime manifoldit Buis is also just a coordinate effect.
In fact, the foliation of spacetime by the space manifoldsashin figure[B(e—f) is a somewhat
skew foliation of anti-de-Sitter space. To see this, letaketa three dimensional point of view.
The two shaded regions, evolving in time, then define twoetshsf anti-de-Sitter space, whose
boundaries are the surfaces. By definition, these two surfaces are mapped onto each other
by an isometry, which is continuous and one-to-one. Theeefane of the subsets is isometric
to the complement of the other, and thus both together foromgptete anti-de-Sitter space.

So, finally we see that the whole situation is time symmetiitie spacetime looks like
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empty anti-de-Sitter space before and after the partidieeise. The asymmetry in the pictures
is only due to the fact that it is not possible to cover the whuolnifold symmetrically with a
single coordinate chart, which locally looks like the starttichart of anti-de-Sitter space. We
can reverse the picture if we cut out the wedge in front of thigigle instead of the one behind.
We then obtain the same spacetime, covered with differesdimates, providing the standard
foliation of anti-de-Sitter space after the particle hdg mut the skew one before it enters.

3 Colliding Particles

Let us now describe the process of two particles collidingl thereby joining and forming a
single particle. The basic idea is as follows. Consider telativistic point particles in flat
Minkowski space, with no gravitational interaction. If theollide, that is, if their world lines
intersect at some point in spacetime, then we assume thattfrat moment on they form a
single particle, whose momentum vector is given by the suth@imomenta of the incoming
particles. This is consistent with energy momentum coraiEmy, and it is a deterministic clas-
sical process, although not time-reversible. All progsrtdf the joint particle can be deduced
from the incoming particles. In particular, for a scalartjgée the momentum vector is the only
relevant quantity.

When gravity is taken into account, the situation changghthy. The process is still deter-
ministic, but it is not the sum of the momentum vectors tharéserved. Instead, it is the total
holonomy, which is the product of the two holonomies of theoming particles, and which
becomes the holonomy of the joint particle. This has sonsnge consequences. For exam-
ple, unlike the sum of two timelike or lightlike vectors, theoduct of two timelike or lightlike
holonomies is not necessarily timelike. The joint particém, for example, become a tachyon.
To understand this, it is again most convenient to study thegss in Minkowski space first,
and then apply the same methods to anti-de-Sitter space.

Joining particles in Minkowski space

Let us first consider the collision of two massless partigiegphically. We can always choose
a coordinate system in Minkowski space such that the coflisakes place at the origin. The
world lines of both incoming particles, and also that of thegoing particle, are then passing
through the origin, and we can apply the methods of the posviaection. Furthermore, we
can choose a center of mass reference frame, such that treégsacome from opposite spatial
directions and have the same energy. Hence, without lossnarglity, we can assume that the
holonomies of the incoming particles are given by

u; =1+ tane(vo +71), uy =1+ tane (v — v1). (3.2)
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Figure 4: Two particles colliding and joining.

The first particle is then the same as the one considered prévéous section. The wedge that
it cuts out from Minkowski space is bounded by the faces

wiy : y=(t—z) tane, wi— 1  y=—(t—z) tane. (3.2)

The second particle has the same properties, except teahitving into the opposite direction.
The wedge is found by rotating that of the first particlells9 degrees,

wot : y=—(t+x) tane, wo— 1 y=(t+ ) tane. (3.3)

For timest < 0, before the collision, the space manifold is the shadedregf figure[#(a). It

is a plane with two wedges cut out behind the two particlesh bdgth opening angle. The
identification along the boundaries, indicated by the dewlold triple strokes, is again such that
points with the same-coordinate correspond to each other. The resulting spacéoid looks
like a double cone, that is, a cone with two tips, moving tasagach other with the velocity of
light.

At ¢t = 0, when the particles collide, the space manifold becomesnalsicone with a
single tip. Assuming that this is also the case at any lates tthe further evolution of spacetime
is uniquely determined by the Einstein equations, withoakimg any additional assumptions
about the joint particle itself. The argument is very simila the one used in the end of the
previous section. It is sufficient to know that spacetimesergwhere flat, except at one point in
space, which is the position of the joint particle. If we wamstick to the foliation of spacetime
by surfaces of constart then there is only one way how the lines. andws., can evolve.
They must be given by (3.7) anf (B.8) for all times, becaussettare the only lines inside the
surface of constant which are mapped onto each other by the given isometries.

In figure[#(c), we can see what they look like after the callisilf we require that there is
only one point in space where the curvature is non-zero, tiisrcan only be the point where
w14+ andwsy_, respectivelyws andw;_ intersect. Note that due to the identification, these
two points in the picture represent the same physical poispace. The space manifold is then
covered by two charts, the two separate shaded regions] gigether along their boundaries.
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The positions of the joint particle in the two charts can hanfibas the intersections of the lines
w1+ andwsy4. They lie on they-axis, aty = + ttane. Hence, in the upper chart the particle
is moving upwards with a velocity akn ¢, and in the lower chart it is moving downwards with
the same velocity.

Energy momentum conservation

As we should have expected, the velocity of the joint patiepends on the energy of the
incoming particles. What is however somewhat peculiar &, tfor sufficient high energies,
the velocity becomes bigger than one and thus the outgoirigglpais moving faster than the
speed of light. In other words, two incoming massless dagiwith sufficient high energy can
form a tachyon. This is impossible for relativistic pointrfgeles in Minkowski space, without
gravitational interaction. The sum of two lightlike momemt vectors is always a timelike
vector.

What makes the situation different if gravity is presentas already mentioned, that it is
not the sum of the momentum vectors of the particles whiclrésgrved, but the product of
their holonomies. In particular, the holonomy of the outgpparticle is given by the product
of the two holonomies of the incoming particles. To see thimsider once again figufg 4(c).
If we transport a vector once around the joint particle, thenhave to pass once over the left
wedge and once over the right wedge. The result is that we teaaet on the vector first
with the Lorentz transformation representedpy, and then with the one representedby.
The holonomy of the joint particle is therefore the productvn individual holonomies of the
incoming particles. We can multiply them in two differentysa

uy = upuy = (1 —2tan®€) 1 + 2tan e (yo + tanevyy),
u_ = ujuy = (1 —2tan’€) 1+ 2tane (yy — tanevyy). (3.4)

There are two representations of the holonomy of the joiriigde, because spacetime is covered
by two coordinate charts, the upper and lower shaded regitheifigure. Each expression rep-
resents the holonomy in one of the charts. To find out whichhigly consider the momentum
vectors

Py = 2tane (v + tane~ys), p_ = 2tane (yy — tan€~ys). (3.5)

Obviously, p, describes a particle that is moving upwards with a velocftyam ¢, and p_
corresponds to a particle moving downwards with the samecitgl This implies that the
guantities with a plus index are the ones correspondingetaipiper chart. We can now also see
is that the joint momentum vector is timelike for< ¢ < /4. Only in this case, the resulting
joint object can be considered as a massive particle. Its fisagiven by the formula[(3.7).
Inserting eithert . or u_, we find that

sin(m/2) = tane. (3.6)
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Figure 5: Two massless particles joining and forming a mragsarticle.

For small energies, this becomes ~ 2¢, which is the naive expression that applies when
gravity is switched off. For higher energies, it deviatesirthis flat space relation. At= 7 /4,

the mass reaches its maximum = =, and fore > /4, the formal solution forn becomes
imaginary, indicating once again that the joint particla tachyon. What the existence of such a
spacelike conical singularity in spacetime means depettsircrucially on its global structure.
We shall therefore not go into more details regarding thieytais in Minkowski space, where it
can be considered as a kind of big bang or big crunch singu[fli A more interesting situation
arises in anti-de-Sitter space, where the spacelike sinigubecomes the future singularity of
a black hole.

Joining particles in anti-de-Sitter space

Before coming to this, let us first consider the colliding goishing of two particles in anti-
de-Sitter space, with the individual energies being belogvthreshold) < ¢ < 7/4. The
construction is the same as in Minkowski space, we only havadapt the pictures and the
formulas. The holonomies of the incoming particles are mjig the same expressior|s {3.1).
Both world lines are lightlike geodesics passing through d@higin, entering from7 att =
—m /2. Before that, the space manifold is a complete Poinca® difterwards, and until the
particles collide at = 0, it is a disc with two wedges cut out, as shown in figlre 5(a)e Th
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positions of the particles are on the horizontal axis; at tan(t/2). The wedge of the first
particle is bounded by the curvds (3.13),

Wi : sin(e 4+ ¢) = sint sine. 3.7)

1472
and that of the second particle is obtained by rotatiory ¢ + ,

2r

15,2 sin(e + ¢) = —sint sine. (3.8)

Wo+
Locally, the process d@t= 0 is exactly the same as in Minkowski space. If we enlarge alsmal
neighbourhood of the origin of the disctat- 0, everything looks the same as in fig{ife 4. When
the particles collide in figurf 5(b), the two conical singitias form a single one. A short time
later, the two shaded regions of figiile 5(c) separate froth etier. Space is then covered by
two coordinate charts, and the positions of the joint plariic these charts can be found as the
intersection of the curves,, andws_, respectivelyw;_ andws,. They lie on the vertical
diameter of the disc, with the radial coordinate given by

2r
1472

This is a geodesic of the fornp_(IL.4). Whether it is timelikghtlike, or spacelike, and thus
whether the joint particle is slower or faster than the spefdigjht, depends on the size ef In
fact, the relation between the velocity of the outgoing ipkrtand the energy of the incoming
ones is the same as in flat space. In accordance with the pespef the holonomy of the
joint particle [3.%), it is timelike fol0 < ¢ < 7/4, lightlike for e = 7 /4, and spacelike for
/4 <e<m/2

In case of a timelike particle, the further time evolutionks as follows. The radial coordi-
nate of the joint particle reaches a maximum and the sizeeddltaded region has a minimum in
figure[(d), at = «/2. After that, the shaded regions of figilite 5(e) are growingregad mov-
ing towards each other. At= 7, the patrticle is back at = 0, and thereafter the shaded regions
start to overlap, as can be seen in figfJre 5(f). This is how®rere again, only a coordinate
effect. The space manifold is always covered by two sepatzes, with the only identifica-
tions taking place along the boundaries. The maximal sizbetpace manifold is reached at
t = 3m/2, then it starts to shrink again, and finally it oscillateswestn the two extremals with
a period of27 in t. In contrast to a massless particle, the massive particds dot leave the
disc. This is because only lightlike and spacelike geodesam reach the boundayy, but not
timelike ones.

What is not so obvious is that the final state is indeed a sipagebntaining a single particle
whose mass in given bj/ (8.6). In the rest frame of such a partiee complete spacetime would
be an anti-de-Sitter space, with the particle sitting indheter of the Poincaré disc, from where
a wedge with opening angle is cut out. With a similar argument as in the end of secfjon 2,

=sint tane. (3.9)
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one can show that the foliation obtained here is again a stiaeskew foliation of the standard
spacetime where the particle is at rest. We are not goingaw shis explicitly, because we are
more interested in the case where the energy of the infgtlartjcles is beyond the threshold,
and the joint particle becomes a tachyon.

4 Black Hole Creation

Form/4 < e < w/2, the process of colliding and joining of the particles, atskebefore and
shortly after the collision, looks almost the same as in &dfur Only the parametet and thus
the opening angle of the two wedges, is somewhat bigger. gdeesmanifolds for three differ-
ent times before the collision are shown in fig{ire 6(a—c)ctiision takes place in figuig 6(d),
and shortly after that the two shaded regions separate femim ether. So far, nothing new is
happening. However, the dots in figdte 6(e), representiagaint object after the collision, are
now moving upwards, respectively downwards, apacelikegeodesic, which is defined by

2r

T52 sint tane. (4.2)

As we already know from the general consideration of speeajeodesics, this equation has a
solution only within a finite time interval. The geodesicakas the boundary of the Poincaré
disc at some time = 7, which is in this case given by

sin T = cot e, 0<7<m/2 (4.2)

So far, this is not a problem. The massless particle in fifuaés8 reaches the boundary of
the disc and disappears at some time, but nevertheless ipegsible to continue spacetime
afterwards. But now the situation is different. If we lookfigiure [6(f), we see that, together
with the joint particle, the whole space manifold has disgupd at = 7. There is nothing to be
continued after that moment. It is not immediately clear thbethis is again just a coordinate
effect or something more relevant, but let us for the momssiime that it is indeed not possible
to continue. Then we have to conclude that the spacelikedMiog of the joint object is &uture
singularity, that is, a line on which time ends.

The horizon

If there is such a singularity in spacetime, then it is, iniidd to 7, another possible destina-
tion of causal curves. We can then ask the question whetbes it a region of spacetime, from
where every causal curve ends on the singularity. Or, inratioeds, a region which is causally
disconnected frony, in the sense that no information can be passed from thepat@mbinfin-
ity. The boundary of such a region is usually called a horizom what is beyond the horizon
is the interior of a black hole.
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Figure 6: The creation of a black hole

Before showing that there is such a horizon, let us first st itself. In figureﬂs, it is that
part of the boundary of the disc, which is also a boundary efstiaded region. For< —x /2,
this is the full boundary of the Poincaré disc. Fer/2 < ¢t < T, it consists of two parts, one
between the curves;, andws_, and one betweem,, andw;_. Because the end points of the
two parts are identified7 has always the shape of a closed circle. However, the cietxemée
of this circle shrinks, and it goes to zerotat 7. Let us call the point which is represented by
the two dots in figurg]6(f) thiast pointon 7. Note again that the identification is such that both
dots represent the same physical pointan

It is not difficult to show that every point off is causally connected to the last point. This
is because the end points of the curues. andws4 on J are moving slower than the speed
of light. The amount of time they need to traverse a quartéhefcircumference of the disc
is T+ m/2, whereas a light ray only needg?2 to travel over the same distance. From this we
conclude that the horizon is the backward light cone of tisé p@int on.7. To construct this
light cone, we make use of some general properties of lighes@merging frony7. First of
all, such a light cone is a geodesic surface. If we interdewith another geodesic surface, say,
a disc of constant, then the intersection is a geodesic. Moreover, we knowlittattravels on
J with a velocity ofdp/dt = 1.

Using all this, it follows that the backward light cone of thpper dot in figur¢]6(f) is, at
some timet in the past, a geodesic centeredra®, with radiusT — ¢. The backward light cone
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emerging from the lower dot is centered-at /2, and has the same radius. These two curves are
shown as the dashed lines inside the shaded regions of figlreetto the identifications along
the boundaries of the wedges, they form a closed circle. Fhenarea that is enclosed by this
circle, no signal can be sent along a causal curvg,teven if we make use of the identifications
and jump over the wedges. On the other hand, from every patside the circle, we can find a
causal curve either to the upper or to the lower pafofThis is also possible for every point in
space beforé = 7 — /2, which is the moment when the two dashed lines meet in thelmidd
of the disc.

All together we get the following scenario. At= — /2, the particles enter from opposite
sides, approaching each other with the speed of light. Wiheyndre close enough, &= 7 —
/2, the horizon emerges, and at the same time the particlesefaihd it. The actual collision
of the particles, and the creation of the future singulatéties place behind the horizortat 0.
This is very similar to the creation of a Schwarzschild bladke in a star collapse. When the
star becomes small enough, the horizon emerges from som®kaousp, and the singularity is
created behind the horizon. The differences are mainly duke different symmetries of the
process. For example, the horizon does not emerge from & ipdine center of the star, but
from the geodesic that connects the two particle at the mowiean they fall behind it.

Another and more crucial difference seems to be that tineeexigls at = 7 in the exterior
region, which is not the case for a Schwarzschild black hatavever, it is only thecoordinate
timet that ends at this point. The physical lifetime of an obsestaying outside the horizon can
be infinite. This is because the lapse factor in front ofdhéerm in the metric[(1}2) diverges at
the boundary of the disc. Consider an observer moving onealikencurve which stays outside
the horizon. There is no such geodesic, which is anothegrdifice to the Schwarzschild black
hole, but there are timelike curves approaching the lagttpoir any other point org7. In
general, such a curve has an infinite physical length, whielnma that the outside observer can
live infinitely long. This is not the case for a curve endingtbe future singularity. The world
line of an observer falling into the black hole always enderad finite physical time.

The size of the black hole

All these features justify the notion of a black hole for theat generated by the two particles.
We can then ask the question how big this black hole is. As weratwo space dimensions,
the size is specified by the circumference of the horizors ¢binstant in time, because there is
no more matter falling into the black hole after it has beesated and the two particles have
fallen in. We shall see this more explicitly in the next secti Att = 7 — 7 /2, the horizon
length is twice the physical distance between the two pasticTo calculate this explicitly, let
us introduce a new parameter> 0, which is essentially the analytic continuation of the rest
massm of the massive particle, which was given Py [3.6) for. 7/4. Fore > 7 /4, we define
u such that

cosh(p/2) = tane. (4.3)
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Now, let p be the radial coordinate of the particles at the moment wheiorizon is created,
p =tan(7/2 — w/4). (4.4)

The timer was given by[(4]2). Using this and some trigonometric idiesti we obtain
p = tanh(u/4). (4.5)

To find the physical distance between the particles, we haveategrate thelr-component of
the metric,

/p 2 dr = 4 arctanh p = pu. (4.6)
—pl—12

It follows that the length of the horizon Bu. Assuming that there is some kind of no hair
theorem, this should be the only parameter describing aoi@ating black hole. However, we
already considered another quantity to specify this parcsolution to the Einstein equations,
namely the total holonomy (3.4). So, there should be a celdtetween the holonomy and the
length of the horizon. Fronf (4.3), we infer that

cosh pu = tan?e — 1. 4.7)

This is, up to a sign, the contribution proportional to thé& umatrix of the holonomyu . or u_
in -4). They both lie in the same conjugacy clasSlof2), which is specified by

% Tr(u) = — cosh p. (4.8)

Hence, the size of the black hole can be read off directly figninolonomy. The remaining
information contained in the holonomy is not a property of the black hole itself. It describes
its motion relative to the reference frame. We should alge tiwat the relation[(4.8) between
the holonomy and the size of the black hole is essentiallyatitaytic continuation of the mass
shell relation [2]7). Geometrically, the mass was defindzbtbalf of the angle of rotation of the
Lorentz transformation obtained by transporting a vectourd the particle. Here, the Lorentz
transformation represented by the holonomig not a rotation, but a boost, apds half of the
hyperbolic angle that parametrizes this boost. Using thédagy, we shall call the massof
the black hole, which is equal to half of the horizon length.

Extremal black holes

We have now studied the collision of two particles with emesdelow and above the threshold
of e = /4, but we didn't consider the case= /4 so far. What happens in figufg 6 in this
limit? The joint object is no longer moving on a spacelike;, @i a lightlike geodesic. The time
when it reaches the boundary of the disc becomes 7/2. As a consequence, the horizon
emerges at = 0, at the moment when the particles collide. As both the hariod the joint
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particle move with the speed of light, there is actually riefiior region. This is in accordance
with @), which says that for = 7 /4 we haven = 0, and therefore the size of the black hole
becomes zero. So, what we get in the lightlike limit is a kiricegtremalblack hole, whose
inside region consists of only the singularity, located diglatlike geodesic.

But what is the difference between this and a massless lgantihich is also moving on
a lightlike geodesic? Both objects have a lightlike hologpnepresenting a parabolic Lorentz
transformation, but nevertheless there is a crucial diffee. For the lightlike particle considered
in section[R, the moment when it reachgss not the end of time. Here it is, because even in
the lightlike limit, there is no space manifold leftiat= +. To understand the difference, let us
also consider the lightlike case as a limit of the timelike owhich is shown in figur 5. The
reason why this could be extended for all times in the futuas that, when the radial distance
of the joint particle from the origin reached its maximunt at 7/2, there was still some space
left which could evolve further.

This is no longer the case when the joint particle becomddlikg, because then it reaches
the boundary at = /2. The lightlike limit of figure[} is thus the same as the ligkelilimit
of figure[$. But we can also see is that, when considered astefiihe timelike situation, the
extremal black hole is not the limit where — 0. Instead, it is the limitn — 7. This is the
upper bound for the rest mass of a particle in three dimeakiBmstein gravity, because the
maximal deficit angle of a conical singularityds. A peculiar feature of this upper bound is that
the world line of a particle withm = = is lightlike, but the structure of the conical singularity
on the world line is very different from the one generated Ipadicle withm = 0.

Theseexotic lightlike particles also exist in flat spacetime, with vdmigy cosmological
constant, and they also have some peculiar features, whecheay similar to extremal black
holes [6,[F]. The difference between massless and exotitlikg particles can also be seen
at the level of the holonomies. There are two different @assf group elements € SL(2)
representing parabolic Lorentz transformations, nantelge with% Tr(u) = 1, and those with
% Tr(u) = —1. The former correspond to massless particle, and the txttethe extremal black
holes.

Massive patrticles

As a possible generalization, let us ask the question whétfereally necessary to start with
massless patrticles, or can the black hole also be createddyolliding massive particles? The
answer is that it can, but then the global structure of spaeethanges, at least if we do not
allow any other interaction between the particles than theitational one. If we want the same
black hole to be created from two infalling massive partictben the only constraint is that the
product of their holonomies is the same, or at least thaé# iin the same conjugacy class of
SL(2). This can be achieved for any given pair of masses. The steicf spacetime after the
collision is then exactly the same as the one shown in fifudefli(What is also similar is that
the horizon is created and the particles fall behind it atestimet = 7 — /2, wherer is the
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time coordinate of the last point Qf.

However, the situation looks very different before that.likinthe massless particles, the
massive ones cannot enter frgf They must have been there for all times in the past: At
—m /2, the timelike geodesics on which the particles are moviagheheir maximal distance
from the center. If we follow their world lines back into thagt, then they meet again in the
center at = —=. S0, something special is happening there as well. In faetwhole situation
is symmetric with respect to time reversiorR» —7/2 — t. Using the same arguments as above
for the collision of the particles, we have to conclude tihat dnly reasonable way to continue
further to the past is to assume that the particles emerge the decay of some other object.
This joint object must be a past singularity, that is, a slileeeurve on which time begins and
causal curves cannot be extended to the past. It regflsgthe timet = —7 — 7, and there is
no extension of spacetime before that.

A foliation of this spacetime looks like the one shown in figliy, but starting not from a
full Poincaré disc fot < —m /2, but from the singular situation (f) at= —7 — 7, then going
backwards to (a) at = —=/2, and ending up again with the last picture (fxat 7. There is
then also dirst pointin 7, and the light cone emerging from this point is the past looriaf a
white hole An outside observer in this spacetime sees two particlesrgpout of a white hole,
reaching a maximal distance, approaching each other agadrfjnally falling into a black hole.
This was the actual reason for considering the collapse @htassless particles first. With that
kind of matter it is possible to give an exact solution to thieskein equations, describing the
creation of a black hole, without the need of any other exsitiacture like the white hole.

We thereby exploited the global causal structure of anibiter space, and in particular
that of the boundaryy, which is very different from that of asymptotically flat ggdimes.
An alternative way to avoid the white hole, but neverthelgesite a black hole using massive
particles, might be to allow another kind of interaction,iethprevents the particles from ap-
proaching each other in the past. It is not immediately cldaether this can be achieved, in
particular because, for a consistent treatment, one hasdgeride the second force as a field
which also interacts with gravity, and this makes it muchdearo find an exact solution. The
only way to avoid the white hole without introducing otherdes is to create the massive parti-
cle themselves, or at least one of them, out of two massletislps, by the process described
in section R.

Rotating black holes

Finally, let us very briefly consider another possible gateation. What happens if the parti-
cles do not collide, but pass each other at, say, a smalhdis?aAn intuitive conclusion would
be that they create a rotating black hole. But is there argugmity then? If there is no col-
lision, then there is also no need for the particles to joid tanform a single object. They are
just scattered, move on along their lightlike geodesicd, disappear tg7 at some time in the
future, such that in the end, spacetime looks like anti-tkerSspace again. If we look at this
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process in Minkowski space, then we find indeed that, if thrigd@s do not hit each other, they
just move on along their world lines extending to infinity.

This is not immediately obvious from figufé¢ 4, because the wedges shown there will
in any case overlap from some time on, and then we have totswdgta different coordinate
system. But if we give up the condition that spacetime shbeldbliated by planes of constant
t, itis easy to see that, given any two non-intersecting likgntvorld lines in three dimensional
Minkowski space, one can always choose the wedges sucthéyadd not overlap. If there is no
joint object any more, one can also ask the question whdtkee s still anything special about
the threshold = /4, which was previously the minimal energy of the incomingtisées to
create a spacelike singularity. In the case of collidingiglas, it makes a crucial difference
whether the energy is below or above the threshold, but insdéat, if the particles are just
scattered, this does not play a particular role.

But this is not true. There is a crucial difference betweenttto situations, even if no joint
object is created. The difference is that, if the energy diesve the threshold, then there are
closed timelike curves in spacetime. These curves are alpr@gent, however large the distance
between the particles is, and they are not located in thénhheigrhood of the patrticles, but in a
region of spacetime which extends, from outside some amadrthe particles at the moment
of closest approach, to spatial infinity. For a vanishingwalegical constant, this spacetime is
known as the Gott universf [B, 9]. There is no singularitg lie one for the non-rotating black
hole, but instead there is a region in spacetime where clirpedike curves exist.

Such a region of spacetime behaves very much like a futureastr pngularity. Causal
curves can end, respectively start there, because theyindrupvin an endless loop. Indeed, the
analogy between closed timelike curves and future or pagtiarities is very close. Remember
that above we assumed that it is not possible to continueltiok hole spacetime beyond the
future singularity. But this is only true if we do not allowoslked timelike curves. If we give up
this restriction, then there is a possible extension. lerysimilar to the Misner universe, which
can be obtained by cutting out a piece from two dimensionalkiglivski space, and identifying
the boundaries according to a hyperbolic Lorentz transébion.

Turning this argument around, we should consider a regi@patetime with closed time-
like curves as a future, respectively past singularity ab. vioing so, we find the following
scenario of two massless particles, passing each othesulffikiently high energy. They enter
the spacetime frony at some time, and before that we have an empty anti-de-Spitere. The
particles are then approaching each other, and some tiraeelteeE moment of closest approach,
closed timelike curves arise. They appear at spatial igfiimét, and then the boundary of the
region where they exist, now interpreted as a singularigpacetime, approaches the particles.
But it never hits them, because there are no closed causascurtersecting the world lines.
There remains a region of space around and between thelganitiere no closed timelike
curves ever occur.

After the moment of closest approach, the particles justenooy the boundary of the region
with closed timelike curves moves back to spatial infinityl ghe same happens to the particles,
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which disappear tg/ at some time in the future. After that, spacetime looks atkénempty
anti-de-Sitter space. We can roughly divide it into threggahe time before the singularity
appears, while it is there, and after it has gone. The boyndaf this spacetime splits into two
disconnected parts, before and after the singularity. W@t because/ is two dimensional,
the existence of already a single closed causal curvepieted as a singularity, implies that
splits into two parts, because the curve cuts it into twogsed he singularity oy the same as
alast point respectively dirst pointon 7, depending on which part ¢gf we are looking at.

The future and past light cones of this singularity define h@tizons, which separate the
three parts of spacetime from each other. The backward dighe is the future horizon of a
black hole sitting in the lower region of spacetime, the fargivlight cone is the past horizon
of a white hole in the upper region, and the region betweerthehorizons is a wormhole
that connects the two exterior regions, which are otheratsapletely disconnected. This is
the typical structure of a timelike wormhole, except thatally the process is periodic in time.
But this can again be achieved by using massive particleadsdf massless ones. There will
then be a whole series of wormholes connecting a sequencdesioe universes, each with a
lifetime of = in the time coordinate.

All together, it seems that a Gott universe in anti-de-B#fmce is almost the same as a ro-
tating BTZ black hole, and studying a point particle collapsight clarify some still open ques-
tions regarding the rotating black hole in three dimensi@ds[12]. The arguments given here
were based on the assumption that the results from Minkosyskie can be straightforwardly
generalized to anti-de-Sitter space. In particular, wetbassume that the region of spacetime
containing closed timelike curves has the same structurgually, this is only justified in a
neighbourhood of the particles, and if they pass each otreesmall distance, as compared to
the curvature radius of anti-de-Sitter space. So, a mogdléétanalysis is necessary to answer
the question whether the relation is indeed that close.

5 The BTZ Black Hole

The purpose of this last section is to show that the black bi@ated after the collision of the
particles is indeed the same as the BTZ black hole. To do #esshall consider the same
process in a different coordinate system. So far, we usedtarcef mass frame, in which the
sum of the spatial momenta of the two infalling particles waso. Now, we shall switch to a
kind of rest frame of the black hole. This is not the same,rabatcause it is not the sum of the
momenta but the product of the holonomies that determireesntition of the black hole relative
to the reference frame.
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The maximally extended black hole

Before considering the infalling particles, let us briefgsdribe the maximally extended, matter
free BTZ black hole in its rest fram§]|[[[,]11]. It is a solutianthe vacuum Einstein equations
with a negative cosmological constant, and it can be obdanyecutting and gluing, very similar
to the spacetime containing a point particle in sedtjon 2 ditily difference is that the holonomy
u has to be spacelike. In the previous section we saw that tleadmy is related to the mass
w of the black hole by[(4]8), which states thahas to lie in a special conjugacy classSaf(2).

A simple group element with this property is

u=—e *" =—coshpul+sinhu~;. (5.1)

The first question that arises is, are there any curyemside the discs of constafitsuch that
one of them is mapped onto the other by the isometms 'z «? Such curves do in fact
exist. To find them, we can use the same symmetry argumentagae. The holonomy is an
exponential ofy;, which means that it is invariant under vertical reflectigas— —~», which
is the same ag — —y in anti-de-Sitter space. Assuming the same for the curyeandv_,
we make the ansatz that the pointr, ¢) € v is the image of the point, r, —¢) € v_. Using
the matrix representationf (1].12) for these points,

1+ 72 2r
v = g wlt) + T v(Ee), (5-2)

and evaluating the equatianv, = v_wu, we arrive at the following coordinate relations defin-
ing vy andv_,

Vg % sin p = Fsint tanh pu. (5.3)
For —m < ¢ < 0, these curves are shown in fig{ife 7. They are again geodesit® ¢oincarée
disc, but their behaviour is very different from that of tleedsw.. for the lightlike particles.
The curves ;. andv_ do not intersect, except for= zm, z € Z, where they both coincide with
the horizontal diameter of the disc. This is the locationhef fixed points.

If we define the space manifold to be the region between thectwees, and identify the
boundaries according to the isometry, then we obtain aisaltd the vacuum Einstein equations
with a negative cosmological constant, at least for timegich are not multiples ofr. At
t = zm, space degenerates to a line. As already mentioned in thefehd previous section,
it turns out that spacetime can be extended beyond thislaitiigu but only if closed timelike
curves are allowed. If we do not allow them, or consider thansiagularities as well, then
there is no way to continue spacetime beyond these linesud #éterefore restrict to a single
time interval between two singularities, say, the one with < ¢ < 0. There is then a future
singularity att = 0, and a past singularity at= —, very similar to those in the case of a black
and a white hole created by massive particles.
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Figure 7: The maximally extended BTZ black hole

The global structure of the singularities is however sonawlifferent. They are not located
on half lines, emerging from the point where the particlelid® and extending from there to
J. Instead, both singularities lie on full spacelike geocesvith two end points o/. As a
consequence, there are two distitastt pointson 7, the left and the right dot in figufe 7(f), and
also twofirst pointson 7, the dots in figur§]7(a). Moreover, if we look at the bounddfrhe
disc more closely, we find thaf itself splits into two disconnected parts, the left and igéatr
one, each having its own first and last point. This is becadusédentification of the curves,
andv_ is such that the right end ef, is glued to the right end af_, and the left end of. to
the left end ofv_.

Hence,J consists of two parts, both forming a closed circle. We can ahy that there are
two spatial infinities. This situation is well known, for erale, from the maximally extended
Schwarzschild black hole. Indeed, the spacetime shownunfi§ has the same causal structure.
To see this, we have to consider the light cones emerging frenfirst and the last points on
J. They coincide pairwise, because the time distance betiesefirst and the last point is,
which is exactly the time that a light ray needs to travel frone side of the disc to the other.
The actual construction of the light cones is the same asiptévious section. The backward
light cone of the last point on, say, the right pdris, at a timet, a geodesic centered at= 0,
with radiusg = —t. As we need this later on, let us write down a coordinate égudbr this
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light cone. Itis obtained fron{ (7.4), with = 0 and3 = —t. This gives
2r
1472
The backward light cone of the last point on the left partjofs the reflection of this at the
vertical axis,p — m — . Both horizons are shown as dashed lines in fi@re 7. All toaget
spacetime splits into four regions, and has the same gl@halat structure as the maximally
extended Schwarzschild black hole. We have two externamegto the left and to the right
of both horizons, which are causally completely discorectThe region between the two
horizons fort < —m /2 is the interior of a white hole, from where signals can be $erttoth
parts of 7, and the region between the horizons fos —7/2 is the interior of a black hole,
from where no signal can be sent to either part/of
The length of the horizon can be computed, most convenjeintlthe moment when the
two horizons coincide in the middle of the disc, which is titeation shown in figurd] 7(d).
The radial coordinate of the points where the horizon intersects with the cumess p =
tanh(u/2), which follows from (5.8) withy = +7/2 and¢ = —=/2. The physical distance
between these points is

coS ¢ = cost. (5.4)

p
/ 2 dr = 4 arctanh p = 2u. (5.5)
1—1r2

—p
So, we recover the relation between the horizon length amaniliss:. A very different way
to calculate the length of the horizon is the following. Cides any two points in anti-de-Sitter
space, and the corresponding matrix representatiogsc SL(2). If there is a geodesic joining
the two points, and only then the distance is defined, theme tlsealso a geodesic on the group
manifold. Assume that this geodesic is spacelike. Theteeis & unit spacelike vectar € s((2)
such thaty = x ¢*™ for some positives € R. This s is the proper length of the geodesic joining
x andy. Itis related to the matrices andy by

% Tr(z ly) = coshs. (5.6)

For a timelike distance, we have the same formula witth replaced byos. Now, consider
two corresponding point&, r, ) € vy and(t,r,—p) € v_, and their matrix representations

(6-2). Using the formulag (1]13), we find that

%Tr(v__l'mr) = 1+ 2sin%p (

271 \2
= 742) . (5.7)
This formula can be used to compute the horizon length atiemgy/tt What we need to do is to
insert the coordinates of the intersection of the curl/e®) (®ith the horizon [(5]4). The angular
coordinate can be found by dividing the two equations andgusome trigonometric identities,
which gives

(1 — cos(2t)) (cosh(2u) — 1)

tanp = tant tanhpy = 2sin’p =
alt = tant tani Sy cosh(2u) + cos(2t)

(5.8)
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For the radial coordinate, we take the sum of the squaresdfib equations, and what we get
is

(5.9)

2r )2 _cosh(2pu) + cos(2t)

2r 2 2 2
( )_smttanh,u—l—cost = (1—r2 1 — cos(2t)

1+1r2

If we insert this into[(5]7), the time dependence drops aud,\ehat remains igosh(2s). This
implies that the length of the horizon is indeed independétitne, and equal t@p.

Infalling particles

Let us now put in the particles. We can do this once again bynguand gluing, but this time
we start from the BTZ black hole instead of empty anti-deeBispace. We should expect that
the particles somehow cut away the second exterior regidnatso the white hole, because
these regions of spacetime did not occur in the previousoseclf the particles are falling in
from, say, the right exterior region, then it must be thisoaghat remains. As an ansatz, let us
assume, again motivated by the symmetry of the picture athatof the particles, say, number
two, is moving on the horizontal axis from the right to theletering from7 att = —n /2.

Its holonomy is then given by

Uz =1+ tanes (")’0 - ‘)’1) (5.10)

Note that this is the same as the holonomy of the second lgairi¢3.]), so we can later apply
some of the results from sectifj 3. The parametés determined by the following condition.
The holonomyu; of the other particle must be lightlike as well, and the peidaf the two
holonomies must b&. This gives a relation between andu, namely

I Tr(uy) = 3 Tr(uuy ') =sinhp taney +coshp=1 = taney = coth(p/2). (5.11)

There are then two possible choices 4ar, depending again on the order in which the product
is taken. If we make the ansatz

uir =1+ tane; (o — v(£0)) (5.12)
and then solve the equations
Ui_ Uy = U, U U1+ = U, (5.13)

we find that the parametefsande¢;, specifying the direction and the energy of particle one,
have to be chosen such that

sin § = tanh p, tan e; = cosh pu coth(p/2). (5.14)
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But what does it mean that there are two possible choicefiéondlonomyu;? The answer is
actually quite simple. Consider the corresponding worid in the BTZ black hole spacetime,
for —m/2 < t < 0. Itis the light ray defined by = —tan(¢/2) andy = 46, depending
on which sign we choose ifi (5]12). As can be easily checkeshetiworld lines lie entirely
inside the surfaces,, as defined in[(5]3). They represent the same world line usecthe two
surfaces are identified.

The resulting positions of the two particles as a functiotim& are shown in figurg 8(b—e).
Particle one is always sitting at the intersection of thevesioL with the diameter of the disc
pointing into the angular directioftf. Particle two is moving on the horizontal diameter. Both
are at the same distange= — tan(¢/2) from the center. They both enter fraghatt = —7/2,
and they collide in the center of the disctat= 0. To find the wedges that the particles are
cutting out from space, let us first consider particle twojalths the same as the one already
considered in sectidn 3. There, we found that the wedge isdmmliby the curve$ (3.8),

wy % sin(ea £ ) = —sint sin es. (5.15)
Now, everything fits together very nicely. If we insert= — tan(¢/2) ande = +6 into these
equation, we find that the world line of particle one also lieside the surfaces.. Hence,
particle one always sits exactly at the intersection of theve&swy andv4, andw4 is the
geodesic that joins the two particles. If we cut out the wedbieh is bounded by, andw_,
the space manifold becomes the shaded region shown in figi¥et8 that it is now the wedge
in front of the particle that is cut out, and not the one behiRdrthermore, it is not necessary
to cut out a second wedge emerging from the other particles i$already done by cutting and
gluing along the curves...

As all the identifications are provided by isometries of -al#iSitter space, namely by the
one represented by, alongw.y, and by that represented hyalong v, it follows that the
resulting spacetime has a constant negative curvaturgvelrere, expect on the world lines.
One can also check that the holonomies of the particles aredirect ones. For particle two
this is obvious, because in its neighbourhood spacetimeslegactly like the one considered
previously in figure[]3 of]5. To transport a particle aroundtiper one, we have to pass it
once fromv_ to v, which gives a Lorentz transformatian and then fromw to w_, which
contributes with a factofz;~! to the holonomy. The order in which the two factors have to
be multiplied depends on whether we start in the neighbagdhaf the upper or the lower
representation of particle one on figlile 8. In any case, wediredof the holonomies, ; or
u,_, obeying [5.1B).

What is then still missing is the continuation of spacetiméne past, fot < —x/2. Atthe
moment when the particles enter, the space manifold is theeshregion of figurg] 8(b). This
has the same shape as the one in figlire 3(d), which remairexdaadingle massless particle
has passed through. Here, we have the reverse situatios.thHé ispace manifold before the
particles enters. The fact that there are actually two gdagtientering at the same time does not
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Figure 8: The BTZ black hole with infalling particles

make any difference, at least not at this moment, becaubepbaticles are still outside the disc.
We can continue to the past in the same way as we continuee taititre in figurd 3. We let
the curvesw, evolve further, according tg (5]15), and define the spacefoidrio consist of
the two partly overlapping shaded regions of figfjre 8(a)edltogether along their boundaries.
From sectiorf]2 we know that this provides a skew foliationrif-de-Sitter space.

All together, we have the same scenario as in the previouBseexcept that the coordi-
nates are slightly different. For< —x /2, we have an empty anti-de-Sitter spacet At —m /2,
two particles enter frony. Shortly after that, in figurf] 8(c), there is still no horiztecause the
BTZ horizon lies still outside the shaded region. In fig[jrd)8bne particle has fallen behind
the horizon, but the other particle is still outside. Thedim when the horizon emerges at the
position of the first particle can be found by setting= — tan(¢/2) andy = ¢ in (6.4). The
result is thattan 71 = — cosh u. After that, the horizon has the shape of a closed loop with
a cusp, pointing towards the second particle. It is growingll the second particle also falls
behind it atr, = —7 /4, and thereafter the exterior region shown in figlre 8(e) $oekactly
like one of the exterior regions of the matter free BTZ blaoketin figure[y.

Finally, the particles collide at = 0, inside the black hole, creating the future singularity,
which is shown in figurg] 8(f). It extends from the point of ésithn in the center of the disc to
J . This is what remains from the space manifold. In contragiiéosingularity in figurg]7(f), it
is a half line only. It is the same spacelike geodesic as tkeoonwhich the joint particle moves
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in figure [B(d—f). The only difference is that now, in the restnfie of the black hole, it entirely
lies inside the disc of constant timetat= 0. Therefore, we do not see the tachyonic particle
moving. Its world line is just there at one moment of time. Bitheless, the end point of the
line on 7 is still thelast pointon 7, and the horizon is the backward light cone of this point.
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