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Abstract

Recently, black hole and brane production at CERN’s Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
has been widely discussed. We suggest that there is a possibility to test causality at
the LHC. We argue that if the scale of quantum gravity is of the order of few TeVs,
proton-proton collisions at the LHC could lead to the formation of time machines
(spacetime regions with closed timelike curves) which violate causality. One model for
the time machine is a traversable wormhole. We argue that the traversable wormhole
production cross section at the LHC is of the same order as the cross section for the
black hole production. Traversable wormholes assume violation of the null energy
condition (NEC) and an exotic matter similar to the dark energy is required. Decay of
the wormholes/time machines and signatures of time machine events at the LHC are
discussed.
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"It’s against reason,” said Filby.
"What reason?” said the Time Traveller.
H.G. Wells, ”The Time Machine”

1 Introduction

Causality is one of fundamental physical principles. We suggest in this note that there is a
possibility to test causality in experiments at CERN’s Large Hadron Collider (LHC). This
is related with a possibility of wormhole production in proton-proton collisions at the LHC.
The wormholes contain small spacetime regions with closed timelike curves (CTC) which
violate the standard causality condition.

A possibility of production in ultra-relativistic particle collisions of some objects related
with a non-trivial space-time structure is one of long-standing theoretical questions. One of
such particular objects is a black hole. Gravitational radiation in collision of two classical
ultrarelativistic black holes was considered by D’Eath and Payne [I] and the mass of the
assumed final black hole is estimated.

In general relativity there is Thorn’s hoop conjecture which says that black holes form
when, and only when, a mass M gets compacted into a region whose circumference in every
direction is C < 4nGM [2]. The area of the corresponding disk is

wrg = 4rG*M? ~ s/ Mp, (1)

which gives a rough estimate for the classical geometrical cross-section for black hole produc-
tion. Here G is the Newton constant, Mp, = 1/ VG is the Planck mass and s is the square
of the center of mass energy of colliding particles.

A conjecture that in string theory and in quantum gravity at energies much higher than
the Planck mass black hole production emerges has been made in [3,4]. It has been proposed
to use the Aichelburg-Sexl shock wave metrics to describe ultra-relativistic particles. Under
collision of these waves one can expect a production of black holes.

To speak on the production of black holes in quantum theory one should have a notion of
a quantum black hole as a state (pure or mixed) in some Hilbert space. We have to compute
the transition amplitude from a quantum state describing two particles to a quantum state
describing quantum black holes. A quantum gravity approach to this problem is discussed
in [5]. One considers the kernel of the transition amplitude

(W SN S = / exp{%S[g, BV DgDD )

between configurations of the three-metric hj; and fields ¢’ on an initial spacelike surface
¥ and a configuration hj; and ¢"” on a final surface ¥". In (2)) the integral is over all four-
geometries g,,, including summation over different topologies, and field configurations ®,
which match given values on the space-like surfaces ¥/ and X7, i.e. @y = ¢/, g|lg = I
and @[y = ¢”, gls» = h”. This formula assumes the Wheeler-de Witt formalism [20], for a
recent review see [0].



To get the transition amplitude between two particles and a black hole, or a wormhole
one has to integrate the kernel (2) with the wave function Wy [h/, ¢'] describing two particles
and the wave function Ws»[h”, ¢"] describing black hole or wormhole. An expression for the
wave function of the ground state of a black hole is considered in [7].

In the case of a semiclassical description of black holes production from particles [5] a
leading contribution comes from ¥’ being a partial Cauchy surface with asymptotically simple
past in a strongly asymptotically predictable space-time and " being a partial Cauchy
surface containing black hole(s), i.e. ¥” — J~(7 ") is non empty where J~ (7 ) is the causal
past of future null infinity, see [§].

A possible scenario for creation of black holes by using classical solutions of the Einstein
equations has been proposed in [5]. In this scenario it is supposed that ultra-relativistic
particles are represented by plane gravitational waves, which interacting collide and produce
a black hole. A duality between plane gravitational waves and black holes is used. Trans-
Planckian collisions in standard quantum gravity have inaccessible energy scale and cannot
be realized in usual conditions. However if the fundamental Planck scale of quantum gravity
is of the order of few TeVs [9] then one can argue that there is an exciting possibility
of production of black holes, branes, and Kaluza-Klein modes from the extra dimensions
in proton-proton collisions at CERN’s Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [10, 1T, 12} 13 [14].
The cross section for creation of a black hole or brane with radius ry was postulated to be
approximately equal to the geometrical cross section 77y [12] as in the hoop conjecture (TI).
The Schwarzschild radius of a 44+n dimensional black hole of mass M = /s is approximately,

ro ~ Mg (s/M2,,) T . (3)

Here My, is the 4+ n dimensional Planck mass and the 4 dimensional Planck mass is given
by

Mg, ~ Vo, M, (4)
where V,, is the volume of the extra dimensions.

This process can be achieved by scattering of two partons with the center of mass energy
V/s larger than M and impact parameter smaller than ry. For a discussion of different
viewpoints see [15] [16].

D’Eath and Payne [1] have studied the problem of classical collision with zero impact
parameter and shown that a closed trapped surface forms. This analysis was extended to a
nonzero impact parameter by Eardley and Giddings [13]. The Aichelburg-Sexl solution has

the form
ds* = —dudv + dz™ + p(z")d(u)du?, (5)

where ¢ depends only on the transverse coordinates x'. A marginally trapped surface is
constructed in the union of two incoming null hypersurfaces by solving a constraint problem
for the Dirichlet Green’s function.

In this note we consider a possibility of production of time machines at the LHC. In
general relativity a timelike curve in space-time represents a possible path of an object or an
observer. Normally such a curve will run from past to future, but in some space-times the
curves can intersect themselves, giving a closed timelike curve (CTC) which is interpreted
as a time machine. It suggests the possibility of time-travel with its well known paradoxes.



There are many solutions of the Einstein equations with CTCs. A list of such solutions
includes Godel’s solution [I7], van Stockum and Tipler cylinders [18], Kerr and Kerr-Newman
solutions [§], Gott’s time machine [I9], Wheeler wormholes (space-time foam) [20], Morris-
Thorne traversable wormholes [21], and Ori’s dust asymptotically-flat space-time [22], see
[23, 24] for a review. Chronology protection in AdS/CFT is considered in [25]. Gddel
universes also appear in string theory and they are T-dual to pp-waves [26]. Euclidean
wormbholes are discussed in [28, 29]. Higher dimensional wormholes are considered in [30, 31].

A wormhole forms a handle-like geometry, whose two mouths join different regions of
spacetime. If the wormhole is traversed from mouth to mouth, it acts as a time machine
allowing one to travel into the past or into the future.

Violation of normal chronology is so objectionable an occurrence that any such solution
could be rejected as unphysical. However, the Einstein equations are local equations and
therefore one has to impose additional principles to preserve chronology. There are long
debate concerning such principles [18], 23], [36] [37, [38] 140, [41]. In particular, in [36] it was
shown that acausal CTC in Gott‘s universe cannot be realized by physical, timelike, sources.

An attempt to save causality and exclude CTCs from general relativity is Hawking’s
”chronology protection conjecture” which asserts that the law of physics do not allow the
appearance of CTC [37]. However, there are not enough convincing arguments for this
conjecture. Indeed, it was suggested that divergences in the energy-momentum tensor occur
when one has closed causal curves. These divergences may create spacetime singularities
which prevent one from traveling through to the region of closed timelike curves. However,
it might be that quantum gravitational effects may smear out the divergences. Moreover, if
one believes that there exists a full theory of quantum gravity, then chronology protection
should be settled by using this theory [38].

Whether the chronology protection conjecture can be derived from the known physics
laws or it is an independent postulate is still an open question. In this note we suggest to
test it in experiments at the LHC.

Note that the CTC problem probably is related with the irreversibility problem well
known in statistical physics. For a discussion of the black hole information paradox see [39]
where it is explained that the black hole information paradox is a particular case of the
irreversibility problem which is not solved not only for black hole but even for the usual
black body.

2 Traversable Wormbholes and NEC

The four-dimensional spacetime metric representing a spherically symmetric and static worm-
hole is given by [21], 23]

dr?
L—f(r)/r
Here ®(r) is designated the redshift function and f(r) is denominated the shape function.

The radial coordinate r varies from r = rq corresponding to the wormhole throat, f(r¢) = ro,
to some R. The redshift function supposed to be finite, i.e. the event horizon is absent for

ds? = —e2*M g2 1 + 72(d6* + sin? 0d¢?) . (6)



r, < r < R and the shape function should satisfy the following inequality f'r — f < 0.
For asymptotically flat wormholes R = oco. Wormholes with a cosmological constant are
considered in [24].

As it is well known traversable wormholes exist only for NEC violating stress energy
tensors [2I]. According to the NEC [§] the stress energy tensor T}, has to satisfy the
requirement 7, k*k” > 0, where £ is a null vector, £”k, = 0. Using the Einstein field
equations, G, = MgllTH,,, one obtains [2I] the following expression for the sum of the
energy density p(r) and the radial pressure p,(r)

) +er) = - (f'r‘f+z(1_i) 9) |

73 r)or

We see that the embedding condition together with the requirement of finiteness of the
redshift function lead to the NEC violation on the wormhole throat.

Several scenario of the NEC violating have been considered in recent years. Generally
speaking the NEC violating means unstability. But this is true only under special assump-
tions. There are examples of stable effective theories where the NEC is violated [27]. In these
particular cases the Lorentz invariance is broken and superluminal modes are present. Typ-
ical features of NEC violating effective theories is a presence of higher derivative terms and
also superluminal modes. Gravitational Lorentz violation and superluminality take place
also for wormhole solutions in Euclidean AdS gravity [29]. Note that traversable wormholes
may be also supported by the dark energy (see for example [42] 43] and refs therein) with
the equation of state parameter w < —1 [35].

In the brane world scenario, where the Universe is considered as a 3-brane embedded
in a D-dimensional bulk, the four-dimensional Einstein field equations contain the effective
four-dimensional stress energy tensor,

G = ijllTﬁf' (7)

T ﬁf is a sum of the stress energy tensor of a matter confined on the brane, 7, and cor-
rection terms that arise from a projection of the D-dimensional Einstein equation to the
four-dimensional space-time. It is possible that T’ ﬁf supported the four-dimensional whorm-
hole solution violates the NEC meanwhile 7, does not violate the NEC.

In the simplest brane world scenario where the Universe is considered as a 3-brane em-
bedded in a five-dimensional bulk these correction terms can be written explicitly [33] [34],

6

T;jf = T+ —M4)\H“” — B, (8)
1 1 1 1

O, = —TT, —-TwT*+ =g,u,|Ths T — =T? 9

22 12 M 4 2 v + SgM [ B 3 ]7 ( )

E;w = (5)Cuauﬁnanﬁa (1O>

where (5)C’ua,,ﬁ is the five-dimensional Weyl tensor, «, 8 = 0,1,2,3,4 and n® is the unit
normal to the brane. These formulas give the following relation between pf + p¢f and p+ p,

1 1
p°ﬁ+pﬁﬂ=p+pr—§(6+0’r)+xp(p+pr)- (11)



Here p(r) and p,(r) are the energy density and the radial pressure of the matter confined on
the brane, € and o, are diagonal components of the projected Weyl tensor diagle(r), o,.(r),
o(r), oi(r)]. Now to have a wormhole one has to provide the condition

87r(p+pr)(1+%) <€e+o,. (12)

As comparing with four-dimensional wormholes we see a softening of the energy condition.
This relaxed condition appears due to corrections from the Weyl tensor in the bulk (compare
with the NEC violation from the string field non-local action [42, 43]). For some particular
examples it is possible to show that the four-dimensional effective stress energy tensor violates
the NEC meanwhile the total five-dimensional stress energy tensor does respect the NEC
[31]. We do not present here higher-dimensional solutions corresponding to wormholes on
3-brane. This is a subject of recent studies, see ref.[30, BI]. It would be interesting to find
the wormhole solutions in the context of intersecting D5-branes related with the Standard
model [44]. For a general class of solutions one expects the following dependence of the
radius of the throat or mouth 7y from the mass

n= D (32 (13

This formula is similar to the formula for the Schwarzschild radius for the D-dimensional
Schwarzschild solution:

ds? = —(1 — (C)P=3)d2 + (1 — (2)P=3)"1ar? 4 12403, (14)

T r

where the Schwarzschild radius r; is related to the mass of the black hole by the relation

1 M “bh 1
Ts = ’ybh(D)M—D (le) s abh = m, (15)

where y,, (D) = 1/y/m(ZE=2N1/(D=3) " Let us note that for solution (B) the radius of the
throat 7y is larger than the Schwarzschild radius: ro > 7.

3 Wormbhole Production at Accelerators

To compute the wormhole production cross section we can follow the approach for compu-
tation of the black hole production cross section [10, 11} 12, 13, 14]. The wormhole cross
section is found from the partonic cross section for partons ¢ and j to form a wormhole:

Oppn(s ZLM/—ﬁLﬁWWW@ (16)

Here /s is the center of mass energy, x and 7/ are the parton momentum fractions, and f;
are the parton distribution functions. The parameter 7, = M2, /s where M,,;, corresponds
to the minimum mass for a valid wormhole description. f; are the Parton Distribution

6



Functions (PDFs), (we suppress here transfer momenta). This formula is the same as the
formula for black hole production, the difference being only in numerical factors.
The geometrical cross section of the wormhole production is

Oijwn(s) = TF(V/s/Mp)rg(v/s, Mp) . (17)

The form factor F'(1/s/Mp) incorporates the theoretical uncertainties in description of the
process, such as the amount of the initial center mass energy that goes into the wormhole,
the distribution of wormhole masses as function of energy. These corrections are similar to
corrections in the formula for black hole production.

4 Conclusions

Causality is the fundamental physical principle. In quantum field theory causality and the
spacetime picture of the high energy scattering were considered in [45], 46, [47]. If there are
spacetime regions with CTC (time machines) then causality is violated.

In this note we suggested to test causality by using experiments at the LHC. We argued
that if one can trust the classical geometrical estimate of the cross-section for the black
hole production, if there exists an exotic matter similar to the dark energy, and if the scale
of quantum gravity is of the order of few TeVs then one can expect the production of time
machines/wormholes in the proton-proton collisions at the LHC of the same order as the cross
section for the black hole production. This would leads to violation of the standard causality
condition. Further studies of the experimental signatures of the wormhole production are
required since there are transitions between black holes and wormholes [48].

It would be interesting to explore in some details the formula (2] for the transition
amplitude between colliding quantum particles and black holes/wormholes which should be
integrated with the wave function of the wormholes.
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Note Added

After submission to the arXiv of the first version of this paper, there appeared a paper[49]
discussing possible observable traces of mini-time-machines. It seems the important question
on possible experimental signatures of time machines deserves further explorations.



References

1]

P.D. D’Eath, High-speed Black-Hole Encounters and Gravitational Radiation, Phys.Rev.D 18
(1978) 990;

P.D. D’Eath and P.N. Payne, Gravitational radiation in high speed black hole collisions. 1.
Perturbation treatment of the axisymmetric speed of light collision, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992)
658; Gravitational radiation in high speed black hole collisions. 2. Reduction to two independent
variables and calculation of the second order news function, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 675;
Gravitational radiation in high speed black hole collisions. 3. Results and conclusions, Phys.
Rev. D 46 (1992) 694.

K.S. Thorne, in: ”Magic without Magic: John Archibald Wheeler”, edited by J.Klauder
(Freeman, San Francisco, 1972), p.231.

Kouji Nakamura, Ken-ichi Nakao, Takeshi Mishima, Hoop Conjecture and Black Holes on a
Brane, arXiv:gr-qc/0302058.

C. Barrabes, V.P. Frolov, E. Lesigne, Geometric Inequalities and Trapped Surfaces in Higher
Dimensional Spacetimes, Phys.Rev. D69 (2004) 101501, arXiv:gr-qc/0402081;

J. M.M. Senovilla, A Reformulation of the Hoop Conjecture, larXiv:0709.0695.

D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni and G. Veneziano, Phys.Lett. B197(1987)81; Int.J.Mod.Phys. A3
(1988) 1615.

G. 't Hooft, Graviton dominance in ultra-high-energy scattering , Phys.Lett. B198 (1987).

I.Ya. Arefeva, K.S. Viswanathan and 1.V. Volovich, Planckian energy scattering, colliding
plane gravitational waves and black hole creation, Nucl.Phys.B452:346-368,1995, Erratum-
ibid.B462:613,1996, hep-th/9412157; On black hole creation in Planckian energy scattering,
Int.J.Mod.Phys. D5 (1996) 707, hep-th/9512170.

D. Giulini, C. Kiefer, The Canonical Approach to Quantum Gravity: General Ideas and Ge-
ometrodynamics, gr-qc/0611141.

A. Barvinski, V.P. Frolov and A. Zelnikov, it Wavefunction of a Black Hole and the Dynamical
Origin of Entropy, Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 1741, gr-qc/9404036.

S.W. Hawking and G.R.F. Ellis, The large scale structure of space-time, Cambridge University
Press, 1973.

N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G.R. Dvali, The Hierarchy Problem and New Dimen-
sions at a Millimeter, Phys.Lett. B429 (1998) 263, hep-ph/9803315;

I. Antoniadis, N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G.R. Dvali, New Dimensions at a Mil-
limeter to a Fermi and Superstrings at a TeV, Phys.Lett. B436 (1998) 257, hep-ph/9804398.

S.B. Giddings and S. Thomas, High Energy Colliders as Black Hole Factories: The End of
Short Distance Physics, Phys.Rev. D65 (2002) 056010, hep-ph/0106219.

S. Dimopoulos and G. Landsberg, Black Holes at the LHC, Phys.Rev.Lett. 87 (2001) 161602,
hep-ph/0106295.


http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0302058
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0402081
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0695
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9412157
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9512170
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0611141
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9404036
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9803315
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9804398
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106219
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106295

[12]

[14]

[16]
[17]

G.F. Giudice, R. Rattazzi and J.D. Wells, Quantum gravity and extra dimensions at high-
energy colliders, Nucl. Phys. B 544 (1999) 3, hep-ph/9811291;

T. Banks and W. Fischler, A Model for High Energy Scattering in Quantum Gravity,
hep-th/9906038;

I.Ya. Aref’eva, High-energy scattering in the brane world and black hole production,
Part.Nucl.31 (2000) 169, hep-th/9910269;

G.F. Giuduce, R. Rattazzi and J.D. Wells, Transplanckian Collisions at the LHC and Beyond,
Nucl.Phys. B630 (2002) 293, hep-ph/0112161;

A. Ringwald, H. Tu, Collider versus cosmic ray sensitivity to black hole production,
Phys.Lett.B525 (2002) 135, hep-ph/0111042;

E.J. Ahn, M. Cavaglia and A.V. Olinto, Brane Factories, Phys.Lett. B551 (2003) 1,
hep-th/0201042;

Sergey N. Solodukhin, Classical and quantum cross-section for black hole production in parti-
cle collisions, Phys.Lett. B533 (2002) 153; hep-ph/0201248.

H. Stoecker, Mini black holes in the first year of the LHC: Discovery through di-jet suppres-
sion, multiple mono-jet emission and ionizing tracks in ALICE, J.Phys.G32 (2006) S429;

B. Koch, M. Bleicher, H. Stoecker, Black Holes at LHC?, J.Phys.G34 (2007) S535,
hep-ph/0702187;

N. Kaloper, J. Terning, How Black Holes Form in High Energy Collisions, arXiv:0705.0408.
M. Cavaglia et all., Signatures of black holes at the LHC, arXiv:0707.0317.

D.M. Eardley and S. B. Giddings, Classical Black Hole Production in High-Energy Collisions,
Phys.Rev. D66 (2002) 044011, gr-qc/0201034;

H. Yoshino, Ya. Nambu, Black hole formation in the grazing collision of high-energy particles,
gr-qc/0209003;

O.1. Vasilenko, Trap surface formation in high-energy black holes collision, hep-th/0305067;
H. Yoshino and V. S. Rychkov, Improved analysis of black hole formation in high-energy
particle collisions, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 104028 ; hep-th/0503171.

M. Cavaglia, Black Hole and Brane Production in TEV Gravity: o Review, Int.J.Mod.Phys.
A18 (2003) 1843, hep-ph/0210296;

P.Kanti, Black Holes In Theories With Large Extra Dimensions: A Review, Int.J.Mod.Phys.
A19 (2004) 4899, hep-ph/0402168;

V. Cardoso, E. Berti and M. Cavaglia, What we (don’t) know about black hole formation in
high-energy collisions, Class.Quant.Grav.22:L.61-R84,2005, hep-ph/0505125.

G.L. Landsberg, Black Holes at Future Colliders and Beyond, J.Phys.G32 (2006) R337,
hep-ph /0607297;

D.M. Gingrich, Black Hole Cross Section at the LHC, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 6653,
hep-ph/0609055;

S. B. Giddings, High-energy black hole production, larXiv:0709.1107.

M.B. Voloshin, Semiclassical suppression of black hole production in particle collisions,
Phys.Lett. B518 (2001) 137, hep-ph/0107119; More remarks on suppression of large black
hole production in particle collisions, Phys.Lett. B524 (2002) 376, Erratum-ibid. B605 (2005)
426, hep-ph/0111099.

P. Mende and L. Randall, Black Holes and Quantum Gravity at the LHC, larXiv:0708.3017.
K. Godel, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21, 447 (1949).


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9811291
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906038
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910269
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112161
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201248
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0702187
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.0408
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0317
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0201034
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0209003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0305067
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503171
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210296
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402168
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505125
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607297
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0609055
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1107
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0107119
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111099
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.3017

[18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

22]

F.J. Tipler, Phys. Rev. D 9, 2203 (1974).

J.R. Gott, Closed Timelike Curves Produced By Pairs Of Moving Cosmic Strings: Ezact
Solutions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 1126 (1991).

J.A. Wheeler, Geometrodynamics, (Academic Press, New York, 1962).

M.S. Morris and K.S. Thorne, Am.J.Phys. 56, 395 (1988);
M.S. Morris, K.S. Thorne and U. Yurtsever, Phys.Rev.Lett. 61, 1446 (1989).

A. Ori, Formation of closed timelike curves in a composite vacuum/dust asymptotically-flat
spacetime, gr-qc/0701024.

M. Visser, Lorentzian Wormholes: From FEinstein to Hawking, AIP Press, USA, 1995.

J.P.S. Lemos, F.S.N. Lobo, S.Q. de Oliveira, Morris-Thorne wormholes with a cosmological
constant, Phys.Rev. D68 (2003) 064004, |gr-qc/0302049.

C.A.R. Herdeiro, Special properties of five dimensional BPS rotating black holes, Nucl. Phys.
B 582 (2000) 363, hep-th/0003063;

E.K. Boyda, S. Ganguli, P. Horava and U. Varadarajan, Holographic protection of chronology
in universes of the Godel type, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 106003, hep-th/0212087;

T. Harmark and T. Takayanagi, Supersymmetric Godel universes in string theory, Nucl.Phys.
B662 (2003) 3, hep-th/0301206;

L. Dyson, Chronology protection in string theory, JHEP 0403 (2004) 024, hep-th/0302052;
D. Astefanesei, R. B. Mann, E. Radu, Nut charged space-times and closed timelike curves on
the boundary, JHEP 0501:049,2005. e-Print: hep-th/0407110;

D. Astefanesei, R. B. Mann and E. Radu ,Breakdown of the entropy/area relationship for
NUT-charged spacetimes, Phys.Lett.B620:1-8,2005; e-Print: hep-th/0406050;

M.M. Caldarelli, D. Klemm, P.J. Silva, Chronology Protection in anti-de Sitter,
Class.Quant.Grav. 22 (2005) 3461, hep-th/0411203;

M.M. Caldarelli, Chronology Protection in AdS/CFT, hep-th/0602293.

E. G. Gimon and A. Hashimoto, Black holes in Gdédel universes and pp-waves, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 91, 021601 (2003), hep-th/0304181.

S. Dubovsky, T. Gregoire, A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, Null energy condition and superluminal
propagation, JHEP, 0603 (2006) 025, hep-th/0512260.

N. Arkani-Hamed, J. Orgera, J. Polchinski, Fuclidean Wormholes in String Theory,
arXiv:0705.2768.

R. Sundrum, Gravitational Lorentz Violation and Superluminality via AdS/CFT Duality,
arXiv:0708.1871.

A. DeBenedictis and A. Das, Higher Dimensional Wormhole Geometries with Compact Di-
mensions, lgr-qc/0207077.

10


http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0701024
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0302049
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0003063
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212087
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0301206
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0302052
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0407110
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0406050
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0411203
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0602293
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0304181
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0512260
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.2768
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.1871
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0207077

[31]

32]

33]
[34]

[40]

[41]
[42]

[45]

[46]

L.A. Anchordoqui and S.E. Perez Bergliaffa, Phys.Rev. D 62 (2000) 067502, gr-qc/0001019;
Subenoy Chakraborty, Tanwi Bandyopadhyay, Wormhole and its Analogue in Brane World ,
arxiv: 0707.1181;

F.S.N. Lobo, A general class of braneworld wormholes, Phys.Rev.D75 (2007) 064027,
qr-qc/0701133.

C. Barcel6 and M. Visser, Brane surgery: Energy conditions, traversable wormholes, and voids,
Nucl.Phys. B584, 415 (2000).

T. Shiromizu, K.I. Maeda and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 62, 024012 (2000), gr-qc/9910076.

A.N. Aliev, A.E. Gumrukcuoglu, Gravitational Field Equations on and off a 3-Brane World,
Class.Quant.Grav. 21 (2004) 5081, hep-th/0407095.

S. Sushkov, Wormhole supported by a phantom energy, Phys.Rev.D 71(2005) 043520,
qr-qc/0502084;

F.S.N. Lobo, Phantom energy traversable wormholes, Phys.Rev.D 71 (2005) 084011,
qr-qc/0502099.

S. Deser, R. Jackiw, G. 't Hooft, Physical Cosmic Strings Do Not Generate Closed Timelike
Curves, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 267 (1992);
G. 't Hooft, Causality in (2+1)-dimensional gravity, Class.Quantum Grav. 9 (1992) 1335.

S.W. Hawking, The Chronology protection conjecture, Phys.Rev. D46 (1992) 603;
S.W. Hawking, Quantum coherence and closed timelike curves, Phys.Rev. D 52 (1995) 5681
M.J.Cassidy, S.W. Hawking, Models for chronology selection, Phys.Rev. D57 (1998) 2372

M. Visser, The quantum physics of chronology protection, gr-qc/0204022.

Th.M. Nieuwenhuizen, I.V. Volovich, Role of Various Entropies in the Black Hole Information
Loss Problem , larXiv:hep-th/0507272.

R.M. Wald, The History and Present Status of Quantum Field Theory in Curved Spacetime ,
gr-qc/0608018.

B.S. Kay, Quantum field theory in curved spacetime, gr-qc/0601008.

1.Ya. Aref’eva, Nonlocal String Tachyon as a Model for Cosmological Dark Energy, AIP Conf.
Proc. 826 (2006) 301, lastro-ph/0410443.

I.Ya. Aref’eva, 1.V. Volovich, On the Null Energy Condition and Cosmology, hep-th/0612098.

D. Cremades, L.E. Ibanez and F. Marchesano, Standard model at intersecting D5-Branes:
lowering the string scale, Nucl. Phys. B643 (2002) 93; hep-th/0205074;

C. Kokorelis, Ezxact Standard model Structures from Intersecting D5-branes, Nucl. Phys. B677
(2004) 115; hep-th/0207234.

N. N. Bogoliubov, D. V. Shirkov, Introduction to the Theory of Quantized Fields , John Wiley
and Sons (1959).

V.N. Gribov, B.L. Ioffe, I.Ya. Pomeranchuk, At Which Distances Does Interaction Take Place
at High Energy?, J.Nucl.Phys. (USSR) 2 (1965) 768.

11


http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0001019
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9910076
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0407095
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0204022
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0507272
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0608018
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0601008
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0410443
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612098
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0205074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0207234

[47] N.N. Bogolyubov, A.N. Tavkhelidze, V.S. Vladimirov, On automodel asymptotics in quantum

field theory, Teor.Mat.Fiz.12 (1972) 305.

[48] Sean A. Hayward, Black holes and traversible wormholes: a synthesis, arXiv:gr-qc/0203051;

Hiroko Koyama, Sean A. Hayward, Construction and enlargement of traversable wormholes
from Schwarzschild black holes, jarXiv:gr-qc/0406113;

K.A. Bronnikov and A.A. Starobinsky, No realistic wormholes from ghost-free scalar-tensor
phantom dark energy , JETP Lett. 85 (2007) 1;

K.A. Bronnikov, M.S. Chernakova, Charged black holes and unusual wormholes in scalar-
tensor gravity, arXiv:gr-qc/0703107;

T. Damour, S.N. Solodukhin, Wormholes as Black Hole Foils, arXiv:0704.2667

S. Hyun, J. Jeong, W. Kim, J.J. Oh, Black Holes, Wormholes, and Gravitational Collapse,
arXiv:0705.2301.

V. Cardoso, P. Pani, M. Cadoni and M. Cavaglia, Ergoregion instability rules out black hole
doubles, larXiv:0709.0532.

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, T.N. Tomaras, If LHC is a Mini-Time-Machines Factory, Can We
Notice?, larXiv:0710.3395.

12


http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0203051
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0406113
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0703107
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.2667
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.2301
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0532
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3395

	Introduction
	Traversable Wormholes and NEC
	Wormhole Production at Accelerators
	Conclusions

