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A bstract

Previouspapersdealtwith the quantization ofthe Lem â�tre{Tol-

m an{Bondi(LTB)m odelforvanishing cosm ologicalconstant�.Here

weextend theanalysisto thecase�> 0.O urm ain goalisto present

solutionsoftheW heeler{DeW ittequation,togivetheirinterpretation,

and to derive Hawking radiation from them . W e restrictourselvesto

a discussion ofthose points that are di�erent from the �= 0-case.
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1 Introduction

Part ofthe research on quantum gravity consists in the attem pt to get a

possible insight into the �naltheory from concrete m odels. The sim plest

m odelsdealwith spatially hom ogeneouscosm ologicalm etricsand are typ-

ically used in quantum cosm ology. Less sim ple are m odels with spherical

sym m etry. They are used in cosm ology,too,butm ainly in the description

ofblack holes.

Here we dealwith a particular spherically-sym m etric m odel, the Le-

m â�tre{Tolm an{Bondi(LTB) m odel. It describes self-gravitating inhom o-

geneousdustand iswellunderstood attheclassicallevelwhereitism ostly

used in cosm ology [1].Thequantization ofthism odelwasattem pted in both

quantum geom etrodynam ics and loop quantum gravity. Here we restrict

ourselvesto quantum geom etrodynam ics,in which thecentralequationsare

the W heeler{DeW itt equation and the m om entum (di�eom orphism ) con-

straints[2,3].

Followingtheapplication ofcanonicalgeom etrodynam icstotheSchwarz-

schild black hole [4]and to Reissner{Nordstr�om {anti-de Sitter black holes

[5],thecanonicalform alism fortheLTB m odelwasdeveloped in [6]and then

applied to quantization in a seriesofpapers,see[7,8,9]and thereferences

therein. W hile it was not possible to construct the quantum theory for

the LTB m odelin a rigorous way,partialprogress was achieved. Am ong

theresultswastherecovery ofHawking radiation plusgreybody corrections

from exactsolutions to the W heeler{DeW itt equation and the m om entum

constraints [8,9]. They were found for the case ofvanishing cosm ological

constant� whereonly onehorizon (theblack-holehorizon)ispresent.Here

we extend the analysis to the case � > 0,where two horizons (the black-

hole and the cosm ologicalhorizon) exist. W e again m anage to �nd exact

quantum states from which the two di�erent Hawking tem peratures from

thetwo horizonscan berecovered.

Although we are m ainly interested in understanding quantum gravity,

wewanttoem phasizethatthecase�> 0�tsvery wellcurrentcosm ological

observations[10].Theanalysisfor� < 0,whereonly onehorizon ispresent,

wasperform ed in [11].

In ourpresentpaperwe shallfocuson the m ain di�erencesto the case

ofvanishing �. For m ore details on the generalform alism we refer to the

earlier papers cited above. The LTB m odelwas also addressed from the

perspectiveofloop quantum gravity [12].
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2 T he classical LT B m odel w ith positive cosm o-

logicalconstant

Since we dealwith dust,the energy{m om entum tensor is given by T�� =

�(�;�)u�u�,whereu
� = u�(�;�)isthefour-velocity vectorofa dustparticle

with propertim e�;theparam eter� labelsthevariousshellswhich together

form the dustcloud. The line elem entforthe LTB spacetim e in com oving

synchronouscoordinatesisgiven by

ds2 = � d�2 +
(@�R)

2

1+ 2E (�)
d�2 + R

2(�;�)(d�2 + sin2�d�2): (1)

Inserting thisexpression into theEinstein �eld equationsleadsto

8�G �(�;�)=
@�F

R 2@�R
(2)

and

(@�R)
2 =

F

R
+
�R 2

3
+ 2E � 1� F + 2E ; (3)

where F (�)� 2G M (�) isa non-negative function with the dim ension ofa

length,and

F � 1�
F

R
�
�R 2

3
: (4)

Thecaseofcollapseisdescribed by @�R(�;�)< 0.W esetc= 1 throughout.

Therestillexiststhe freedom to rescale theshellindex �.Thisfreedom

can berem oved by dem anding

R(0;�)= �; (5)

so that for � = 0 the labelcoordinate � is equalto the curvature radius

R.Now wecan expressthefunctionsF (�)and E (�)in term softheenergy

density � at� = 0.From (2)and (3)onegets

F (�)= 8�G

Z
�

0

�(0;~�)~�2d~� ; (6)

E (�)=
1

2
[@�R(� = 0;�)]2 �

F (�)

2�
�
��2

6
: (7)

Theinterpretation ofthesequantitiesisthatF (�)=2G � M (�)istheactive

gravitating m asswithin a � = constantshell,whileE (�)isthetotalenergy

per unit m ass within the sam e shell. The m arginally bound m odels are

de�ned by E (�)� 0.Here we considerthe generalcase,which includesthe

non-m arginalcase de�ned by E (�)6= 0.
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In orderto deriveHawking radiation,weshallconsiderthefollowing sit-

uation. W e assum e the presence ofa black hole with m assM 0 surrounded

by a gravitating dustcloud.W e assum e,m oreover,thatthetotalenergy of

the cloud issm allcom pared to the m assofthe black hole. Afterquantiza-

tion,we shall�nd exactquantum statesforthe dustcloud from which the

Hawking tem peratures willbe found. The dustcloud willplay the role of

thequantum �eldsusually em ployed in thederivation ofHawking radiation.

Ifthe dustcloud isof�nite extension,the m etric outside ofitisofthe

Schwarzschild{de Sitter(SdS)orK ottlerform ,3

ds2 = �

�

1�
2G M

R
�
�R 2

3

�

dT2

+

�

1�
2G M

R
�
�R 2

3

� �1

dR 2 + R
2d
2

; (8)

where M is the m ass ofthe black hole plus the m ass contribution ofthe

cloud. For sm allR, SdS space approxim ates Schwarzschild space, while

forlarge R and positive � itapproxim atesde Sitterspace. The black-hole

horizon R h and the cosm ologicalhorizon R c are two ofthe three zeros of

gTT in (8),see,forexam ple,[14]and [15].They are explicitly given by

R h = 3G M ‘�

�

1�

r

1�
1

‘�3

�

=
�
p
�

�

1�

r

1�
1

‘�3

�

;

R c = 3G M ‘�

�

1+

r

1�
1

‘�3

�

=
�
p
�

�

1+

r

1�
1

‘�3

�

; (9)

where ‘�1 = 3G M
p
� and � = cos(1

3
cos�1 [‘�1 ]).Thethird zero value,R n,

isnegative,R n = � Rh� Rc = � 6G M ‘� and possessesnoobviousm eaning.4

The LTB solution (1)m ustthen be m atched at the dustboundary to the

SdS solution.

In thecanonicalform alism ,thegeneralansatzforaspherically-sym m etric

line elem entreads

ds2 = � N
2dt2 + L

2(dr� N
rdt)

2
+ R

2d
2
; (10)

whereN isthelapsefunction,N r istheonly com ponentoftheshiftvector

thatsurvivesthesym m etry reduction,and d
2 = d�2+ sin2�d�2 istheline

elem enton the unittwo-sphere.

3See,forexam ple,[13]fora detailed discussion ofthism etric.
4
Itm ustbe assum ed here thatthe black-hole horizon issm allerthan thecosm ological

horizon, R h < R c,which m eans that ‘
� 1

< 1. This is wellsatis�ed in our Universe:

Inserting for M the m ass ofthe superm assive black hole in the quasar O J287,which is

presently the biggest known superm assive black hole,with M � 1:8� 10
10
M � [16],and

for� the value following from 
 � � 0:726 [10],we get‘
� 1

� 9� 10
� 11

.The value ‘= 1

would correspond totheNariaim etricforwhich both areasarethesam ebutareseparated

by a �niteproperdistance.(See[17]fora discussion oftheNariaim etricand a reprintof

Nariai’soriginalpapers.)
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Inserting the ansatz (10) into the ADM form ofthe Einstein{Hilbert

action,we obtain thegravitationalpartofthe action,

S
g =

Z

dt

Z
1

0

dr

�

PL
_L + PR

_R � N H
g
� N

r
H
g
r

�

+ S@� ; (11)

wheretheHam iltonian and thedi�eom orphism (m om entum )constraintare

given by

H
g = � G

�
PLPR

R
�
LP 2

L

2R 2

�

+
1

G

�

�
L

2
�
R 02

2L
+

�
RR 0

L

�
0

+
�R 2L

2

�

; (12)

H
g
r = R

0
PR � LP

0

L ; (13)

respectively (a prim edenotesa derivativewith respectto r).Theboundary

action S@� willbediscussed below.

The totalaction is the sum of (11) and an action Sd describing the

dust. The canonicalform alism for the latter was developed in [18]. The

dustaction reads

S
d =

Z

dt

Z
1

0

dr

�

P� _� � N H
d
� N

r
H
d
r

�

; (14)

wherethecontributionsto theHam iltonian and m om entum constraintsare

H
d = P�

s

1+
�0
2

L2
and H

d
r = �

0
P� : (15)

Itisduetothisrelatively sim pleform ofthedustaction thatexactquantum

states can be found below. The fullconstraints are then the sum ofthe

gravitationaland the m atter(dust)constraints.

The generalansatz ofthe m etric (10) should,ofcourse,correspond to

the LTB m etric (1). Thisleadsto a couple ofrelationsthatare analogous

to thosederived in [7],exceptthatF isnow given by (4).O necan express,

in particular,the variablesE ,F ,and �,which com pletely characterize the

collapse ofthe dustcloud,in term softhe canonicalvariables.

W hataboutthe boundary action S@� in (11)? In principle,we have to

considertwo boundaries. The �rstboundary isatthe centre ofsym m etry

forthedustcloud,thesecond eitheratspatialin�nity oratanotherchosen

end ofthe spatialhypersurfaces. As for the inner boundary,the e�ect of

a positive cosm ologicalconstant com pared to a vanishing or negative � is

there negligible,because its e�ects are felt only at cosm ologicaldistances.

W e can thus em ploy the boundary action used previously,cf. [9]. It was

found thatthefollowingterm m ustbeadded tocom pensateacorresponding

term thatarisesfrom variation ofthe action and partialintegration:

S@� =

Z

@�

dtN 0(t)M 0(t); (16)
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where N 0 isthe lapse function atr = 0,and M 0 = F (0)=2G isthe m assof

theblack holeatthecentre.Ifthiscom pensation werenotm ade,onewould

conclude that a variation ofN 0 leads to vanishing black-hole m ass,which

would certainly notbe desirable.Such argum entswere already used in the

geom etrodynam icsofthepureSchwarzschild black hole [4].

The choice ofthe second boundary islessobvious. Since the spacetim e

here is asym ptotically de Sitter,the spatialsections are no longer asym p-

totically 
at.Thisleadsbasically to two options.O neoption isto choosea

spacelike hypersurface thatapproachesthe spacelike in�nity in SdS space-

tim e.Hereonem ustbecarefuland avoid r to becom etim elike.Thisis,for

exam ple,achieved ifweem ploy coordinatessuch asthePainlev�e{G ullstrand

coordinatesused in [19]which are,in fact,close to the coordinatesthatwe

usebelow tosim plify theconstraints.Anotheroption istousethecosm olog-

icalhorizon as the second boundary. Thiswould correspond to the choice

frequently m ade in black-hole papers where the bifurcation sphere ofthe

horizon isem ployed astheinnerboundary,see,forexam ple,[5]and [20].It

willalso beourchoice here.

W e thusconsiderthe case wherethe cosm ologicalhorizon isthe second

boundary.Thesituation isthen analogousto thecasesconsidered in [5]and

[20]. W e choose r = 0 to representthe centre ofthe cloud and letr ! 1

at the cosm ologicalhorizon. This is possible ifwe sm oothly m atch r to

the tortoise coordinate R �,de�ned by dR � = F �1 dr,at the cosm ological

horizon.Thetim eparam etertischosen equalto theK illing tim eT.Letus

now turn to thefall-o� conditions.AsforL,we choose

L(t;r)=
L0(t)

r3
+ O

�
1

r4

�

: (17)

L tends to zero near the cosm ological horizon, where r goes to in�nity.

This is required, since it is equalto the tortoise coordinate there. It is

proportionalto 1=r3,which guaranteesthatthedistanceto thehorizon will

be�nite.AsforR,we choose

R(t;r)= R c�
R 1

r2
+
R 2(t)

r3
+ O

�
1

r4

�

: (18)

Forthe rem aining variableswe im pose

N (t;r)=
N 0(t)

r2
+ O

�
1

r3

�

; N
r = O

�
1

r

�

; (19)

and

PL = O

�
1

r

�

; PR = O

�
1

r

�

: (20)

Thesefall-o�sareconsistentwith theequationsofm otion and theconstraint.

They also guarantee that the boundary term at the cosm ologicalhorizon

vanishes.
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O necould now startwith thequantization of(12),(13),and (14).How-

ever,thisturnsouttobetoocom plicated.O nethusperform s�rstaclassical

sim pli�cation ofthe constraintsin orderto renderthem m anageable. This

is achieved by introducing new variables and appropriate canonicaltrans-

form ations [6,7]. In this way,the variable � � F0 and its m om entum P�

are introduced as new canonical variables; this choice is also convenient

because one thereby absorbs a certain boundary term [7]. Using then the

m om entum constraintsto elim inate P� and squaring the ensuing Ham ilton

constraint,one arrives at the following �nalform ofthe constraints: The

fullHam iltonian constraintreads

H = P
2
� + F P

2
R �

�2

4G 2F
� 0 ; (21)

whilethe fullm om entum constraintreads

H r = R
0
PR � �P0� + �

0
P� � 0 : (22)

Thisistheform oftheconstraintssuitableforquantization.Strictly speak-

ing,re-de�ning theconstraintsispartofthevery de�nition ofquantization.

Therearem any caseswheretheclassicalconstraintsaretransform ed into a

m anageable form by canonicaltransform ations,see,forexam ple,[21].

W enotethatbecauseoftheinvolved squaringthenew Ham iltonian con-

straint(21)hasacquired thedim ension (m ass/length)2.W eem phasizethat

theonly di�erencescom pared totheearlierpapersdealingwith non-positive

� lie so farin the de�nition ofF according to (4).W e also em phasize that

through thesem anipulationsthekineticterm in theHam iltonian constraint

isnolongerhyperbolic,in contrasttotheoriginalform (12).M oreprecisely,

it is hyperbolic inside the black-hole horizon and outside the cosm ological

horizon,and itiselliptic between the horizons.5 A sim ilarobservation was

m ade for the Reissner{Nordstr�om black hole already in [22].6 This gives

furthersupportforchoosing a hypersurface thatextendsfrom one horizon

to the other. W e �nally note that the gravitationalconstant G occurs in

(21)in the sam e way asin the usualHam iltonian constraintwithoutm at-

ter;thism ay beofrelevanceforsem iclassicalapproxim ation schem esin the

quantum theory [2].

The SdS spacetim e is static only in between the two horizons. It thus

m akessenseto talk abouta K illing tim e,T,only in thisregion.In previous

5
O ne m ightthink thatthischange ofsign isrelated to the factthatthe m etric in the

interiorofthehorizon can becom e\cosm ological",asithappense.g.fortheSchwarzschild

black hole where the inside m etric isofthe K antowski{Sachsform .Thisis,however,not

thecase.The equation F = 0 isa condition foran apparenthorizon,and thesign change

happensalso forthe non-static case where the interiorisnot\cosm ological".
6
It is interesting to note that the Einstein equations for regular axisym m etric and

stationary black holessurrounded by m atterarealso ellipticin theexteriorand hyperbolic

in the interiorofthe hole [23].
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papersitwasshown thatT = 2P� and that

T = a� �

Z

dR

p
1� F a2

F
; (23)

where a � 1=
p
1+ 2E ;the plus sign in (23) holds for an expanding,the

m inussign fora collapsing dustcloud.(Thisinterpretation com esfrom the

sim ilarity ofthecoordinates(�;R)with thePainlev�e{G ullstrand coordinates

fora Schwarzschild black hole [24].) Itisstraightforward to show thatthe

sam e relation also holdsin ourcase,taking into accountthe new de�nition

for F . Strictly speaking, one can talk about a K illing tim e only in the

absenceofthedustcloud,wherethespacetim e isofSdS form .However,as

in the previouspapers,one can approxim ately continue to interpretT asa

K illing tim e,because we considerthe dustonly asa sm allperturbation to

theSdS spacetim e.

3 Q uantization

W e now turn to quantization. Applying the form alDirac procedure,we

replace the m om enta by functionalderivatives with respect to the corre-

sponding con�guration variables.From theHam iltonian constraint(21)we

getthe W heeler{DeW ittequation,

"

� G
2
~
2

 
�2

��(r)2
+ F

�2

�R(r)2
+ A(R;F )�(0)

�

�R(r)

+ B (R;F )�(0)2

!

�
�2

4F

#

	[�(r);R(r);�(r)]= 0 :

(24)

Here,A and B are sm ooth functions ofR and F ,which encapsulate the

factor-ordering am biguities. The factor-ordering problem isa fundam ental

problem thatcan only bedealtwith afterasuitableregularization procedure

has been invoked. A generaltreatm ent is beyond the scope ofour paper.

To im plem ent the factor-ordering am biguities at a form allevel, we have

introduced form alfactorsof�(0)into the equation. The reason isthatthe

equation can then be put onto a lattice and the continuum lim it can be

perform ed [7]. This corresponds to a particular regularization procedure

thatallowsthepresentation ofthe solutionsbelow.

From (22)one getsthequantum m om entum constraint

�

�
0

�

��(r)
+ R

0
�

�R(r)
� �

�
�

��(r)

�
0
�

	[�(r);R(r);�(r)]= 0 : (25)

Both equations,(24)and (25),can beputon thelattice and a specialclass

ofexact solutions can be found [7]. In the continuum lim it,this class of
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solutionsreads

	[�(r);R(r);�(r)]=

exp

 

�
i

2G ~

Z

dr �

"

a� +

Z R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

#!

: (26)

(In theearlierpapers,a m oregeneralsolution with an unspeci�ed constant

bwasused [7];forsim plicity,wesethereb= 0.) Them om entum constraint

(25)issolved by any state ofthe form exp
�
i=(2G ~)

R
dr �W

�
,where W is

a sm ooth function ofR and �. The W heeler{DeW itt equation,however,

is only solved for a particular factor ordering. G eneralizing the treatm ent

presented in [7]to �6= 0,one m ustchoose in (24)B = 0 and

A =
1

2

�
F

R 2
�
2�R

3

�
2� a2F

1� a2F
: (27)

This m eans that � does not only enter the de�nition ofF ,but also the

chosen factorordering.Exactsolutionsforthe quantum statescan only be

found for this special�-dependent choice ofA. This is certainly a weak

pointofourapproach,becausethereshould bea�xed factororderingatthe

fundam entallevel.Nevertheless,thischoiceforA givesustheopportunityto

have exactsolutionsatourdisposal.M oreover,atthe sem iclassicallevelof

W K B states,thefactororderingisirrelevant,and thecalculation ofHawking

radiation below isan e�ectthatoccursatthe W K B level[25].In fact,one

can use a sem iclassicalexpansion schem e instead ofthe exact solutions to

derive Hawking radiation and quantum gravitationalcorrections[26].

4 H aw king radiation

Let us now turn to the calculation ofHawking radiation. The idea is to

rem ain as close as possible to Hawking’s originalderivation in [27],butto

transferthisidea to solutionsoftheW heeler{DeW ittequation and them o-

m entum constraints,which are fullquantum gravitationalstates. Because

theW heeler{DeW ittequation (24)containssecond derivativeswith respect

to the dusttim e � (which isa consequence ofsquaring the Ham iltonian at

the classicallevel),we can de�ne states ofpositive and negative frequency

with respectto �. Thisiscrucialforourdiscussion. The situation isthus

analogoustotheK lein{G ordon equation,wherepositivefrequencyisde�ned

by a m inus sign in the phase,exp(� iE t=~),and correspondingly negative

frequency by a positive sign.

Forthe state with positive frequency we thusgetfrom (26),

	 + [�(r);R(r);�(r)]=

exp

 

�
i

2G ~

Z

dr �

"

a� +

Z
R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

#!

; (28)
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whileforthe state with negative energy we have

	 � [�(r);R(r);�(r)]=

exp

 

i

2G ~

Z

dr �

"

a� +

Z
R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

#!

: (29)

In Hawking’scalculation in [27],the Bogolyubov coe�cient �,which gives

the negative-frequency partofthe tim e-developed originalstate with posi-

tive frequency,plays a centralrole. Here,the role ofthe quantum m atter

�eld in [27]is played by the dust. W e thus de�ne Hawking radiation for

the black-hole case as the overlap between an \outgoing dust state" with

negativeenergy and an \ingoing duststate" with positiveenergy.Sincethe

interpretation ofthesestatesism adewith respectto an observerin theSdS

spacetim e using the K illing tim e T,we have to substitute the dusttim e by

T according to (23). Taking the corresponding signs in (23) into account,

we have then to calculate the overlap between

	 �

e = exp

�
i

2G ~

Z

dr �T

�

; (30)

which isactually independentofR,and

	 +
c = exp

 

�
i

2G ~

Z

dr �T �
i

G ~

Z

dr�

Z R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

!

; (31)

wheretheindex e(c)denotes\expanding" (\collapsing").

Forthe cosm ologicalhorizon,the situation isjustthe opposite because

the Hawking radiation isnow incom ing from the horizon.W e thushave to

calculate theoverlap between the \ingoing negative-energy state"

	 �

c = exp

 

i

2G ~

Z

dr �T +
i

G ~

Z

dr�

Z
R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

!

(32)

and the\outgoing positive-energy state"

	 +
e = exp

�

�
i

2G ~

Z

dr �T

�

: (33)

In orderto calculate the overlap between the quantum states (30)and

(31),or between (32) and (33), we need a Hilbert space. As far as full

quantum gravity is concerned, this is an open issue [2]. In the present

case,however,a naturalcandidate is present [25,8]. W e can choose the

standard Schr�odinger inner product with respect to constant tim e and R

asthe integration variable. The integration range issupposed to run from

theblack-hole horizon,R h,to the cosm ologicalhorizon,R c.Thisisfurther
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m otivated by the fact that our hypersurface lies between the horizons;as

we have already noted,in thisregion the kinetic term in (21)iselliptic.

Addressing �rstthe cosm ologicalhorizon,we have forthe desired over-

lap between ingoingnegative-energy and outgoing positive-energy statesthe

expression

h	 �

c j	
+
e i�

Z R c

R h

dR
p
gR R 	

��

c 	 +
e : (34)

Here,gR R is the RR-com ponent ofthe DeW itt m etric,as it can be read

o� (21)whereitsinverse isthe prefactoroftheterm P 2
R
,and we thushave

gR R = F �1 .7

Thereis,however,onefurtherpointto consider.Sinceweareinterested

in an observer far away from the dust cloud,for whom the K illing tim e

T according to (23) is the appropriate tim e coordinate, we have already

rewritten the states in term sofT. Consequently,asin [25,8],we have to

evaluatealsothecom ponentgR R in thenew coordinatesystem (T;R)instead

of(�;R). Using (23),one gets
p
gR R = (aF )�1 . Thisis the expression to

beused in the calculation ofthe Bogolyubov coe�cient.

For the concrete calculation we shallwrite the fullstates as a product

ofsingle-shellstates where the radialvariable r is assum ed to consist of

discretepointsseparated by a distance�.(Thecontinuum lim itisobtained

for � ! 0.) As in [8],the Bogolyubov coe�cient � is calculated for each

shellseparately. In the discrete case, we replace � by the dim ensionless

variable 2! and indicate the dependence on ! by an index. (The factor 2

ism otivated by the factthat� = 2M 0.) W e om itthe shellindex and write

the corresponding wave functionsas !(T;R).From (34)we then de�ne�

to read

�!!0 �

Z R c

R h

dR
p
gR R 	

��

c! 	
+

e!0
: (35)

In theearlierpapers[8]and [9]wehavechosen aparticularnorm alization for

�,which wasm otivated by thenorm alization ofstatesfortheK lein{G ordon

equation. Since the fullnorm alization ofsolutionsto the W heeler{DeW itt

equation isanyway notknown,weshallleave thequestion ofnorm alization

open hereand de�ne� directly by (35).

Em ployingnow theone-shellcontributionsof(32)and (33)and inserting

7Note that this m easure is not the m easure that would render the W heeler{D eW itt

equation (24)with the factor ordering (27)Herm itean [9]. O urchoice ofthe m easure in

(34) would m ake the R -part of (24) Herm itean ifthe Laplace{Beltram ifactor ordering

were used.
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them into (35),onegetsthefollowing expression:

�!!0 =
p
1+ 2E exp

�

�
i�T

G ~
[! + !

0]

�

�

Z R c

R h

dR F
�1 exp

 

�
2i�!

G ~

Z R

dR

p
1� a2F

F

!

: (36)

W eshall�rstcalculate thecontribution to �!!0 from thecosm ologicalhori-

zon.Thiswillbeachieved through an appropriatenear-horizon approxim a-

tion,m aking thestandard assum ption thattheintegralisdom inated by the

close vicinity ofthe horizon. W e start by writing F �1 in term s ofpartial

fractions:

1

F
=

1

1� F

R
� �R 2

3

= R

�
A

R � Rc
+

B

R � Rh
+

C

R � Rn

�

: (37)

Now weintroducethevariablesbyls= R c� R sothatnearthecosm ological

horizon jsj� 1.Here,l� 1=
p
�.

Firstwe considertheterm

Z R

dR

p
1� a2F

F
=

Z s

� lds(Rc� ls)

�

�
A

ls
+

B

R c� Rh � ls
+

C

R c� Rn � ls

�

�

v
u
u
t 1�

a2

R c� ls

 

1

� A

ls
+ B

R c�R h�ls
+ C

R c�R n�ls

!

: (38)

Aftersom ecalculation,neglecting term swith a positivepowerin s,weget:

Z R

dR

p
1� a2F

F
�

Z s

ds

r

const�
1

s
� +

1

s2
A 2R 2

c ; (39)

with � = 2A2lR c +
2A B R 2

c
l

R c�R h

+
2A C R 2

c
l

R c�R n
� a2AlR c.Expanding (39)forjsj� 1

yields

Z
s

ds

r

const�
1

s
� +

1

s2
A 2R 2

c �

Z
s

ds
1

s

�

AR c�
�s

2AR c

+ O (s2)

�

� ARclnjsj�
�s

2AR c

: (40)

Inserting thisin ourintegral(36)and using

F
�1

�
AR

R � Rc
� �

AR c

ls
;
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we obtain

�!!0 = �
p
1+ 2E exp

�

� i
�T

G ~
(! + !

0)

�

AR c

�

Z
(R c�R h)=l

0

dss�2i�!A R c=G ~�1 exp

�
i�

AR c

�!s

G ~

�

: (41)

To evaluate thisintegral,we usethe form ula [28]

Z
1

0

dx x
��1

e
�(p+ iq)x = �(�)(p2 + q

2)��=2 e�i�arctan(q=p) ;

which is, in particular,applicable to the case p = 0 and 0 < Re� < 1.

(W e inserta sm allpositive value forRe�,which we letgo to zero afterthe

integration.) Then,

�!!0 = �
p
1+ 2E exp

�

� i
�T

G ~
(! + !

0)

�

AR c�

�

�

�
2i�!AR c

G ~

��

�
�!�

G ~AR c

� 2i�!A R c=G ~

e
��!A R c=G ~ : (42)

Using

�(� iy)�(iy)=
�

ysinh�y

(with realy),we get

j�!!0j
2 = �

�G ~AR c(1+ 2E )

�!

1

e�4��!A R c=G ~ � 1
(43)

for the absolute square of�. (In spite ofthe m inus sign,this is positive

because A < 0,see below.) Nextwe wantto calculate the particle creation

rate,which m eans we have to evaluate the expression �k�ik�
�

ik
. Here this

correspondsto theintegral
R
1

0
d!0j�!!0j

2.Thisintegraldivergesand hence

needsto besuitably regulated.W eintroducea decay factore�b!
0

and carry

outtheintegration.Forthe \in" particle num beroperatorwe then obtain

hinjN̂ injini= �
�G ~AR c(1+ 2E )

b�!

1

e�4��!A R c=G ~ � 1
: (44)

Replacing �! by G ��,where �� is the energy ofa shell,we arrive atthe

�nalresult

hinjN̂ injini= �
�AR c~(1+ 2E )

b��

1

e�4�A R c��=~ � 1
; (45)

from which we read o�

kBTc = �
~

4�AR c

: (46)
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How can one interpret the prefactor in (45)? It should give the greybody

factor,but its interpretation is com plicated by the fact that the fullnor-

m alization ofourwave functionalsisopen. W e thusdo notaddressitany

further.

Using (37),one can easily determ ine

A = �
3

�(R c� Rh)(R c� Rn)

and thus�nds

kBTc =
~�(R c � Rh)(R c� Rn)

12�R c

: (47)

Thisresultcoincideswith Equation (2.15b)in [14].

Interestingly,ourcalculation yieldsa Planck spectrum with a tem pera-

ture thatwould be m easured by a �ctitiousobserverwith gTT = 1. W hile

such an observercould beeasily realized in theSchwarzschild case(hewould

be situated atspatialin�nity),thisisnotpossible here. Forthe SdS case,

theobservershould belocated between thehorizons.Following[29],weshall

considerthepreferred observerwho isstationary ata position R o wherethe

black-holeattraction and thecosm ologicalexpansion canceleach other;such

an observeristhusunaccelerated and m oveson a geodesic.W e have8

R o =

�
3G M

�

� 1=3

; (48)

which leadsto them odi�ed Hawking tem perature

kBTc =
1

p
1� (9G2M 2�)1=3

~�(R c� Rh)(R c� Rn)

12�R c

: (49)

Thisalsoagreeswith thecorrespondingexpression forthetem peraturegiven

in Equation (17)in [15]wherethe Hawking tem peratureiscalculated from

a tunnelling picture.

A com pletely analogouscalculation yieldstheHawking tem peraturefor

the black-hole horizon.In fact,the corresponding overlap between 	 �

e and

	 +
c leadsto the sam e expression (35)for�.In contrastto above,however,

thenear-horizon approxim ation isnow perform ed fortheblack-holehorizon.

Now,the coe�cientB in (37)enters.Itisgiven by

B = �
3

�(R h � Rc)(R h � Rn)
;

8
Forthe above exam ple ofthe superm assive black hole in the quasarO J287,one gets

R o � 260 kpc,which correspondsto roughly �ve tim esourdistance to the Large M agel-

lanic Cloud!
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which followsfrom the expression forA by interchanging R c and R h. O ne

thereby arrivesatthe expression

kBTh =
~�(R c � Rh)(R h � Rn)

12�R h

; (50)

which is equalto Eq. (2.15a) in [14]. This expression together with (47)

are the m ain results ofour paper,because they have been derived from

candidates for exact quantum gravitationalstates. The tem perature (50)

willbe m odi�ed by the sam e factor as in (49)ifan observer is considered

who followsthe geodesic m otion atR o.

Thetwo tem peratures(47)and (50)arisefrom thesam eexpression (35)

by two di�erentnear-horizon approxim ations. An exactevaluation of(35)

would yield the sum ofboth tem peraturesplusinterference term sbetween

the two types of Hawking radiation. In the extrem alcase of the Nariai

m etric,both tem peratures are zero. Nevertheless,an exact evaluation of

(35) could yield a sm allnon-zero contribution which would be a genuine

quantum gravitationale�ect.

To sum m arize,we have shown that solutions to the W heeler{DeW itt

equation and thedi�eom orphism constraintscontain inform ation aboutthe

two Hawking tem peraturesfrom the black-hole and the cosm ologicalhori-

zon. An interesting open question isthe calculation ofthe entropy forthe

Schwarzschild{de Sitter case through a counting of m icrostates. Such a

derivation waspresented fortheBTZ black hole[30]and theAdS black hole

[31].W hetheritisalso possiblehereisleftforfuturepublications.
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