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The near-horizon noncommutative geometry of black holes, given by AdS2θ × S2N , is discussed and
the phase structure of the corresponding Yang-Mills matrix models is presented. The dominant phase
transition as the system cools down, i.e. as the gauge coupling constant is decreased is an emergent
geometry transition between a geometric noncommutative AdS2θ ×S2N phase (discrete spectrum) and
a Yang-Mills matrix phase (continuous spectrum) with no background geometrical structure. We
also find a possibility for topology change transitions in which space or time directions grow or decay
as the temperature is varied. Indeed, the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N can
evaporate only partially to a fuzzy sphere S2N (emergence of time) or to a noncommutative anti-de
Sitter spacetime AdS2θ (topology change).
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This black hole is characterized by a mass M and a charge
Q where M ≥ Q (otherwise if M < Q a naked singularity
appears which is forbidden by cosmic censorship [2]). In
the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole solution the electric
field (which is not written explicitly) plays a fundamental
role by supporting the whole geometry.
The near-horizon geometry of this solution is approximately a Rindler spacetime (recall the Schwarzschild solution) which does not solve Einstein equations. However, for extremal black holes (those with mass M = Q
or equivalently zero temperature T = 0) the near-horizon
geometry is anti-de Sitter spacetime AdS2 (times a sphere
S2 because of rotational invariance) which is actually an
exact solution of Einstein equations. Thus, a quantum
black hole with mass M > Q will evaporate until it
reaches the extremal mass M = Q where the temperature vanishes and the evaporation stops, i.e. the extremal
quantum black hole acts as a stable ground state in the
case of a charged black hole [3].
In the extremal limit M = Q (or T = 0) the inner
and outer horizons r− and r+ respectively coincide r+ =
r− = Q and the horizon becomes a double-zero since
f (r) = (1 − Q/r)2 . We define then

INTRODUCTION

The single most important fact about AdS2 geometry is its appearance as a near-horizon geometry of extremal black holes in both general relativity and string
theory. The typical example is Einstein gravity coupled
to Maxwell electromagnetism and its celebrated fourdimensional Reissner-Nordstrom black hole given by the
metric [1]

(1)

r = Q(1 +

λ
Qt
), τ=
.
z
λ

(2)

The near-horizon geometry of the extremal solution is
obtained by letting λ −→ 0. By substituting these definitions in the metric and taking the limit λ −→ 0 we
obtain
ds2 =

Q2
(−dt2 + dz 2 ) + Q2 (dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 ).
z2

(3)
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This is the metric of AdS2 × S2 where the charge Q appears as the radius of both factors AdS2 and S2 [4].
According to the proposal put forward in [37] the nearhorizon classical geometry of a Reissner-Nordstrom black
hole is actually given by the noncommutative AdS2θ × S2N
where the CFT1 theory at the boundary of the noncommutative AdS2θ is postulated to be given by the dAFF
conformal quantum mechanics, i.e. CFT1 ≡ QM. This
is then a correspondence or duality between quantum
mechanics (QM) on the boundary and noncommutative
geometry (NCG) in the bulk which provides a concrete
model for the AdSd+1 /CFTd correspondence [44] in one
dimension (see figure 1). The main argument underlying this QM/NCG duality consists in the following main
observations:
1. Both noncommutative AdS2θ and the dAFF conformal quantum mechanics enjoy the same symmetry
structure given by the group SO(1, 2). However,
dAFF conformal quantum mechanics is only quasiconformal in the sense that there is neither an invariant vacuum state nor strictly speaking primary
operators [42, 43]. Analogously, noncommutative
AdS2θ is only quasi-AdS as it approaches AdS2 only
at large distances (commutative limit).
2. Asymptotically AdS2θ is an AdS2 spacetime, i.e. it
has the same boundary [15]. And furthermore the
algebra of quasi-primary operators on the boundary
(which defines in the same time the geometry of the
boundary and the dAFF quantum mechanics) is in
some sense a subalgebra of the operator algebra of
noncommutative AdS2θ [37].
3. Metrically the Laplacian operator on the noncommutative AdS2θ shares the same spectrum as
the Laplacian operator on the commutative AdS2
spacetime [14]. The boundary correlation functions
computed using the quasi-primary operators reproduces the bulk AdS2 correlation functions [43].
Thus here, noncommutative geometry provides the
fundamental mathematical structure for the eluding
AdS2 /CFT1 correspondence [45, 46]. For other possibly
related approaches see [47, 48] and [49–52].
However in general, noncommutative geometry [9] provides a description for classical gravity while the corresponding IKKT-type Yang-Mills matrix models [5, 6]
provide a proper description for a quantum theory gravity. For a related set of old and new ideas see also fuzzy
physics [53] and non-perturbative lattice-like matrixbased approaches to superstring theory [54].
In this article we will focus mainly on the phase structure of the noncommutative AdS2θ × S2N within the context of the corresponding IKKT-type Yang-Mills matrix
model.
This article is organized as follows. In the second section we will write down the Yang-Mills matrix models

on the fuzzy sphere S2N , on the noncommutative pseudosphere H2θ , on the noncommutative anti-de Sitter spacetime AdS2θ and on the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N . In section 3 we study the noncommutative classical backgrounds of the fuzzy sphere S2N ,
the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ and the noncommutative AdS2θ from the matrix model and group theory
perspectives and introduce a cutoff regularization of the
noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ .
In section 4 we construct explicitly the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N and define the
commutative limit.
In section 5 we study the gravitational sector of the
IKKT-type Yang-Mills matrix models in the commutative limit at the classical level (emergent gravity).
In section 6 and 7 we study the gauge sector of the
IKKT-type Yang-Mills matrix models in the commutative limit at the quantum level by means of the effective
potentials (emergent geometry and gauge theory phase
structure). In particular, an emergent geometry transition is observed in all considered Yang-Mills matrix models between a geometric noncommutative geometry phase
(discrete spectrum) and a Yang-Mills matrix phase (continuous spectrum) as the temperature is varied. Indeed,
as the temperature is increased the background geometry
evaporates to a model of pure near-commuting matrices
with a uniform distribution. In the noncommutative geometry phase we have always a noncommutative gauge
theory with additional Higgs-like couplings to a normal
scalar field fluctuating around the classical noncommutative matrix background (a sphere, a pseudo-sphere,
anti-de Sitter spacetime and near-horizon geometry of
a Reissner-Nordstrom black hole).
Section 8 contains a conclusion.
In the appendices the relation between the nearhorizon geometry AdS2 × S2 and dilaton gravity is
explained and the role of the non-unitary infinitedimensional representations of SO(1, 2) is discussed.
THE IKKT-TYPE YANG-MILLS MATRIX
MODELS

The embedding coordinates of S2 and AdS2 are denoted respectively by xa and X a . We will consider mostly
Euclidean AdS2 which is the pseudo-sphere H2 . These
coordinates satisfy the constraints
x21 + x22 + x23 = r2 , S2 ∈ R3 .

(4)

−X12 + X22 + X32 = −R2 , H2 ∈ M1,2 .

(5)

−X12 − X22 + X32 = −R2 , AdS2 ∈ M2,1 .

(6)

From the metric (3) we can see that S2 and AdS2 are
characterized by the same radius and hence we must also

3
SH [D] = NH TrH LH [D] , H2 .

(9)


SHS [D, C] = NH NS TrH TrS LS [C] + LH [D]

1
a
− [Da , Cb ][D , Cb ] , H2 × S2 . (10)
4
The Lagrangian terms are given in terms of three (2l +
1) × (2l + 1) Hermitian matrices Ca (and thus the trace
TrS is finite dimensional, i.e. TrS = 2l + 1 ≡ NS ) and
three Hermitian operators Da (and thus the trace TrH is
infinite dimensional) by the equations
2i
1
LS [C] = − [Ca , Cb ]2 + αabc Ca Cb Cc
4
3
2
+ βS C a .

(11)

2i
1
LH [D] = − [Da , Db ][Da , Db ] + κfabc Da Db Dc
4
3
+ βH Da Da .
(12)

FIG. 1: The QM/NCG correspondence: The bulk is given
by the algebra associated with noncommutative AdS2θ while
the boundary is given by a subalgebra thereof. The behavior
near-boundary is precisely that of commutative AdS2 .

have
R = r.

(7)

We can now immediately write down the Yang-Mills matrix models which enjoy the fuzzy S2N , the noncommutative AdS2θ and the noncommutative AdS2θ × S2N respectively as their global minimum. These Yang-Mills
matrix models are essentially truncation of the IKKT
matrix model [5] to lower dimensions. But they involve in an essential way a cubic Myers term [6] which
is responsible for the condensation or emergence of matrix/noncommutative geometry. The fuzzy S2N , the noncommutative AdS2θ and the noncommutative AdS2θ × S2N
present ”first quantization” of the classical (commutative) geometry of the commutative sphere S2 , the commutative anti-de Sitter AdS2 and the commutative nearhorizon geometry AdS2 × S2 respectively whereas the
corresponding Yang-Mills matrix models present ”second
quantization” which captures the quantum gravitational
fluctuations around these noncommutative backgrounds.
These Yang-Mills IKKT-type matrix models are given
respectively by the following three actions (the first two
are D = 3 matrix models while the third is a D = 6
matrix model)

The action SS [C] in the sphere sector is considered for
example in [16–18]. The ambient metric in the sphere
sector is naturally Euclidean and the Levi-Civita tensor abc provides the structure constants of the rotation
group SO(3) = SU (2)/Z2 .
The ambient metric in the AdS sector is Lorentzian
given by η = (−1, +1, +1) (for Euclidean AdS2 , i.e.
for the pseudo-sphere H2 ) or by η = (−1, −1, +1) (for
Lorentzian AdS2 ) and as a consequence fabc are the structure constants of SO(1, 2) = SU (1, 1)/Z2 or SO(2, 1) =
SU (1, 1)/Z2 respectively with a Lie algebra given by
su(1, 1) in both cases.
The classical equations of motion which follow from the
sphere action SS [C] and the pseudo-sphere action SH [D]
are given respectively by
[C b , Bab ] − 2βS Ca = 0 , Bab = [Ca , Cb ] − iαabc C c , S2 .
(13)
[Db , Fab ] − 2βH Da = 0 , Fab = [Da , Db ] − iκfabc Dc , H2 .
(14)
A solution of these equations of motion is given by
Ca = φS La , φS = αϕS .

(15)

Da = φH Ka , φH = κϕH .

(16)

The order parameters ϕS and ϕH are functions of the
parameters τS = βS /α2 and τH = −βH /κ2 respectively.
Explicitly, we have
ϕ3 − ϕ2 + τ ϕ = 0 ⇒ ϕ0 = 0 , ϕ± =

SS [C] = NS TrS LS [C] , S2 .

(8)

√

1
1 ± 1 − 4τ .
2
(17)
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The matrices La and the operators Ka appearing in (15)
and (16) are essentially what defines the fuzzy sphere
S2N and the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ (and the
noncommutative anti-de Sitter spacetime AdS2θ ) respectively.
THE NONCOMMUTATIVE AdS2θ AND THE
FUZZY SPHERE S2N

The matrices La appearing in the solution (15) are the
angular momentum operators which generates the group
of rotations SO(3) of the sphere S2 . They satisfy the
su(2) Lie algebra

• The complementary series Ck0 ≡ Pk0 with k a real
number in the range [0, 1] and with Hilbert spaces
Hk = {|kmi; m = 0, ±1, ±2, ...}..
• The finite-dimensional non-unitary irreducible representations Fk of su(1, 1) with k − 1 ∈ N/2.
These coincide with the irreducible representations
of su(2) with a spin quantum number j = k − 1.
The traces TrS and TrS appearing in the actions (8), (9)
and (10) should now be understood to be defined in the
Hilbert spaces Hl and Hk respectively. In particular, the
trace TrS is finite dimensional, i.e. TrS 1 = N and thus
we must have the identification
NS ≡ N = 2l + 1.

[La , Lb ] = iabc Lc .

(18)

The irreducible representations of this algebra are characterized by the eigenvalues l(l + 1) of the Casimir operator
C = L21 + L22 + L23 .

(19)

It is not difficult to show that the allowed values are
l = 0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2.... with degeneracy equals N = 2l + 1
for each spin l representation which can be labeled by
the eigenvalues m of L3 given by l, l − 1, ..., −l + 1, −l.
In other words, the corresponding Hilbert spaces is given
by Hl = {|lmi}.
Similarly, the operators Ka appearing in the solution
(16) are the generators of the group of pseudo-rotations
SO(1, 2) of the pseudo-sphere H2 . They satisfy the
su(1, 1) Lie algebra
[Ka , Kb ] = ifab c Kc .

C = −K12 ∓ K22 + K32 .

NH ≡ 2k − 1.

Dk±

• The discrete series
with k = {1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, ...}.
The corresponding Hilbert spaces are Hk =
{|kmi, m = ±k, ±(k + 1), ±(k + 2), ...}.
1
2

• The continuous series Ck ≡ Ps with k = 12 +
is where s is a real number. The Hilbert spaces
are given in this case by Hk = {|km + 12 i; m =
0, ±1, ±2, ...}.

(23)

From the metric (3) we see that the AdS spacetime has
the same radius as the sphere and hence we will also
impose the natural identification
NH ≡ N.

(24)

The coordinate operators x̂a on the fuzzy sphere S2N are
defined by
Ca = ϕS x̂a .

(25)

We want them to satisfy the embedding relation
x̂21 + x̂22 + x̂23 = r2 , S2N .

(26)

This holds if and only if

(21)

The plus sign corresponds to Lorentzian AdS2 whereas
the minus sign corresponds to Euclidean AdS2 .
There are several classes of irreducible representations
of su(1, 1) given by the following [7, 8]:

1
2

The AdS trace TrH on the other hand will be regularized
in such a way that only 2k − 1 states are included, i.e.
TrH 1 = 2k − 1 and correspondingly we will choose the
overall normalization NH such that NH ≡ 2k − 1 for a
complete parallel with the sphere sector [38]. Thus, the
pseudo-spin quantum number k − 1 is the analogue of
the spin quantum number l and the operators Da become
therefore (2k −1)×(2k −1) matrices. This regularization
is discussed further in [38]. We have then

(20)

The structure constants are given by f ab c = −ab c for
Lorentzian AdS2 and f ab c = ab c for Euclidean AdS2 .
The irreducible representations of the above su(1, 1)
algebra are characterized by the eigenvalues ±k(k − 1) of
the Casimir operator

(22)

r2
= l(l + 1).
α2

(27)

[x̂a , x̂b ] = iαabc x̂c .

(28)

They also satisfy

Similarly, the coordinate operators X̂a on the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ and on the noncommutative
AdS2θ are defined by
Da = ϕH X̂a .

(29)

We want them to satisfy the embedding relations
−X̂12 + X̂22 + X̂32 = −R2 , H2θ
−X̂12 − X̂22 + X̂32 = −R2 , AdS2θ .

(30)

5
This is indeed true if and only if
R2
= ±k(k − 1).
κ2

(31)

The minus sign corresponds to Lorentzian AdS2 whereas
the plus sign corresponds to Euclidean AdS2 or H2 .
These coordinate operators also satisfy
[X̂a , X̂b ] = iκfabc X̂ c .

(32)

In each case the solution of both the commutator equation and the embedding condition are given by the irreducible representations of the corresponding Lie algebra.
Explicitly, we have:
1. Fuzzy sphere S2N : In this case the solution is given
by [10, 11]
x̂a = αLa .

(33)

2. Noncommutative Lorentzian AdS2θ : In this case the
solution is given by [12–14]
X̂ a = κK a .

(34)

K a are the generators of the Lie algebra su(1, 1)
which must be i) unitary (thus the finitedimensional representations are excluded) ii) have
negative Casimir by the embedding condition (and
therefore the discrete series are excluded) and
iii) must admit a commutative limit (and hence
the complementary series are excluded since their
Casimir is in a finite range). Therefore, K a are
the generators of su(1, 1) in the continuous series
1
2

1
2

Ck = Ps .
AdS2θ

or noncommuta3. Noncommutative Euclidean
tive pseudo-sphere H2θ : In this case the solution is
given by [15]
X̂ a = κK a .

(35)

a

K are the generators of the Lie algebra su(1, 1)
which must be i) unitary (again the finitedimensional representations are excluded) ii) have
negative Casimir by the embedding condition (and
therefore it is the continuous and complementary
series which are excluded now) and iii) must admit
a commutative limit (the complementary series is
also excluded on this account). Therefore, K a are
the generators of su(1, 1) in the discrete series Dk± .
THE NONCOMMUTATIVE AdS2θ × S2N

We are now in a position to write down more explicitly
the coordinate operators on the near-horizon noncommutative geometry AdS2θ × S2N as the tensor product of the

operator algebras and Hilbert spaces associated with the
noncommutative anti-de Sitter space AdS2θ and the fuzzy
sphere S2N .
First, we must remember that the sphere regulator (22)
is a fully SO(3)−symmetric regulator as opposed to the
pseudo-sphere regulator (24) which is an ordinary hard
cutoff which breaks SO(1, 2) invariance. These two cutoffs are given explicitly by NS = 2l + 1 and NH = 2k − 1.
Thus, the size N of the matrix model (10) is given by
N = NS NH = (2l + 1)(2k − 1).

(36)

We can even employ the choice (24) in which case we will
have NH = NS or equivalently k = l − 1 and N = NS2 =
(2l + 1)2 .
The solution of the equations of motion which follow
from the action SHS [D, C], which is given by equation
(10), is given immediately by
Ca = φS La ⊗ 1H , Da = 1S × φH Ka .

(37)

These are NS NH × NS NH Hermitian matrices. Since the
action (10) is well behaved only in the Euclidean signature we are only going to consider here the case of the
noncommutative Euclidean AdS2θ , i.e. the case of the
noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ . In other words, the
Ka in the above equation are the generators of su(1, 1)
in the discrete series Dk± .
The coordinate operators (x̂a ,X̂ a ) on the noncommutative AdS2θ × S2N are then given explicitly by
Ca = ϕS x̂a , Da = ϕH X̂a .

(38)

x̂a = αLa ⊗ 1H , X̂ a = 1S ⊗ κK a .

(39)

Equivalently

These coordinate operators satisfy the embedding relations and commutator equations given by
−X̂12 + X̂22 + X̂32 = −R2 , x̂21 + x̂22 + x̂23 = r2 .(40)
[X̂a , X̂b ] = iκfabc X̂ c
[x̂a , x̂b ] = iαabc x̂c
[x̂a , X̂b ] = 0.

(41)

Again, we must also have the quantization of the two
deformation parameters α and κ in terms of the radii R
and r and in terms of the spin and pseudo-spin quantum
numbers l and k, viz
R2
r2
=
l(l
+
1)
,
= k(k − 1).
α2
κ2

(42)

By expanding the sphere action (8) around the background (15) we obtain a U (1) gauge field on the fuzzy

6
sphere S2N where the gauge coupling constant 1/gS2 is
given by
1
= α̃4 = 4α4 l(l + 1).
gS2

(43)

The full gauge dynamics obtained is actually a noncommutative U (1) gauge field on the fuzzy sphere coupled to
a scalar field normal to the sphere, i.e. a noncommutative
Higgs theory on S2N . See for example [24].
Similarly, by expanding the pseudo-sphere action (9)
around the background (16) we obtain a U (1) gauge
field on the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2N where
2
the gauge coupling constant 1/gH
is given by
1
4
4
2 = κ̃ = 4κ k(k − 1).
gH

(44)

Again, the full gauge dynamics is a noncommutative U (1)
gauge field on the noncommutative pseudo-sphere coupled to a scalar field normal to the pseudo-sphere, i.e. a
noncommutative Higgs theory on Euclidean AdS2θ .
Next we expand the action (10) around the background
(37) to obtain a four-dimensional noncommutative gauge
theory on the noncommutative near-horizon geometry
AdS2θ × S2N with a gauge coupling constant given in the
sphere and pseudo-sphere sectors by [26]
1
2
gHS

= κ̄4 = κ4 k(k − 1) ,

1
2
gHS

= ᾱ4 = α4 l(l + 1).
(45)

Hence, in order to get a uniform gauge coupling constant
across the sphere and the pseudo-sphere sectors we must
have the constraint (we have also used here the choice
(24))
1
2
gHS

= ᾱ4 = κ̄4 =

κ̃4
α̃4
=
.
4N
4N

EMERGENT GRAVITY FROM YANG-MILLS
MATRIX MODELS: A GRAVITATIONAL
COMMUTATIVE LIMIT

(46)

In this equation α̃4 = α4 N 2 and κ̃4 = κ4 N 2 in agreement with (43) and (44) respectively but with N defined
by (36). This result summarizes the main difference between 2 and 4 dimensions, namely the fact that the gauge
coupling constant in 4 dimensions scales differently with
the size of the matrices than in 2 dimensions.
The backgrounds (15), (16) and (37) are global minima
of their corresponding Yang-Mills matrix actions yielding in the gauge sector a U (1) gauge group. We can
also obtain U (n) gauge groups on the fuzzy sphere S2N ,
on the noncommutative anti-de Sitter AdS2θ and on the
noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N by
considering other backgrounds with smaller group representations. See for example [18].
The commutative limit of the sphere S2 is obtained by
taking l −→ ∞ whereas the commutative limit of antide Sitter spacetime AdS2 is obtained by taking k −→
∞. The commutative limit of the near-horizon geometry
AdS2 × S2 is given by taking together l −→ ∞ and k −→
∞ in an almost obvious way.

Yang-Mills matrix models play a crucial role both in
noncommutative gravity and emergent geometry. In this
section we will study as an example the commutative
limit of the noncommutative AdS2θ matrix model (9) in
the gravitational sector. The treatment is only classical but in the next two sections we will study quantummechanically the commutative limit in the gauge sector
of the three matrix models (8), (9) and (10).
Thus, as an example we will consider noncommutative
AdS2θ which can be obtained as the classical background
solution of the D = 3 matrix model (9). We will set for
simplicity βH = 0. By setting the variation of this action
equals to zero we obtain the equations of motion given
by (14). A solution of these equations of motion is given
by (16) or equivalently by
Da = κK a ≡ X̂ a .

(47)

The K a are the generators of the Lie group SO(1, 2) in
the irreducible representation given by the discrete series
Dk± which are labeled by an integer k. The X̂ a are thus
precisely the coordinate operators on noncommutative
AdS2θ and as a consequence we have
Da Da = X̂ a X̂a = κ2 K a Ka = −R2 .

(48)

In other words, the radius R of noncommutative AdS2θ ,
the integer k labeling the discrete series Dk± and the deformation parameter or coupling constant κ of the corresponding Yang-Mills matrix model (9) are related by the
condition
R2 = κ2 k(k − 1).

(49)

Therefore, the commutative limit κ −→ 0 corresponds to
the large representation limit k −→ ∞. The geometric
commutative limit can be thought of as the semi-classical
limit.
In noncommutative gravity the fundamental degrees of
freedom of the theory are given by the hermitian matrices
Da and not by the metric gµν which can only emerge in
the semi-classical/commutative limit κ −→ 0 (or equivalently k −→ ∞) as outlined in [40, 41].
Furthermore, the noncommutativity tensor θab (or
equivalently the Poisson structure θµν of the underlying
symplectic manifold AdS2 ) is generically a function of the
matrices Da (or equivalently of the local coordinates xµ
on AdS2 ) and plays also a more fundamental role than
the emergent metric gµν . This tensor is given explicitly
by
[Da , Db ] = iκθab (D).

(50)
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Clearly, in the classical (classical with respect to the
matrix model) configurations Da ≡ X̂ a we must have
θab (D) ≡ f abc X̂c .
The matrix coordinates Da = X̂ a behave in the commutative limit as Da ∼ X a which are the embedding
coordinates of AdS2 . These coordinates can always be
decomposed into tangential and normal coordinates on
AdS2 . This can be seen by considering for example the
neighborhood of the ”north pole”, viz X 3 ≡ φ ' R,
X 1 ≡ x1 << R and X 2 ≡ x2 << R where x1 and x2
are local coordinates on AdS2 . The commutator (50)
around the ”north pole” becomes then [x̂µ , x̂ν ] = iκθµν
where θµν = Rf µν3 .
We decompose then the matrices Da ≡ X̂ a into tangential and normal components as
X̂ a = (x̂µ , φ̂).

Whereas gµν is the embedding metric (the metric on
AdS2 viewed as a Poisson manifold) given explicitly by
gµν = ηab ∂µ xa ∂ν xb .
The kinetic action is then given by

−T r[Da , Φ̂][Db , Φ̂] ∼

φ̂ = φ̂(x̂).

1
2π

Z

0 0

d2 xρ(x)Gµ ν ∂µ0 Φ∂ν 0 Φ.
(59)

We introduced in this last equation a scalar density ρ,
which defines on the quantized Poisson manifold AdS2θ a
local non-commutativity scale, by the relation

(51)

From the requirement (48) we can see that φ is a function
of x̂µ , µ = 1, 2, i.e.

(58)

ρ= √

1
.
detκθµν

(60)

The kinetic action (59) does not have the canonical covariant form which can be reinstated by a rescaling of
the metric as follows

(52)

Hence, the commutator (50) becomes

G̃ab = exp(−σ)Gab .

[x̂µ , x̂ν ] = iκθµν (x̂) , θµν ≡ f µν3 φ̂(x̂).

And imposing the condition
(53)

The quantized derivations (parallel and normal) on noncommutative AdS2θ and their commutative counterparts
on AdS2 are then given by
êa (F ) = −i[Da , F ] −→ ea (F ) = κθµν ∂µ xa ∂b F.

(61)

(54)

ab

ρG

q
=

detG̃ab G̃ab ⇒ ρ =

p

detGab .

(62)

By using equations (60) and (62) we can show that the
scalar density ρ can also be written in the form ρ =
√
detgab . Hence, we must have

Next, we introduce a covariant scalar action on noncommutative AdS2θ by the equation

Gab ≡ gab .

(63)

And by substituting in (61) we obtain


1
2πRκ
a
2 2
T r − 2 2 [D , Φ̂][Da , Φ̂] + m Φ̂ .
S[D, Φ̂] =
2
R κ
(55)
We can now compute in the configurations Da = X̂ a the
kinetic term
a

b

a

−ηab [D , Φ̂][D , Φ̂] = ηab ê (Φ̂)ê (Φ̂)
0

∼ κ2 θµµ θνν gµν ∂µ0 Φ∂ν 0 Φ
0 0

∼ Gµ ν ∂µ0 Φ∂ν 0 Φ.

(56)

The quantity Gµν is the induced metric which couples to
the matter field Φ and which is given explicitly by
0 0

0

0

Gµ ν = κ2 θµµ θνν gµν .

(64)

We get immediately in the semi-classical limit κ −→ 0
the kinetic action
Z
p
0 0
1
d2 x detGµν Gµ ν ∂µ0 Φ∂ν 0 Φ
2π
Z
q
0 0
1
∼
d2 x detG̃µν G̃µ ν ∂µ0 Φ∂ν 0 Φ.
2π
(65)

−T r[Da , Φ̂][Db , Φ̂] ∼

b

0

G̃ab ≡ e−σ g ab .

(57)

The conformal factor e−σ remains therefore undetermined since in two dimensions Weyl transformations of
the metric Gµν −→ e−α Gµν are in fact symmetries of the
action [14].
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By going through the same steps we can now show
that the Yang-Mills term (quartic term) of the matrix
model (9) reduces, in the semi-classical/commutative
limit κ −→ 0 (or equivalently k −→ ∞), not to the
Einstein equations but to the cosmological term [14]. A
matrix form of the Einstein equations can also be written down but this is not necessary within the formalism
of noncommutative gravity since the condensation of the
geometry of AdS2θ is in fact driven by the Myers-ChernSimons term (cubic term) of (9) [6].
Indeed, the AdS2θ solution (47) of the equation of motion (14) is not unique and this solution can be made
more stable by adding a potential term to the action (9)
which implements explicitly the constraint (48) such as
the term [24]
V [D] = M 2 T r(Da Da + R2 )2 .

(66)

The action (9)+(66) will then admit for large and positive values of M 2 a unique solution given by the AdS2θ
background (47) which satisfies the constraint (48) by
construction. The expansion of the scalar action (55)
around the AdS solution becomes more reliable since this
background in the limit M 2 −→ ∞ is completely stable. Therefore, the action (9)+(66) acts effectively within
noncommutative gravity as an Einstein-Hilbert action.

EFFECTIVE POTENTIALS AND PHASE
STRUCTURE OF S2N AND AdS2θ

Starting now from the actions (8) and (9) we compute
the one-loop effective actions on the fuzzy sphere S2N and
on the noncommutative fuzzy pseudo-sphere H2θ using the
background field method. The one-loop effective potential around the sphere background (15) is computed in
[24] whereas the one-loop effective potential around the
pseudo-sphere background (16) is computed (using the
regularization (23)) in [38]. We obtained the effective
potentials


1 4
1 3
1
2VS
2
2
4
=
4α
l(l
+
1)
ϕ
−
ϕ
+
τ
ϕ
S S + log ϕS
NS2
4 S 3 S 2
βS
τS = 2 .
(67)
α


2VH
1 4
1 3
1
4
2
= 4κ k(k − 1) ϕH − ϕH + τH ϕH + log ϕ2H
NH2
4
3
2
βH
τH = − 2 .
(68)
κ
These potentials are of the same mathematical form and
thus the discussion of the corresponding phase diagrams
is effectively the same. Here, the scalar fields ϕS and
ϕH play the role of the order parameters characterizing

the phase diagrams while the role of the temperatures
TS and TH is played by the gauge coupling constants
2
squared, i.e. TS ≡ 1/α̃4 = gS2 and TH ≡ 1/κ̃4 = gH
with
4
4
4
4
α̃ = 4α l(l + 1) and κ̃ = 4κ k(k − 1).
Again we stress the fact that the cutoff NS = N
on the fuzzy sphere is a natural SO(3)−invariant cutoff whereas the cutoff NH = N on the noncommutative
pseudo-sphere is only a regulator which breaks explicitly SO(1, 2) invariance as the noncommutative pseudosphere and the noncommutative anti-de Sitter spacetime
are really infinite-dimensional operator algebras. See
equations (23) and (24) and also the discussion in [38].
This might be related to the fact that the matrix model
(8) is truly an Euclidean action where all its phases are
accessible by the Monte Carlo method whereas the matrix model (9) is only Euclidean in the sense that it
gives an anti-de Sitter spacetime in the noncommutative
pseudo-sphere phase.
The model on the fuzzy sphere is extensively studied
by analytical and Monte Carlo methods for both τS =
and τS 6= 0 in [27–31]. The phase structure in this case
can be summarized as follows:
• We start by setting the logarithmic quantum correction to zero. The classical equation of motion
admits three solutions:
√
1 ± 1 − 4τS
.
(69)
ϕ0 = 0 , ϕ± =
2
The solution ϕ0 = 0 (the Yang-Mills or matrix
phase) is the global minimum (ground state) of the
system in the regime τS > 1/4. The solution ϕ−
(the geometric or fuzzy sphere phase) is the global
minimum in the regime 0 < τS < 1/4. The model
has no ground state for τS < 0, i.e. βS < 0. The
two global minima Ca = 0 and Ca = φ− La are
separated by a potential barrier whose maximum
height is reached at the local maximum ϕ+ .
• We should also mention here that the configuration Ca = φS Ja is also a local minimum of the
system. The Ja are the generators of SO(3) in a
reducible representation characterized by the spin
quantum numbers ji < l = (N − 1)/2 satisfying
P
i (2ji + 1) = N . More precisely, we find that the
configuration Ca = φ− La has a negative energy and
thus lower than the zero energy of the configuration
Ca = 0 only in the regime 0 < τS < 2/9. This negative energy is minimized when Ja = La . In this
regime the fuzzy sphere is indeed stable and the
expansion of the matrix model around the fuzzy
background Ca = φ− La gives a noncommutative
gauge theory which also includes coupling to a normal scalar field, i.e. a noncommutative Higgs system.
• At τS = 2/9 the two configurations Ca = φ− La and
Ca = 0 become degenerate. Thus, in the regime
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2/9 < τS < 1/4 the fuzzy sphere becomes unstable. The coexistence curve between the geometric fuzzy sphere phase and the Yang-Mills matrix
phase asymptotes therefore to the line τS = 2/9
(and not to the line τS = 1/4) where the energy
functional becomes a complete square.
• If we include the logarithmic quantum correction
the potential becomes unbounded from below near
ϕ = ϕ0 = 0, i.e. the effective potential (67) is really
valid only in the fuzzy sphere phase ϕ = ϕ− 6= 0.
But the Yang-mills phase can still be accessed by
Monte Carlo simulation of the matrix model (8).
• In the quantum case the minimum ϕ− (corresponding to the geometric fuzzy sphere phase) becomes
a function of both τS and α̃4 = 4α4 l(l + 1). The
critical coexistence curve exists therefore in the
(τS , α̃) plane where the local minimum ϕ− disappears. The conditions determining this curve are
obviously given by VS0 = 0 and VS00 = 0. Explicitly,
we obtain the curve α̃∗ = α̃∗ (τS ) defined by the
equations
ϕ2 (ϕ∗ − 2τS )
1
= ∗
8
α˜∗4
r
32τS
3
).
ϕ∗ = (1 + 1 −
8
9

(70)

Thus, as we increase τS from 0 to 1/4 the critical
value α̃∗ increases from around 2 to infinity. Thus,
2
decreases
the critical temperature T∗ ≡ 1/α̃∗4 = gS∗
towards zero as we increase τS to 1/4. In other
words, the geometric fuzzy sphere phase exists in
the region of low temperatures T (or large α̃) and
τS < 1/4.
• Hence, as the temperature is increased the fuzzy
sphere phase evaporates to a pure matrix phase
with no background geometrical structure. In this
model the geometry condenses or emerges only as
the system cools.
• These predictions, which are based on the one-loop
effective potential (67), are confirmed by Monte
Carlo simulation only for τS < 2/9. It is observed (in Monte Carlo simulation) that the coexistence curve between the geometric fuzzy sphere
phase (low temperatures) and the Yang-Mills matrix phase (high temperatures) for 2/9 < τS < 1/4
asymptotes very rapidly to the line τS = 2/9 for
α̃ > α̃∗ = 4.02 [31]. In other words, the region
2/9 < τS < 1/4 corresponds to the Yang-Mills matrix phase for all values of α̃.
• In fact for τS > 2/9 the geometric fuzzy sphere
background is a metastable state with an observable decay to the Yang-Mills matrix background.

This decay is not observable for τS = 2/9 although
the fuzzy sphere is not the true ground state even
here.
• In the Yang-Mills matrix phase the ground state
is given by ϕ = ϕ0 = 0 and fluctuations are insensitive to the value of α̃ and are dominated by
commuting matrices. In fact, in this phase the matrix model (8) is dominated by the Yang-Mills term
[34].
• More precisely, the Yang-Mills matrix phase is
characterized by a joint eigenvalue distribution, for
the three matrices C1 , C2 and C3 , which is uniform inside a solid ball of some radius R = 2.0 in
R3 . The eigenvalue distribution of a single matrix
is then given by the so-called parabolic law, viz
[32–35]
ρ(x) =

3
(R2 − x2 ).
4R3

(71)

• The transition from the geometric fuzzy sphere
phase to the Yang-Mills matrix phase is of an exotic
character in the sense that by crossing the coexistence curve at fixed τS from the fuzzy sphere side
we encounter divergent specific heat with critical
exponent equal 1/2. However, by crossing the coexistence curve at fixed α̃ > α̃∗ = 4.02 we find no
critical fluctuations and the transition is associated
with a continuous internal energy and discontinuous specific heat.
The description of the phase structure of the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ using the effective potential (68)
is formally identical to the fuzzy sphere case. However,
here we have at our disposal only the effective potential (68) since Monte Carlo simulations of the infinitedimensional Lorentzian matrix model (9) are very difficult if not impossible. Nevertheless, the phase structure
of the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ can be summarized as follows:
• The solution ϕH = ϕ0 = 0 (the Yang-Mills or matrix phase) is the global minimum (ground state) of
the system in the regime τH > 1/4. The solution
ϕ = ϕ− 6= 0 (the geometric or noncommutative
pseudo-sphere phase) is the global minimum in the
regime 0 < τH < 1/4. The model has no ground
state for τH < 0, i.e. βH > 0. The two global minima Da = 0 and Da = φ− Ka are separated by a
potential barrier whose maximum height is reached
at the local maximum ϕ+ .
• In the regime of the noncommutative pseudosphere the expansion of the matrix model around
the noncommutative background Da = φ− Ka gives
a noncommutative gauge theory which also includes
coupling to a normal scalar field.
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• In the regime 2/9 < τH < 1/4 the noncommutative pseudo-sphere becomes unstable. The coexistence curve between the geometric noncommutative pseudo-sphere phase and the Yang-Mills matrix phase asymptotes therefore to the line τH =
2/9.
• If we include the logarithmic quantum correction
the potential becomes unbounded from below near
ϕH = ϕ0 = 0, i.e. the effective potential (68) is
really valid only in the noncommutative pseudosphere phase ϕH = ϕ− 6= 0.
• In the quantum case the minimum ϕ− (corresponding to the geometric noncommutative pseudosphere phase) becomes a function of both τH and
κ̃4 = 4κ4 k(k − 1). The critical coexistence curve
exists therefore in the (τH , κ̃) plane where the local minimum ϕ− disappears. This curve is given
by equation (70) with the substitution α̃ −→ κ̃,
τS −→ τH .
• Hence, as the temperature TH is increased the noncommutative pseudo-sphere phase evaporates to a
pure matrix phase with no background geometrical
structure, i.e. the geometry condenses or emerges
only as the system cools.
• It is also expected that the coexistence curve
between the geometric noncommutative pseudosphere phase (low temperatures) and the YangMills matrix phase (high temperatures) for 2/9 <
τS < 1/4 will asymptote very rapidly to the line
τH = 2/9 for κ̃ > κ̃∗ = 4.02. In other words, the
region 2/9 < τH < 1/4 corresponds to the YangMills matrix phase for all values of κ̃.
• It is also conjectured that fluctuations in the YangMills matrix phase are insensitive to the value of
κ̃ and are dominated by commuting matrices, i.e.
the matrix model (9) is dominated by the YangMills term. As a consequence the Yang-Mills matrix phase is characterized by a joint eigenvalue
distribution which is uniform inside a solid ball of
some radius.
PHASE DIAGRAM OF

AdS2θ

×

S2N

The determination of the precise content of the phase
diagram of the noncommutative near-horizon geometry
AdS2θ × S2N , where the noncommutative anti-de Sitter
spacetime AdS2θ is Wick-rotated into the pseudo-sphere
H2θ , requires the computation of the effective potential
in the background (37). Monte Carlo simulations are
useless in this case since the basic action here given by
(10) is an infinite-dimensional (from the perspective of
the symmetry group SO(1, 2)) and Lorentzian (from the

perspective of the embedding spacetime) Yang-Mills matrix model. In some sense the Yang-Mills matrix model
(10) is genuinely Euclidean only in the four-dimensional
geometric phase.
Let us simply start by writing the classical potential
computed using the action (10) in the background configuration (37). The sphere and pseudo-sphere sectors
are not geometrically entangled at the classical level and
thus we obtain


VHS
¯4 1 ϕ4 − 1 ϕ3 + 1 τS ϕ2
=
α
S
2NS2 NH2
4 S 3 S 2


1
1
1
+ κ¯4 ϕ4H − ϕ3H + τH ϕ2H .
(72)
4
3
2
The order parameters are still given by the two scalar
fields ϕS and ϕH which are measuring the sizes of the
sphere and pseudo-sphere respectively. Also recall that
the scaling of the deformation parameters (gauge coupling constants) in four dimension are given by ᾱ4 =
α̃4 /4N = α4 N/4 and κ̄4 = κ̃4 /4N = κ4 N/4.
Before we sketch the calculation of the quantum effective potential we can immediately state the possible phases of the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N in the space (τS , τH , ᾱ, κ̄). The expected
phases in this case are as follows:
• A Yang-Mills matrix phase with no background geometrical structure which is expected at high temperature (both ᾱ and κ̄ approach zero) or 2/9 <
τS,H < 1/4.
• A 2−dimensional geometric fuzzy sphere phase (ᾱ
approaches infinity, κ̄ approaches zero and 0 <
τS,H < 2/9).
• A 2−dimensional geometric noncommutative
pseudo-sphere phase (ᾱ approaches zero, κ̄
approaches infinity and 0 < τS,H < 2/9).
• A 4−dimensional geometric noncommutative nearhorizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N phase at low temperature (both ᾱ and κ̄ approach infinity and 0 <
τS,H < 2/9).
However, in order to have a single unified temperature
THS we must have a single unified gauge coupling constant gHS as in equation (46). This together with the
regularization (23) and (24) allows us to set
α = κ.

(73)

The temperature is then given by THS ≡ 1/ᾱ4 = 1/κ̄4 =
2
gHS
and the phase diagram becomes three-dimensional in
the space (τS , τH , ᾱ = κ̄).
The calculation of the effective potential on the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N which is
based on the matrix model (10) is much more involved
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than the analogous calculation on the fuzzy S2N × S2N
which is done in [25, 26]. The difficulty can be traced to
the fact that the sphere and the pseudo-sphere sectors become entangled quantum-mechanically through the third
term in the action (10). This geometric quantum entanglement is of course essential for the emergence of
a four-dimensional space. However, there exists a special case where this geometric quantum entanglement can
be removed while keeping the background emergent geometry four-dimensional. A very important situation is
the case when the coupling constants τS = βS /α2 and
τH = −βH /κ2 are identical, viz
τS = τH ⇐⇒ βS = −βH .

(74)

From the actions (8), (9) and (10) it is obvious that these
coupling constants couple to the radii of the fuzzy sphere
S2N and the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ given respectively by TrS Ca2 and TrH Da2 .
In the special case (74) the 2−dimensional geometric
phases are now expected to disappear and we end up
with a single phase transition between a geometric noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N phase
and a Yang-Mills matrix phase.
Let now Aα stands for the sphere and the pseudoS
sphere configurations, i.e. Aα = (ASa , AH
a ) where Aa ≡
H
Ca and Aa ≡ Da . In the Feynman-’t Hooft background
field method we decompose the field as Aα = Bα + Qα
where Qα stands for the sphere and the pseudo-sphere
quantum fluctuations and Bα stands for the sphere and
the pseudo-sphere background fields which solve the classical equations of motion, i.e. Bα = (BaS , BaH ) where
BaS ≡ Ca = ϕS x̂a and BaH ≡ Da = ϕH X̂a . We expand
the classical action (10) around the background fields Bα
and keep only terms up to quadratic in the fluctuation
fields Bα . In other words, we write the action (10) in the
Gaussian form
SHS [A] = SHS [B] + NH NS TrH TrS Qα Ω̃αβ Qβ + O(Q3 ).
(75)
The linear term vanishes by the classical equations of
motion. The local symmetry of this action (which is
U (N ) by the regularization of anti-de Sitter spacetime
employed here in this article) is gauge-fixed using the
Lorentz gauge
[Bα , Qα ] ∼ [BaS , QSa ] + η ab [BaH , QH
b ] = 0.

(76)

We thus add to the above quadratic action (75) the usual
gauge fixing and Faddeev-Popov terms given by
[Bα , Qα ]2
2ξ
+ NH NS TrH TrS c[Bα , [Bα , b]].

S ∼ −NH NS TrH TrS

(77)

We will employ the Feynman gauge ξ = 1. We also note
that the gauge-covariant Laplacian operator B 2 is the

sum of the sphere and the pseudo-sphere Laplacian operators, viz
B 2 (f ) = [Bα , [Bα , f ]] ∼ [BaS , [BaS , f ]] + η ab [BaH , [BbH , f ]].
(78)
By performing the Gaussian path integral we obtain the
one-loop effective action
1
ΓHS [B] = SHS [B] + T r log Ω − T r log B 2 . (79)
2
The first term gives the classical potential (72). The most
important term in the full gauge-covariant Laplacian operator Ω is of the frm
Ωαβ = B 2 δαβ + ....

(80)

As it turns out, all the other terms in the gauge-covariant
Laplacian operator Ω, when evaluated in the configuration (37), i.e. in BaS = ϕS x̂a and BaH = ϕH X̂a , and
using the Feynman gauge ξ = 1, are diagonal in the total Hilbert space associated with the tensor product of
the fuzzy sphere and the noncommutative pseudo-sphere
Hilbert spaces. These terms are also subleading compared to the first term written in (80). The geometric quantum entanglement between the sphere and the
pseudo-sphere sectors is then only found in the gaugecovariant Laplacian operator B 2 . Indeed, we compute in
the configuration (37) the trace

T r log B 2 = T r log ϕ2S ∆S + ϕ2H ∆2H .
(81)
∆S and ∆H are essentially the Laplacian operators on
the sphere and the pseudo-sphere respectively, namely
∆S = [x̂a , x̂a , .]] and ∆H = [X̂a , [X̂ a , ]].
However, if we assume that the coupling constants τS
and τH are equal as in (74) then one can check that the
order parameters ϕS and ϕH must solve identical equations of motion. The choice (74) is also motivated by
the form of the metric (3). A simplified model which
captures the dynamics of the theory is then obtained by
simply setting the two order parameters ϕS and ϕH equal
from the outset, i.e.
ϕS = ϕH ≡ ϕ.

(82)

Thus, we get the logarithmic potential
d
1
T rd T r log ϕ2 − T rϕ2 = N 2 log ϕ2 − N 2 log ϕ2 . (83)
2
2
Clearly, d = 6 here. The AdS2θ × S2N effective potential is
then given by


VHS
1 4
1 3
1
2
¯
4
= 2α
ϕ − ϕ + τS ϕS + log ϕ2 .
2NS2 NH2
4 S 3 S 2
(84)
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This effective potential is of the same form as the sphere
effective potential (67) with the substitution
α̃4 −→ 2α¯4 .

(85)

Hence the discussion of the resulting phase structure proceeds along the same lines. The main result is the fact
that as the system cools down the noncommutative geometry of AdS2θ × S2N emerges. Equivalently, as the tem2
perature THS = 1/ᾱ4 = gHS
is increased the geometric
2
noncommutative AdSθ × S2N phase evaporates to a pure
Yang-Mills matrix phase with no background geometrical structure. The coexistence curve is still given by (70)
with the substitution (85).

CONCLUSION

The quantum gravitational fluctuations about the noncommutative geometry of the fuzzy sphere S2 , the noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2 and the noncommutative
near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N are given by IKKTtype Yang-Mills matrix models with additional cubic Myers terms which are given explicitly by the actions (8),
(9) and (10).
These matrix models exhibit emergent geometry transitions from a geometric phase (the sphere, the pseudosphere and the near-horizon geometry of a ReissnerNordstrom black hole) to a pure Yang-Mills matrix phase
with no background geometrical structure.
This fundamental result is confirmed in the case of
the sphere by Monte Carlo simulations of the Euclidean
Yang-Mills matrix model (8). But in the other cases we
have only at our disposal the effective potential. Indeed, the Monte Carlo method can not be applied to
the matrix models (9) and (10) in their current form for
two main reasons. First, the Lorentzian signature of the
embedding spacetime (these noncommutative spaces are
in fact branes residing in a larger spacetime). Second,
the Hilbert spaces Hk corresponding to the noncommutative operator algebras are actually infinite-dimensional
(which is required by the underlying SO(1, 2) symmetry).
This was regularized in this article by means of a simple
cutoff given by (23) and (24) which simply says that only
2k − 1 states in the Hilbert spaces are included turning
therefore the infinite-dimensional operator algebras into
finite-dimensional matrix algebras.
However, we are quite confident in the results derived
from the effective potentials for additional arguments as
outlined with some detail in the case of AdS2θ in the second appendix.
The geometric phases (noncommutative geometry
phases) are always characterized by a discrete spectrum
whereas the Yang-Mills phase is always characterized by
a continuum spectrum. These emergent transitions are
also believed to be exotic in the sense that they seem

to be critical only as we approach the coexistence curve
from the noncommutative geometry phase side.
We also find a possibility for topology change transitions in which space or time directions grow or decay
as the temperature is varied. Indeed, the noncommutative near-horizon geometry AdS2θ × S2N can evaporate
only partially to a fuzzy sphere S2N (topology change)
or to a noncommutative anti-de Sitter spacetime AdS2θ
(emergence of time).
AdS2 BLACK HOLES IN DILATON GRAVITY

In this appendix, we would like to re-derive the nearhorizon geometry AdS2 × S2 from a dilatonic action principle and briefly discuss its relation to dilaton gravity in
two dimensions.
We start with dilaton gravity theory in four dimensions
given by the following action [20–23]
Z
S=

p
d4 x −detg (4) e−2φ (R(4) − Fµν F µν ).

(86)

The corresponding spherically symmetric non-singular
black hole solution is given by

ds2 = −(1 −

r+ 2
)dt +
r
(1 −

e2(φ−φ0 ) = q

dr2
r+
r )(1

−

1
1−

r−
r

r−
r )

.

+ r2 dΩ22 . (87)

(88)

The temperature and the entropy of the black hole are
given on the other hand by the relations [20]
1
T =
4πr+

r

1−

r−
2
, S = πr+
.
r+

(89)

The radii r± are given explicitly by
2M = r+ , Q2M =

3
r+ r− .
4

(90)

The extremal limit T −→ 0 of this black hole configu√
ration is then given by√r+ = r− = Q = 2QM / 3 or
equivalently M = QM / 3.
For the extremal solution r+ = r− = Q we introduce
the coordinates

r = Q(1 +

4λ2
QT
), t=
.
z2
λ

(91)

The metric and the dilaton in the near-horizon limit
λ −→ 0 take then the form
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2

ds2 =

4Q
(−dT 2 + dz 2 ) + Q2 dΩ22 .
z2

(92)

z
.
(93)
2λ
This shows explicitly that the near-horizon geometry of
the extremal black hole is indeed AdS2 × S2 .
We can perform a spherical reduction of this solution
by decomposing the metric as follows
e2(φ−φ0 ) =

(4)
ds2 = gµν
dxµ dxν
(2)
gab dxa dxb

=

2

a

i

j

+ Φ (x )γij dn dn .

(8). However, the Monte Carlo method is not available
for us in the case of the infinite-dimensional Lorentzian
matrix model (9) and thus in the case of the pseudosphere we have at our disposal, at least in the current
article, only the effective potential (68) . In this appendix we would like to discuss the validity of the results
derived from the pseudo-sphere effective potential (68)
from another quite distinct perspective.
Let us first recall that the sphere and the pseudosphere are the Euclidean surfaces embedded respectively
in the Euclidean space R3 and in Minkowski spacetime
M1,2 which are given explicitly by the conditions
x21 + x22 + x23 = 1 , R3 .

(99)

−X12 + X22 + X32 = −1 , M1,2 .

(100)

(94)

The scalar field Φ is a dilaton field due to the spherical reduction. We compute then (see [36] and references
therein)
p
p
−detg (4) = Φ2 −detg (2) detγ
4
2
R(4) = R(2) − 2 (−1 + ∂a Φ∂ a Φ) − ∆Φ. (95)
Φ
Φ
And hence
p

However, from the perspective of the pseudo-sphere matrix model (9) the embedding metric can be either Euclidean or Lorentzian on an equal footing. Hence, there
is the possibility of another space which can be produced
by the matrix model (9) given by the two-sheeted hyperboloid which is embedded in R3 by the condition
−Y12 + Y22 + Y32 = −1 , R3 .

Z

Z
p
p
4
(4)
(4)
d x −detg R
= 4π d2 x −detg (2) (Φ2 R(2)
a

+ 2∂a Φ∂ Φ + 2).

(96)

Hence, the action reduces to
Z
S = 4π

p
d x −detg (2) e−2φ (Φ2 R(2) + 2∂a Φ∂ a Φ
2

+ 2 − Φ2 F 2 ).

(97)

For Schwarzschild-like coordinates the dilaton field Φ is
given by Φ = r. However, in the current case the spherical reduction is √
performed on a sphere of constant radius
r = Q = 2QM / 3, i.e. Φ = Q. We get then the action
(with Λ = 1/2Q)
S = 4πQ2

Z

p
d2 x −detg (2) e−2φ (R(2) + 2Λ2 ). (98)

This is called the Jackiw-Teitelboim action [19] which is
one of the most important dilatonic gravity models in
two dimensions.
ON THE NON-UNITARY
FINITE-DIMENSIONAL REPRESENTATIONS
OF SO(1, 2)

The results derived from the sphere effective potential
(67) are strongly corroborated by Monte Carlo simulations of the finite-dimensional Euclidean matrix model

(101)

The difference between this two-sheeted hyperboloid
(101) and the pseudo-sphere (101) lies in its curvature,
in its symmetry and its analytic continuation into the
sphere, viz [39]
• The pseudo-sphere H2 (like anti-de Sitter spacetime
AdS2 ) is a space of a constant negative scalar curvature whereas the two-sheeted hyperboloid (101)
is a space with a non-constant curvature.
• Furthermore, the two vector fields Ji1 = Xi ∂1 +
X1 ∂i , i = 2, 3 leave the two-sheeted hyperboloid
(101) invariant but they do not leave invariant the
Euclidean metric ds2 = dX12 + dX22 + dX33 . Thus,
these vector fields are not Killing vectors of the
induced metric on the surface (101), i.e. we do not
have SO(1, 2) symmetry in this case. In contrast,
these two vector fields Ji1 leave the pseudo-sphere
(100) and the Minkowski metric ds2 = −dX12 +
dX22 + dX33 invariant at the same time and thus
they are Killing vectors of the induced metric on
the pseudo-sphere, i.e. we have exactly SO(1, 2)
symmetry in this case.
• The two-sheeted hyperboloid (101) is related to the
sphere by the double Wick rotation Yi −→ −iYi ,
i = 2, 3. As it turns out, the Lorentzian pseudosphere matrix model (9) goes to the Euclidean
sphere matrix model (8) by the same double Wick
rotation.
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The two-sheeted hyperboloid (101) space is then seen to
lie midway between the sphere and the pseudo-sphere.
Indeed, it is observed in this case that SO(3) is the symmetry group of the embedding metric while SO(1, 2) is
the symmetry group of the embedded surface.
As we have already said, the matrix model (9) does not
know a priori about the embedding metric in the sense
that we can obtain from it, as a classical background
solution, the following noncommutative two-sheeted hyperboloid given by
−Ŷ12 + Ŷ22 + Ŷ32 = −1 , Ŷa = κKa .

(102)

The noncommutative pseudo-sphere H2θ is given by a similar equation, viz
−X̂12 + X̂22 + X̂32 = −1 , X̂a = κKa .

(103)

Indeed, the Casimir operator C = −K12 + K22 + K32 can
be negative equal −k(k − 1) for both the discrete series
Dk± (the noncommutative pseudo-sphere) and the finitedimensional series Fk . The finite-dimensional series Fk
is non-unitary corresponding to the su(2) spin quantum
number j = k − 1, i.e. the su(1, 1) and su(2) representations are exactly related by the double Wick rotation
Ki −→ −iKi , i = 2, 3.
Thus, the two-sheeted hyperboloid (101) must be
quantized by means of the non-unitary finite-dimensional
irreducible representations Fk of SO(1, 2), i.e. Ka in
(102) are the generators of SO(1, 2) in the non-unitary
finite-dimensional irreducible representations Fk .
We conclude that symmetry and Lorentzian signature
together correspond to unitary representations which
act generically on infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.
The cutoff used for the pseudo-sphere in this article
interferes clearly with the underlying symmetry and
as such it probably entails also a conflict with unitarity. However, the pseudo-sphere effective potential
(68) seems to be valid as the two-sheeted hyperboloid
(101) provides a controllable link between the sphere
and the pseudo-sphere cases in which the interplay between Lorentzian/Euclidean signature, finite-/infinitedimensional Hilbert spaces and unitary/non-unitary representations is very clear and very intriguing.
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